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FREE TRADE.
I
HER MAJESTY’S SPEECH.—AMENDMENT ON THE ADDRESS.
HOUSE OF COMMONS, AUGUST 25, 1841.

[Mr. Cobden was returned to Parliament for the first time in August, 1841, as Member
for Stockport. He had previously, in 1837, contested this borough. In the debate
on Mr. Baring's Budget, who was Chancellor of the Exchequer in Lord Melbourne's
Government, Lord John Russell avowed that 1t was the mtention of the Government
to propose a moderate fixed duty on cern, 1n lieu of the shding-scale. These duties
were announced on the 7th of May, to be 8s5. on wheat, 5s. on rye, 45. 6d. on barley,
and 3s5. 64 on oats. On May 27th, Sir Robert Peel moved a resolution of want of
confidence. This resolution was carried by a majority of t (312 to 311}, On this,
Lord Melbourne appealed to the countiy. When the new Parliament met, Mr.
Wortley moved and Lord Bruce seconded an amendment to the Address, to the effect
that the Administration did not enjoy the confidence of the country. The amend-
ment was carried by a majority of g1 (360 to 26g), and Str Robert Peel came iuto
office. 'This statesman continued in office till he repealed those Corn-laws which he
took office to maintam. ] )

I FEEL some difficulty in attempting | have been sent here for such a purpose
to treat the question before the House, | by what 15 called the ‘people of Eng-
as there does not seem to be a good | land.’
understanding of the position in which A recommendation has been made by
the House stands with regard to 1t. | the Executive to this House, advising
Different opinions have been expressed | us to set about the immediate reduction
as to the object for which hon, Members | of taxation ; and it is accompanied by
have been sent here, and as to the na- | an assurance that not only will that re-
ture of the late general election. It has | duction not impair the revenue, but in
been said that the elections were not a | crease the resources of the national Ex-
test of public opinion in reference tothe | chequer. That, after all, is the nature
monopohes, but merely in reference to | of the message upon which the late
the question of confidence in her Ma- | Pailiament was dissolved. But how
Jesty’s Ministers.  That opinion has | can Gentlemen opposite, notwithstand-
been expressed by the right hon. Gen- | ing what has been said for them, come
tleman the Member for Tamworth (Sir | to this House to maintain taxation in all
R. Peel), and a disposition has been | its inordinate vigour and mischievous-
evinced by his followers to take itas hus | ness, because they wish for taxation in
dictum. But we are not then sent here | oider to protect monopoly, as well as
to represent monopoly, and strange | for the purposes of the State? It 1s
would it be did the majority of this | really well that all people have not be-
House authentically announce that they | come enamoured of monopoly,
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There is another difficulty in address.
ing the House on the present occasion.
We are told that the question is not
whether the Corn-laws shall be repealed
or monopoly abated, but whether the
amendment upon the Address shall be
agreed to; and hon. Gentlemen oppo-
site, 1n discussing that question, talked
of the wars m Syria and China, and of
the affairs of Canada and New York,
but never once touched wupon those
questions which had been recommended
to their consideration, and with a view
to a dimmution of the burdens of the
people. But wlile I give hon. Gentle-
men opposite ciedit for their discretion
in excluding those important topics fiom
the discussion, I see noreason why hon.
Gentlemen on my side of the House,
who feel that such questions as the
Corn-laws are of greater intetest to the
people than the Chinese or Syrian wars,
or any other remote subject of the kind,
should not declare thewr views upon
those questions ; or why, 1f the speeches
from my side of the House are to meet
with no response on the other, we should
not discharge our duty towaids the peo-
ple, and pay that respect and deference
to her Majesty to which she 1s entitled,
by calimly considering those questions
and stating our opmions upon them. I
believe it was customary, under the old
régume, particularly with the Conserva-
tive party in this House, to treat the
Speech from the Throne as something
very nearly appertaining to monarchical
dignity. I do not think 1t was custom-
ary, unless with very great reason, to
drag in the Mmisters of the day, but
rather to respond to the Speech fiom
the Throne as something connected
with royal dignity, and entitled to that
calm discussion which hon. Gentlemen
opposite are not willing to accord to the
most gracious and, smce the time of
Alfred, the most popular monarch of
these realms.

It has been said that the people of
England are not sincere in seeking for
a total repeal of the food tax. With all
sincerity, I declare that I am for the
total repeal of those taxes which affect
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the price of bread and provisions of
every description, and I will not allow
1t to be said without denying it, that the
three millions of people who have pe-
titioned the House for the total repeal
of those taxes are not sincere in their
prayer. What are those taxes upon
food? They are taxes levied upon the
gieat body of the people, and hon.
Gentlemen opposite, who show such
sympathy for the working classes afte
they have made them paupers, cannot
deny my right to claim on their behalf
that those taxes should be a pihmary
consideration. I have heard them
called protections ; but taxes they are,
and taxes they shall be in my mouth, as
long as I have the honour of a seat in
this House. The bread-tax 1s a tax
primanly levied upon the poorer classes ;
it is a tax, at the lowest estimate, of 40
pe1 cent. above the price we should pay
if there were a free trade in corn. The
report upon the handloom weavers puts
down 10s. as the estimated weekly
earnings of a family, and states that in
all parts of the United Kingdom that
will be found to be not an unfair esti-
mate of the earnings of every labouter’s
family. = It moreover states, that out of
10s. each family expends 5s. on bread.
The tax of 40 per cent. 1s, therefore, a
tax of 2s. upon every labouring man’s
family earning 10s. a week, or 20 per
cent. upon their eainmgs. How does
1t operate as we proceed upwards in
society? The man with 40s5. a week
pays an mcome-tax of 5 per cent.; the
man of 250/ a year pays but I per
cent. ; ‘and the nobleman, or millionaire,
with an income of 200,000/, a year, and
whose family consumes no more biead
than that of the agricultwial labourer,
pays less than one halfpenny in every
100/ [Laughter.] Iknow notwhether
the laugh is at the monstrous character
of the case, or the humble individual
who states it ; but I repeat that the tax
upon the nobleman is less than one half-
penny 1‘per cent., while upon the poor
man’s family it was 20/ percent. I am
sure there is not an hon. Member in the
House who would dare to bring ina hill
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to levy an income-tax on all grades of
society upon a scale similar to this, and
yet I maintain that the bread-taxis such
a tax, and is levied not for the purposes
of the State, but for the benefit of the
richest portion of the commumty. That
1s a fair statement of the tax upon bread.
I can sympathise with the mncredulity
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, but if they
knew the case as it really 1s, and felt 1t
as they would if they did know it, they
would also feel that they could not lie
down to rest m comfort or safety 1if they
voted for such a tax, With the excep-
tion of England and of Holland, in no
country has any Government, however
distressed, ever yet resorted to the
monstrous injustice of levying a tax
upon bread. Gentlemen will pomt to
the laws affecting the importation of
corn in France, Spain, and the Umted
States of America ; but m those coun-
tries they export corn upon an average,
one year with another, and therefore no
mport duty could operate with them as
with us.

But it is said that the working classes
have some compensation—some protec-
tion extended to them by this law.
Hon. Gentlemen on the other side have
talked largely at the hustings of their
determination to protect the poor ; and
the noble Lord (Stanley) opposite, at
the election for North Lancashire,
eagerly propounded this doctrine of
protection. I have heard the noble
Lord with my own ears; his case of
protection to the labourer was that
which I will now unfold. The noble
Lord said that the manufactuiers wanted
to repeal the Corn-laws because they
wanted to reduce the rate of wages ;
that, unless by the repeal of the bread-
tax they reduced wages, they could not
be better able to compete with foreign-
ers; and that if they did, it could be no
benefit to the working man. Let me
remind the House, that the paities who
have so patiently struggled for three
years past for a hearing at your bar,
have never been allowed to state their
case ; that the hon. Member for Wol-
verhampton (Mr. Charles Villiers)-—{or
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whose great and 1ncessant services I, in
common with millions of my fellow-
countrymen, feel grateful — when he
proposed that the case of those millions
should beheard at the bar, had the pro-
position scouted and spurned ; and that,
when they had denied them a hearing,
they proceeded to misrepresent thewr
motives. I will state the case as given
by the noble Lord hmmself. If he can
be 1 error in appreciating the ments
of the question, with all his bnlhant
talents, other hon. Gentlemen opposite
will excuse meif I believe that they also
are in error. The case was stated by
the noble Lord thus +—Those who ad-
vocate a repeal of the Corn-laws have
agamn and agamn announced that their
object is to exchange the produce of
ther industry for the productions of all
other countries, and that all duties for
protection (so called) levied upon arti-
cles in the manufacture of which they
are engaged, should be hikewise re-
moved, and a free and unfettered inter-
course established between all the coun-
tries of the earth, as was clearly the
design of nature. But we were told by
the noble lord the Member for North
Lancashire that this means the reduc-
tion of wages. If I know anything, it
means increased trade, and the claim of
a right, besides, to exchange our manu-
factures for the corn of all other coun-
tries, by which we should very much
increase the extent of our trade. How
can this be done, unless by an increased
amount of labour? How can we call
into requisition anincieased demand for
labour without also increasing the rate
of wages?

Another prevailing fallacy was mixed
up with the noble Lord’s statement
The object, he said, was to reduce
wages, so as to enable our manufac-
turers to compete with foreigners. 1
mamtain that we do now compete with
them ; that we now sell our manufac-
tures 1n neutral markets in competition
with other countries ; that we now sell
them, in New York, for instance, in
competition with all the other countries
of the earth.  You talk of protection te

B 2
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the home producer, but it should ever
be remembered that it is the foreign
market which fixes the price of the home
market. Would any man think of
sending to a distance of 3,000 miles
articles for which he could find a better
market at home? I seein this fallacy
of wages that which is at the bottom of
all the opposition to the 1epeal of the
Corn-laws.  There are many conscien-
tious upholders of the present system
who support them in the supposition
that they maintain the rate of wages. 1
see no relation between the price of
food, or of any other article of con-
sumption, and the price of labour, in
its wholesome, natural state. In Cuba,
orin the slave-holding states of Ame-
rica, I can imagine the price of labour
to be affected by the price of food. I
can imagine the slave-holder sitting
down and estimating the value of her-
rings and rice. In his case, the price
of labour at his command is affected
clearly by the price of provisions,
There is another stage in the labour
market—1I refer to labourers in the agri-
cultural districts—where the amount of
wages has reached the very minimum,
according to their habits of hfe. These
unfcrtunate men are told that their
wages will rise as the price of provisions
advances. Why? Isil because the high
price of provisions increases the demand
for labour, or is it done fiom pure
charity? But I come to that state of the
labour market under which—and God
knows how long it will continue under
such legislation—the various products of
our manufacturing industry are called
into existence, and there, I assert, with-
out fear of contradiction, that the rate
of wages has no more connection with
the price of food than with the moon’s
changes, There 1t depends entirely on
the demand for labour ; there the price
of food never becomes an ingredient in
testing the value of labour. There the
Iabour market is, happily, elastic, and
will become mote so, if you leave it un-
fettered. But if you continue to legis-
late in the spirit by which you have so
long been animated, you will succeed at
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last in bringing our commercial and
manufacturing population down to the
same pitch to which you have reduced
our agriculturists, and then these mer-
chants and manufacturers may come
forward and give alms to the wretched
men in their employment ; then it will
perhaps be said that ¢with the increase
mn the price of food anses an increase in
the rate of wages.” Itwill be doled out
as an alms, as a mere act of charity, and
not because the working man, as a free
agent, 1s entitled, in return for his labour,
to a decent subsistence,

I will now dismiss the question of
wages, though it 1s one which 1 must
say should be again and again mooted
in this House. I now come to the con-
sideration of that all-important subject
—the existing state of our manufactur-
ing and agricultural labourers—which
has already called forth your sympathy,
and to which I must again direct your
attention. I have lately had an oppor-
tunity of obtaining, by peculiar means,
access to a report about the state of the
labouring population in all parts of the
country. A highly important Convoca-
tion was held m Manchester a week ago,
consisting entnely of the mimsters of
1eligion. [Iromical cheers.] 1 under-
stand those cheers. I will not pause in
my statement of facts, but will say a
word upon that subject when I have
done. I have seen at Manchester a
body of mumsters of all religious per-
suasions—not 620, as has been stated,
but 650 in number—assembled together
fiom all parts of the country, at an ex-
pense of from 3,000/. to 4,000/., which
was borne by their respective congrega-
tions.  Those clergymen gathered, not
from Yorkshire or Lancashire only-—not
from Derby or Cheshire only—but fiom
every county of Great Britain—from
Caithness to Cornwall,—and stated the
most 1mportant facts relating to the
Iabouring population in their various
districts, I have had an opportunity of
examining those statements. I will not
trespass on the time and attention of the
House by going mto those statements
m detail; but I will state generally,
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that, from both the manufacturing and
agricultural districts, there was the
most ummpeachable testimony that the
condition of the great body of her Ma-
jesty’s labouring subjects had deterior-
ated wofully within the last ten years,
and more especially so within the thiee
years last past; and fuithermore, that
in proportion as the price of the food of
the people had increased, just so had
their comforts been diminished. I have
seen statements derived from the reports
of infirmaries and workhouses, from
savings’ banks and prisons; and all
alike bore testimony, clearand indubit-
able, that the condition of the great
mass of her Majesty’s subjects m the
lower ranks of hfe is rapidly deteriorat-
ing ; that they are now mn a worse con-
dition, and receiving less wages ; and
that their distress and misery result 1n a
greater amount of disease, destitution,
and crime than has ever been witnessed
at any former period of the lhistory of
this country.

One word in reference to the jeers
with which the mention of this Con-
vocation has been received. I do not
come here to vindicate the conduct of
those Christian men in having assembled
to take this momentous subject into their
consideration. The parties who will
more fitly judge them are their own
congregations. At that Convocation we
had members of the Established Church
and of the Church of Rome, Independ-
ents, Baptists, members of the Church
of Scotland, Secedeis, Methodists, and
every other denomination with which I
am acquainted. If hon. Gentlemen are
disposed to impugn the character of
those reverend indwviduals, they will be
at the same time casting a reproach and
2 stigma on the great body of dissenting
Christians mn this country.

It may be thought that these reverend
persons were travelling out of their pro-
vince. But when I heard these worthy
men telling their tales of saddening
misery—when I heard them state that
members of their congregations would
keep away from their places of worship
m the morning, and steal out to the
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house of God at night, wrapped upina
cloak or an outside coat, when a shade
was thrown over their misery—when I
heard that others were unfitted to re-
cewve spiritual consolation because of
their bemng so plunged in physical des-
titution ; that the Sunday-schools were
falling off, because thewr congregations
could not attend-—when I heard these
things, and was further assured that the
provisions monopoly is at the bottom of
all the misery under which these poor
people labour, I cannot conscientiously
say that those ministers weie out of their
place.  When they who sit in high
places are oppressive and unjust to the
poor, I am glad to see that there are
men amongst us who, like Nathan of
old, can be found to come forward and
exclarm, ‘Thou art the man !’ The
religious people of the country have re-
volted aganst the infamous injustice of
that bread-tax, which is condemned by
the immutablemorality ofthe Scriptures.
They have prepared and signed a peti-
tion to this House, i which they declare
that these laws are a violation of the
will of the Supieme Bemg, whose pro-
vidence watches over His famishing
children. You may rely upon 1t that
the time abounds with momentous
signs, It is not those 650 ministers
only, but 1,500 minsters of the Gos-
pel, whose letters have been read at
the Manchester meeting, and who send
up their prayers to Heaven daily and
hourly that 1t may be the will of Him
who rules both piinces and potentates
to twmin their hearts to justice and
mercy.

And now, having told you what has
been done by these men, and in what
spint they have proceeded, we cannot
for a moment doubt that these men were
m earnest ; neither can we doubt that
these are men to make very efficient
enussaries 1n this great cause. Re-
member what has been done n the
Anti-Slavery question. Where 15 the
difference between stealing a man and
making him labour, on the one hand,
or robbing voluntary labourers, on the
othet, of the fruits of therr labour?
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The noble Lord opposite (Lord Stan-
ley) knows something of the ability of
these men to give efhcacy to their strong
convictions. When the noble Lord
proposed his Emancipation Bill n 1833,
he broadly stated, that from the moment
that the religious community took up
the question, fiom that moment 1t was
settled. I believe that the result wall be
the same here.

Let me remind hon. Members of the
qualitics which pervade the minds of
their countrymen. They have gieat
deference for power and rank, and 1e-
spect for wealth—perhaps too much;
they have a most profound attachment
to the laws and mstitutions of the coun-
try. But it must be remembered that
there is another attribute pecuhar to
the nunds of Englishmen—a veneration
for sacred things, far beyond therr defer-
ence to human authornty. Once infringe
upon that, and their respect for you and
yours will vanish like chaff in the whul-
wind. What must be the feeling of the
country when they find upon this occa-
sion that the most kind, and benevolent,
and generous recommendation of her
Majesty, that you should take the Corn-
laws into your wise consideiation, with
a view to relieving the heavy burdens
under which her poor people suffer, of
diminishing labour and insufficient food
—what will be said by the country at
large when they find this giacious re-
commendation fiom the Crown scouted
and scorned by the majonty of this
House? What will be their feelings of
indignation when they find a question of
this magmtude treated as of secondairy
importance to the question whether a
gentleman with a white hat, on that
side, or a gentleman with a black hat,
on this side of the House, shall hold the
patronage of office? The people of
this country will regard the transaction
—if Paihamentary language will permit
me to say so—as the most factious pro-
ceeding which has ever characterised
the conduct of this House.

If I turn to a declaration made else-
where—in a place which, n conformity
with the rules of the Tlouse, I w:ll not
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particularise—when I find an illustrious
Duke stating that the condition of the
labouring population in this country is
enviable compared with that of any other
population in Europe, and that every
labouring man in this country, who has
industry and sobriety to recommend him,
can attain to a competence—what, I
ask, will be the feelings of the country
at large upon hearing sucha declaration?
Are hon. Gentlemen disposed to respond
to that sentiment, and accept it as their
own? Let them remember that about
ten years since the same illustrious in-
dividual stated that the old borough-
mongermg Parliament, under which we
then suffered, was the perfection of
human wisdom. Yes; and I shall not
be surprised 1if this doctrine of yester-
day, meeting a similar and still more re-
markable fate, may be the forerunner of
a far greater change than that contem-
plated by her Majesty’s Ministers.

Let me, before T sit down, say one
word to the right hon. Baronet (Sir R.
Peel) opposite. I have heard some al-
lusions made heie to the opimions of Mr.,
Huskisson. The night hon. Baronet the
Member for Tamworth 1s fond of ap-
pearing under the sanction of that dis-
tingwished statesman. T am mostanxious
that he should not fall into the erroi of
appearing m lus cast-off garments, and
fancying himself ariayed n his mantle
—that when he gives us the last will and
testament of that distinguished states-
man, he should know that an important
codici] was added to that will, which I
will now present him. I heard Mr.
Huskisson’s opinion in 1828 quoted. It
15 deeply to be lamented that after that
period he sanctioned, by joining the
Duke of Wellington’s Admimstration,
a line of policy to which he had strongly
objected. But when he spoke last in
the House on the subject of the Corn-
laws, on the 25th of March, 1830, upon
the occasion of Mr. Poulett Thomson’s
motion on the subject, Mr. Huskisson
gave his opinion in these terms —* It 1s
my distinct conviction that we cannot
maintain the present Corn-laws, and at
the same time maintain the permanent
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prosperity and prevalent contentment of
the country. That these laws may be
repealed without injury to our landed
nterests is my firm belief.” Hereis the
last codicil to the will of Huskisson, I
protest m his name, in many respects
illustrious, though not of umform bright-
ness, against the musrepresentation of
his opmon.  When Mr. Huskisson
spoke in 1830—and I would strongly
1ecommend the whole of that speech to
hon. Members’ attentive perusal—there
was by no means the same amount of
distress prevalent as that from which the
country is now suffermg, nor was there
anything like the same gloom m her
prospects.  But if Mr. Huskisson spoke
+o despondingly then, what would he
have said had he lived in 1841, and seen
the accumulated difficulties under which
the country now labours,—if, mstead of
the Bank of England, with 10,000,000/
or 12,000,000/. of treasure, and money
in abundance at 3 per cent., he saw
scarcely half that amount of treasure,
and the nterest raised to 5 per cent.?
What would have been his opmion of
the Corn-laws, had he hived to see all
these things accomplished? I am
earnestly impressed by a desire to record
his solemn conviction on this subject.

The right hon. Baronet opposite pos-
sesses at this moment the power to do
immense service to his country. Let
the nght hon. Baronet refer back to
1830, and consider what were then the
circumstances of the country, compared
with what they are now. What 1s the
cause of our elevation from that pros-
tration to which the country had fallen
i 1830? It was clearly not a natural
or legitimate trade which then sprung
up. From 1831 to 1836 the mcrease of
our expoits, compared with ourimports,
amounted to 20,000,000/ offictal value
But all these goods weie sent to Ame-
rica, where they were neither sold nor
consumed, but despatched n exchange
for bank and railway shaies, and State
bonds. That 1s not legitimate tiade ; 1t
15> over-speculation ; the goods are not
paud for.

It should be borne in mind, too, that
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from the period of 1831 to 1836 there
was an extension of the banking system
m this country, mcreasmg the number
of banks by nearly 100, and extending
therr capital by nearly 60,000,000/
The 1ncrease of the export and home
tiade thus factitiously created, accom-
panied with a fortuttous series of unex-
ampled harvests, created a state of pros-
perity which enabled the Government of
the day to move tranqully on in carrying
the Reform Bill and amending the Poor-
law ; but 1t was a fictitious prosperity.

Has the nght hon. Baionet, then,
any plan—I will not ask him to divulge
it at present—but has he any plan by
which, in 1841, he can raise up a teal
prosperity m the country? 1f not, can
he hope even to raise up a factitious
prospenity > If so, 1t will only lead to
a recoil which will be mfnitely more
disastrous than that under which we are
now suffering.

Thank God, Mmisters in this country
require money, and glad I am that they
cannot get 1t but through the prosperity
of the tracding and manufacturing nter-
ests The landholder who spends Iis
money 1 Paris or Naples cannot find
revenue for the Mimster. The revenue
flourishes when the trading and com-
mercial community are prosperous, and
when the farmers are crying out under
excessive distress ; and, on the other
hand, just in proportion as the land-
owner feels prosperous on account of
the starvation of the mullions, the re-
venue of the State falls off.

Having made these few remarks,
though not, I must be allowed to say,
in a party spuit (for I call myself neither
Whig nor Tory ; Iam afiee-trader, and
such I shall always be ieady to avow
myself), I have only, m conclusion, to
observe, that while I am pioud to ac-
knowledge the virtue of the Whig
Ministry in coming out fiom the ranks
of the monopolists, and advancing three
parts out of four towards my own posi-
tion, yet, if the nght hon. Baronet op-
posite advances one step farther, I will
be the first to meet half way and shake
hands with lum,
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CORN-LAWS.— MR.

VILLIERS’

ANNUAL MOTION.

HOUSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 24, 1842,

{On Feb. 18, 1842, Mr. Villiers proposed his annual motion, to the effect, * that all
duties payable on the importation of corn, grain, meal, and flour, do now cease and

determine.’
{393 to go}, on Feb. 24

After five days' debate, the motion was negatived by a majonty of 303
Mr. Cobden was one of the tellers. The majority of the
Conservative paity voted or paired ; but 108 of the Opposition were absent

On the

last day of the debate, Mr Ferrand, Member for Knaresborough, made a wviolent
petsonal attack on Mr. Cobden. In explanation, Mr. Cobden stated, once for all,
that he mtended never to be driven mto personal altercation with any Member of the
House He was advised by Mr. Byng, then the sentor Member of the House, to be
utterly mdifferent to Mr. Ferrand's personalities. Shortly after the rejection of Mr.
Villers’ motion, Sit R Peel made certan alterations in the shiding-scale, the maxi-
mum duties on wheat, barley, rye, oats, peas, and beans, from foreign countries,
being 205, 115, 115. 64 , 85, and 115 64. the quarter, and from British colonies, 55,
25. 64, 35, 27, and 3s., a shilling duty being payable when wheat rose to 73s,
barley to 37s., oats to 27s., rye, peas, and beans, to 425, if the corn was of foreign
onigin, while, if colonial corn were imported, the shilling duty commenced on wheat

at 585, and a 64. duty on barley at 315, oats at 33s., rye, peas, and beans at 34s.
Similar duties were to be levied on meal and ﬂourj

IF the hon. Gentleman (Sir Howard |

Douglas) who has just sat down will give
the House another pronuse, that when
he speaks he will always speak to the
subject, the House will have a more
satisfactory prospect of his future ad-
dresses. I have sat here seven nights,
lListeming to the discussion on what should
have been the question of the Corn-
laws, and 1 must say that I think my
hon, Friend the Member for Wolver-
hampton (Mr. C. Villiers) has just
grounds for complaint, that in all those
seven nights scarcely two hours have
been given to the subject of the bread-
tax  Our trade with China, the war in
Syna, the bandymg of compliments be-
tween parties and partisans, have occu-

pted our attention much and often, but
very little has been said on the question
really before the House. I may venture
to say that not one speaker on the other
side of the House has yet grappled with
the question so ably propounded by my
hon. Friend, which 1s—How far, how
Just, how honest, and how expedient 1t
was to have any tax whatever laid upon
the food of the people? That 1s the
question to be decided ; and when I
heard the right hon Baronet (Sir R.
Peel) so openly express his sympathy for
the working classes of this country, I
expected that the right hon. Baronet
would not have finished his last speech
on this question without at least giving
some little consideration to the claims
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of the working man m connection with
the Corn-laws.

To this view of the subject T will
therefore proceed to call the attention of
the Commiittee ; and I call upon hon.
Gentlemen to meet me upon neutral
ground in discussing the question in
connection with the interests of those
worling classes, who have no represent-
atives mn this House. While I hear
herem strong expressions of sympathy
for those who have become paupers, I
will ask hon. Gentlemen to give some
attention to the case of the hard-work-
ing man before he reaches that state of
abject pauperism in which he can only
1ecelve sympathy. In reading the de-
bates upon the passing of the first
stringent Corn-law of 1814, I am much
struch to find that all parties who took
part in that discussion were agreed upon
one point,—it was that the price of food
regulated the rate of wages. That prin-
ciple was laid down, not by one side of
the House, but by men of no mean emi-
nence on each side, and of course of
opposite opimons in other respects.
Mr. Horner and Mr. Baring, Mr. F.
Lewss, the present Lord Western, Mr
(now Sir) G. Philips, were all agreed on
that head, though some advocated and
others opposed the measure. One of
the speakers, indeed, went so far as to
make a laboured computation to show
the exact proportion which the price of
food would bear to the rate of wages.
The same delusion existed out of doois
too. A petition was presented to the
House 1 1815, signed by the most -
telhgent of the manufactuning and work-
ing classes, praying that the Corn Bill
might not be passed, because it would
so raise the rate of wages, that the
manufacturers of this country would not
be able to compete with the manufac-
turers abroad. In reading the debates
of that date, I have been filled with the
deepest sorrow to find how those who
passed that measure were deluded. But
I believe that they were labouring under
an honest delusion. I firmly believe,
that 1f they had been cognisant of the
facts now before the ITouse, they would
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never have passed that Coin Iill
Every party in the House was then de-
luded : but there was one paity, that
most inteiested, the woiking classes,
who were not deluded. The gieat mul
titude of the nation, without the aid of
learning, said—with that intuitive and
mstructive sagacity which had given nise
to the adage, ¢ The voice of the people
is the voice of God *—what the effect of
the measure would be upon wages, and
therefore it was, that when that law was
passed this House was suriounded by
the multitudes of London, whom you
were compelled to keep fiom your doors
by the point of the bayonet. VYes, and
no sooner was thelaw passed than there
arose disturbances and tumults every-
where, and 1 London bloodshed and
murder ensued ; for a coroner's jury re-
turned a verdict of wilful murder against
the soldiers who were called out and
fired upon the people. The same hos-
tility to the measure spread throughout
the whole of the north of England ; so
that then, from the year 1815 down to
1819, when the memoiable meeting was
held at Peter’s-field in Manchester, there
never was a great public meeting at
which there were not borne banners
inscribed with the words ¢ No Corn-
laws.’

There was no mistake mn the minds of
the multitude then, and let not hon.
Gentlemen suppose that there is any
now. The people may not be crying
out exclusively for the repeal of the
Corn-laws, because they have looked
beyond that question, and have seen
greater evils even than this, which they
wish to have remedied at the same time ;
and, now that the cries for ¢ Umversal
Suffrage’ and ¢ The Charter’ ae heard,
let not hon. Gentlemen deceive them-
selves by supposing that, because the
members of the Anti-Corn-law League
have sometimes found themsclves get-
ting into collision with the Chartists,
that therefore the Chartists, or the work-
ing men generally, were favourable to
the Corn-laws. If one thing 1s more
surprising than others in the facts which
1 have mentioned, 1t is to find in this
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House, where lecturers of all things in
the world are so much decried, the ig-
norance which prevails upon this ques-
tion amongst hon. Members on the other
side of the House, [Oh!oh!] Yes. I
have never seen thetr ignorance equalled
amongst any equal number of working
men 1n the North of England. Do you
think that the fallacy of 1815, which 1
heard put forth so boldly last week, that
wages rose and fell with the price of
bread, can now prevail m the minds of
workimg men, after the experience of the
last three years ? Has not the price of
bread been higher during that time than
for any three consecutive years for the
last twenty years? And yet trade has
suffered a greater decline 1n every branch
of industry than in any preceding three
years. Stll there are hon. Gentlemen
on the other side of the House, with the
Reports of Committees mn existence and
before them poving all this, prepared
to support a bill, which, m thewr ignor-
ance—for I cannot call 1t anything else
—they believe will keep up the price of
labour.

I am told that the price of labour n
other countries is so low that we must
keep up the price of bread here, to pre-
vent wages going down to the same
level. But I am prepared to prove,
from documents emanating from this
House, that labour 15 cheaper here than
in other countries. I hear a sound of
dissent; but I would ask those who dis-
sent, do they consider the quality ofthe
Iabour? By this test, which is the only
fair one, it will be proved that the la-
bour of England is the cheapest labour
in the world The Committee on
machmery, last session but one, demon-
strated that fact beyond all dispute.
They reported that labour on the con-
tinent was actually dearer than in Eng-
Iand in every branch of industry.
Spnners, manufacturers, machine-mak-
ers, all agreed that one Englishman on
the Contmment was worth three native
workmen, whether in Germany, France,
or Belgium. If they are not, would
LEnglishmen be found m every large
town on the Continent ? Let us go to
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any populous place, from Calais to
Vienna, and we should not visit any city
with 10,000 inhabitants without finding
Englishmen who are eaining thrnce the
wages the natives earn, and yet their
employers declare that they are the
cheapest labourers. Yet we are told
that the object of the repeal of the Corn-
laws 1s to lower wages here to the level
of continental wages.

Have low wages ever proved the
prosperity of our manufactures? In
every period when wages have dropped,
1t has been found that the manufacturing
mterest dropped also; and I hope that
the manufacturers will have credit for
taking a rather more enhghtened view
of theii own interest than to conclude
that the unpoverishment of the multi-
tude, who are the great consumers of all
that they produce, could ever tend to
promote the prosperity of our manufac-
twers. I will tell the House, that by
deteriorating that population, of which
they ought to be so proud, they will
tun the 115k of spoiling not merely the
animal but the intellectual creature, and
that 1t is not a potato-fed race that will
ever lead the way m arts, arms, or com-
merce. To have a useful and a pros-
perous people, we must take care that
they are well fed.

But to come to the assumption that
the manufacturers do want to reduce
the rate of wages, and that the Corn-
law will keep them up, we are still
gomg to pass a law which will tax the
food of our industrious and hard-woik-
ing people ; and what must be the
result?  The right hon. Baronet, in
answer to a fallacy so often uttered on
the other side of the House, said, * We
do now compete with the foreigner : we
export to the extent of 40,000,000/ or
50,000,000/, a year.” That is true ; but
how ? By taxing the bones and muscles
of the people to double the amount of
good supposed to be done to them by
the Corn-laws, A double weight being
put upon them, they are told to run a
race with the labourers of Germany and
France. We ewlt in a people who
can labow <o; but T would ask, with
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Mr., Deacon Hume, Whose me the
encigies which belonged to the British
people, their own pioperty or that of
others? Think you, that for giving
them an opporiumty merely to strive
and struggle for an existence, you may
take one-half of what they earn? Is
that doing justice to the high-mettled
racer? You do mot treat your horses
s0; you give them food, at all events,
1 proportion to their strength and their
toll.  But Englishmen, actually, are
woise treated; tens of thousands of
them were last winter worse off than
your dogs and your horses.

Well, what 1s the pretence upon
which you propose to tax them? We
have been told by the right hon. Gentle-
man that his object s to fix a certain
puce for corn: and hearmg that pro-
position from a Prime Mnister, and
hstening to the debates, I have been
almost led to believe that we are gone
back to the times of the Edwards, when
Paithament was engaged in fixing the
price of a table-cloth, or a napkin, or
a pair of shoes. Dut is this House a
corn-market? Is not your present occu-
pation better fitted for the merchant
and the exchange? We do not act
this way with respect to cotton, or 1ron,
or copper, or tin. But how are we to
fix the price of cotn? The night hon.
Baionet, taking the average of ten years
at 56s. 10d., proposes to keep the price
of wheat at from 54s. to 58s. Now
Loid Willoughby D’Eresby will not be
content with less than 58s.  Some hon,
Members opposite are for the same
price at the lowest; and I see by the
newspapers that the Duke of Bucking-
ham, at a meeting of farmers held at
Aylesbury on the preceding day, said
the price ought to be 60s. But there 15
one hon, Gentleman, whom I hope I
shall have the pleasure to hear by-and-
by go more into detail as to the market
price which he mtends to secure for his
commodity mn the market. I see m
that Little but very useful book, the
Larbamentary Companion, which con-
tains most accurate mformation, and in
which some of the Membeis of this
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House give very nice descriptions of
themselves, under the head of Mr.
Cayley, M.P. for North Yoikshire
(p. 134), the following entiy :—*Is an
advocate for such a course of legislation,
with regard to agriculture, as will keep
wheat at 64s. per quarter, new nulk
cheese at fiom 52s. to 60s. per cwt,
wool and butter at 1s per lb. each, and
other produce in proportion.’

Now it 15 all very amusing, exceed-
ingly amusing, to find still that there
are gentlemen, at laige, too, who will
argue that Parliament should interpose
and fix the price at which they should
sell their own goods. That 15 very
amusing mdeed ; but when we find the
Prume Mimster of this great country
coming down to parliament and avow-
ing such a punciple, 1t becomes any-
thing but amusing. I will ask the right
hon. Baronet, 1s he prepaied to carry
out this principle m respect to cotton
and wool? 1 pause for a reply.

[Sir R. Peel: ‘I have said that it
was impossible to fix the price of food by
any legislative enactment.’]

Then upon what are we now legis-
lating? I thank the right hon. Barouet
for that avowal. Will he oblige me
still further by not trying to do 1t ? But
supposing he will tiy, all T ask of hin
is—and again I shall pause for a reply
—will he try to legislate to keep up the
price of cottons, woollens, silks, and
such hke goods? There 1s no 1eply.
Then we have come to this, that we are
not legislating for the universal people.
Here 1s the simple, open avowal, that
we are met here to legislate for a class
agamnst the people. I do not marvel,
therefore, though I have seen it with
the deepest regret and indignation, that
the House has been surrounded during
this debate by an immense body of the
police force. (A laugh.) I cannot let
this subject drop with a laugh. It is
no laughing busmess to those who have
no wheat to sell, and no money to pur-
chase food to sustain life.

I will refer the House to the great
fall in the price of cotton. At this day,
in Manchester, the price of that article
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15 30 per cent less than 1t was ten years
back. It 1s the same with respect to
ironmongery. During the average of
the last ten yeais 1t has also fallen 30 per
cent., and yet with this great reduction
of price the man engaged as an iron-
monger is to take his goods and to ex-
change them with the agriculturist for
the produce of the land at the present
high price of corn. Is this fair 2nd
reasonable? Can 1t be called lepie-
Iation at all? Sure I am that it is not
honest legislation. It is no answer to
this argument, 1f the Prime Minister of
this country comes forward and declares
that he has not the power to obviate
this evil, yet it is not too much to
assert that the man placed m that igh
and responsible situation should step
forward to stay the progress of such
unjust and partial legislation

1 have only yet touched the skirts of
the question. I would remind the
House that 1t will not be a laughing
question befoie it is settled. I would
ask the nght hon. Baronet whether,
whilst fixing the scale of piices for
wheat, he intends to introduce to the
House a shding scale for wages as well?
I know only one class of the community
whose wages aie secured by the sliding
scale, and those are the clergy of this
countiy. I would ask what 15 to be
done with the artisan; I know that I
shall be told that a resolution has been
passed declaring that the scale of wages
cannot be kept up. I am well acquamted
with the answer which the poor dis-
tressed hand-loom weaveis got when
they addressed the House and claimed
its protection. They were told that the
House had been studying political
economy, and that the weavers had en-
tirely mistaken their position, and that
their wages could not be maintained up
to a certain price. That was the answer
which those poor men received. Why,
I will ask, should a law be passed to
keep up the price of wheat, whilst you
admit that wages cannot be also sus-
tamned at a ceitain price? It 1s not
complicated statistics, leained references
to authonties, or figures mcely dove-
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tailed, that will satisfy the starving
people of this country, and convince
them that a band of dishonest confeder-
ates had not been leagued together for
the purpose of upholding the interests
of one body against the general good of
the country.

We have been told that the land of
this country is subjected to peculiarly
heavy burdens? But what s the nature of
thnse burdens ? A facetious gentleman
near me has attempted an explanation
of this matter, and has declared that
‘the heavy burdens’ meant only heavy
mortgages. The country has a right to
expect that the right hon. Baronet will
mform the House what those burdens
are to which the landed interest 1s ex-
posed. When questioned on this point,
the right hon. Baronet states that there
exist a variety of opmions on the sub-
ject ; and that is the only explanation
that can be obtained. I boldly declare
that for every one burden imposed on
the land I am able to show ten exemp-
tions.

I will refer to the speech of the hon.
Member for Renfrewshire (Mr. Stewart).
He complamed of the delay which had
occurred 1n obtaining a return moved
for some time back with reference to the
land-tax to which the land abroad was
subjected. T should like to know why
our Consuls abroad have not made some
official retwin on the subject. They
surely might have forwarded the Govern-
ment the desired information. Being
without any official intelligence on this
point, 1t will not be mn my power to give
the House any explicit mformation on
the subject. With reference to the
land-tax in France, it has been stated
by M. Humann, mn the Chamber of
Deputies, that the land-tax paid in
France was 25 per cent. upon the value
of the soil, and equal to 40 per cent.
of the whole revenue of the country.
In this country the land-tax amounts
to 1,900,000/, and the value of the
landed property, as stated by one of
your own men, Mr. Macqueen, was
about 230,000,000/, This tax is but a
mere fraction compared to the duty
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levied in this country on the poor man’s
tobacco. I think that if the right hon.
Baronet does not soon propound s
views on this subject to the House, he
will be treating them with great dis-
respect.

1 look back to the past debate with
feelings not altogether devoid of satis-
faction. Many mmportant admissions
have been made. I never heard it ad-
mitted, until the nght hon. Baronet
made the admission, that the tax upon
food actually contributes to the revenue
of the proprietors of the land. What
are the peculiar burdens imposed on
land which led to the introduction of
the present tax on corn? I have a
nght to demand an answer on this
pomt. The only plea for levying such
a tax is to benefit one class of society.

It has been admitted by the head of
the Government that this country never
can be entirely independent of the
foreign grower of corn ; that our state
was a kind of supplementary depend-
ence; that in some years we must look
abroad for a supply of food, and that
this is when we want it. I perfectly
agree with the right hon. Baronet, that
corn ought only to be admitted free of
all restrictions when it is ¢wanted.
That is, the particular moment or crisis
when it is desirable to open our ports
for the admission of foreign corn.  But
I would ask the House and the Govern-
ment of the country, who are to decide
when the corn is wanted? Is it those
who need food and are starving, or
those who fare sumptuously every day
and roll in all the luxuries of life? What
right has the right hon. Baronet to at-
termpt to gauge the appetite of the peo-
ple? It is an inordinate assumption of
power to do so. Such a thing cannot
be tolerated under the most monstrous
system of despotism which the imagina-
tion of man has ever conceived. Do we
sit here for the purpose of deciding
when the people of this country want
food? What do the Members of this
House know of want? It is not for
them to say when the starving people
of this country ought to have food doled
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out to them. The people are the best
judges upon that pomnt.

The 1ght hon. Baionet has been
guilty of having made contradictory
statements with reference to the con-
dition of the hand-loom weavers. What
is the state of the poor in Ireland? I
refer to the work of Mr. Inglis. That
gentleman declared, at the conclusion of
his publication, that one-thud of the
people of Iieland are perishing for want
of the common necessaries of hife,

I have heard other admissions during
the debate, some of a very startling
character, with reference to which I will
make an observation. It has been
affirmed by the 11ght hon. Baronet the
Paymaster of the Forces (Sir E. Knatch-
bull), that a tax upon com 1s necessary
in order to enable thelanded interest to
mamtain their rank m society, I do
not think that the noble Lord (Stanley)
who sits near the night hon. Baronet
the Paymaster of the Forces, is dealing
faurly by the people of England. Itwas
very justly observed some years ago by
the Zimes newspaper, that the Corn-
laws were nothing but an extension of
the Pension List; but it might have
been added that 1t was also an extension
of a system of pauperism to the whole of
the landed aristocracy. If this country
1s to be ground down by an oligarchy,
we had better at once adopt the system
pursued in ancient Venice, wheie the
nobles entered theit names in the Golden
Book, and took the money directly out
of the people’s pockets. It would be
more honest to imitate those nobles
openly, than do so in a covert manner.
But one class will not submit to be
heavily taxed, whilst the other lives in
opulence and splendour.

The right hon. Baronet is not ignor-
ant of the state of the commercial and
manufacturing interests of the country.
He isnot legislating in thedark, T will
tell the nght hon. Baronet, that bad as
trade is now, it will soon be much worse.
The Government must be aware that the
measure proposed for the settlement of
the Corn-law question will not extend
the commerce of the country. The
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HHouse has been told that the measure
must be pushed forward without any
delay, and this 15 the result of a commu-
mication which the right hon. Baronet
has 1ecerved from the corn-dealers.  But
I would ask, why there should not be
coin-merchants as well astea-merchants?
Why should not the coin-merchants be
able to bring back, in exchange for other
commodities, a cargo of coin, as well as
acargo of sugar orof tea? Ifsomething
is not done, we shall see our large capi-
tahsts strugghing agamst bankruptey.
In the last speech which the right hon.
Baronet addressed to the House, he
adopted an apologetic tone of reasoning.
An excuse might be offered for the night
hon, Baronet 1f he had been placed in
his present position by the people, or by
the Queen ; but he has placed himself
in his present situation

With reference to the proposition of
the noble Lord (J. Russell) the Member
for the City of London, I must say that
although it is not good, 1t 1s infinitely
better than the measure submitted to
the House by the hon, Gentleman oppo-
site The right hon. Baronet has been
reconstructing his party ever since the
carrying of the Reform Bill. He must
know that his party is composed of
monopolists in corn, tea, sugar, timber,
coffee, and the franchise. Out of that
band of monopolists the right hon,
Baronet has formed the party which
supported him, and which formed his
Government. They bribed, they in-
timidated, until they got possession of
office.

I will say a word to the noble Lord
and his right hon. associates on this
(the Opposition) side of the House, who,
whilst advocating generally Free-trade
prmciples, have manifested a squeamish-
ness 1n supporting the motion for a total
and immediate repeal of the Corn-laws.
With all deference to them, that shows
too great sympathy with the few, and
too httle with the many who are suffer-
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mg. I would ask them, if they had had
the power of rescinding the Coin-law
Bill by their votes in 1815, would they
then have talked of compensation, or of
a nine or ten years’ dimimishing duty?
No, they would not. Why then, I
would ask, do they now think that
twenty-seven years’ unjust emjoyment
entitles them to an incieased benefit in
the shape of compensation? I have
frequently known the difficulty met be-
fore. I give hon. Gentlemen and noble
Lords on my side of the House full
credit for sincerity, but, for therr bene-
fit, I will state the answer I once heard
given to the difficulty on the hustings,
an answer which was most satisfactory
to my mind. On the hustings, there
was a great difficulty amongst Wlnggish
gentlemen. They were arguing on the
danger and hardship which might follow
the immediate repeal of the Corn-law,
when a poor man in a fustian jacket
said, ¢ Why, mon, they put i on all of
a ruck.l’ I may explan, for the benefit
of those unacquaimnted with the Lanca-
shire dialect, that the meaning was, all
at once; and so the Corn-laws were.
They were put on mn 1815 at once, and
against the 1emonstrances of the people.
Let them, then, abolish the law with as
little ceremony.

I will not further detamn the House.
The question resolves itsell into a very
narrow compass. If you find that there
are exclusive burdens on the land, do
not put a tax upon the bread of the
people, but remove the burdens. Ifyou
are not prepared to ameliorate the con-
dition of the people, beware of your own
position—nay, you must take care that
even this House may not fall under the
heap of obloquy which the injustice
you are perpetuating will thrust upon
you.

I *Ruck,” in the Lancashire dialect,
means ‘heap’; they put 1t on all n a
heap, or all at once.
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III.
DISTRESS OF TIIE COUNTRY.

HOUSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 17, 1343.

{The Queen’s Speech, read Feb. 2, 1843, ‘regretted the dimimshed receipt fiom some
of the ordinary somices of 1evenue, and feared that 1t must be in part attubuted to
the reduced consumption of many articles, caused by the depression of the manufac-
turing mdustry of the country which has so long prevailed.” On this statement Lord
Howick moved, on Feb. 13, that the House be resolved into a Committee of the whole
House, to consider this part of the Speech. Lord Howick's motion was rejected by
115 votes (306 to 191). The peculiarity of the debate, however, was, that Sir Robert
Peel imagined that Mr. Cobden had charged him with being personally responsible
for the distress of the country. Sir Robert Peel had been greatly affected by the
murder of his private secretary 1n the preceding month (Jan 24), who was shot by
one Macnaghten. It was believed that the secretaiy was shot by mistake for the
Mmster. Mr. Cobden disclaimed using the term * individually or personally responsi-
ble’ 1in any other sense than that of Ministenal responsibility It should be added
that the allusion to *an eminent and learned Lord,” is to Lord Brougham, who insimu-
ated that the atterapt of Macnaghten was shimulated by the language of the League
His words were ‘ that mimsteis of religion did not scruple to utter words—calculated
to produce fatal effects (he would not say had produced them), but calculated to pro-
duce the taking away of mnocent life.”]

had the Gentlenien on the other side ot
the House put 1n their proper position

‘WE have heard much objection made
to the form of this motion, We have

heard it charged as being a party motion,
Now, Sir, I can, at all events, say it 1s
not a party motion as far as I am con-
cerned. I was absent from town when
1t was put on the books. I am no party
man in this matter in any degree ; and
if T have any objection to the motion it
15 this, that whereas 1t is a motion to
inquire into the manufacturing distress
of the country, it should have been a
mofion to inquire into manufacturing
and agricultural distress. If the motion
had been so framed, we should not have
had the words ‘manufactures’ and
‘agriculture’ bandied between the two
sules of the House, but we should have

as defendants, to justify the operation of
the law as 1t affects their own 1mmediate
interests.

I ask you, are the agricultural dis-
tricts of the country in such a state now,
that you are entitled to say that this
law—for this has been made a Corn-law
debate—that this law, which injures the
manufacturers, has benefited the agii-
culturists? There is the hon. Member
for Dorsetshire (Mr. Bankes), one of
the most clamorous assailants of the
Anti-Corn-law League, he will probably
speak on this question—there 15 plenty
of time, the debate may be adjolined,
if necessary—and when he speaks he
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can answer me, and correct me if T am
wrong. Take the distiict of Dorsetshire
which the hon. Gentleman represents.
Take his own property. I ask him, are
the labourers on his estates receiving
more than the miserable pittance of &s.a
week at this moment? I ask him to
contradict me, if he can, when I state
that the labourers in his neighbourheod
are the worst paid, the worst clad, and
the most illiterate portion of the popu-
lation of this country. I tell hum that
the peasantry on his own estates, earning
these 8s. a week, if their families average
the usual number of five, that then the
head of each of these families 1s sustained
at less cost than the cost of the main-
tenance of each person m the county
gaol of Dorsetshire, and I ask you—you
with your peasantry at your own doors,
hiving worse than paupers and felons—
I ask you, are you entitled to assert, and
will you maintain, that the present state
of things is for the benefit of the agri-
culturists? I put you on your defence
—1I call on you to prove the benefit
which this law confers on the agricul-
tarists. Mind, T do not call you agricul-
tunists, The landlords are not agricul-
turists ; that is an abuse of terms which
has been too long tolerated. The agri-
culturists are they who cultivate the
land, who work at it erther with their
hands or their heads, and employ ther
capital on 1t ; you are the owners of the
land, who may be living at London or
Pans - to call yourselves agriculturists
1s just as absurd as if shipowners were
to call themselves sailors. I deal with
the agriculturists, and not with the
landowners—not with the rent-owners ;
and 1 tell you that you cannot show me
that the labouring classes on farms are
as well off as the much-deplored manu-
facturing population,

I myself employ 2 number of men ;
my eoncern is in the country, like your
own. I have a number of labourers like
yours ; unskilled labourers, as unskilled
as your own. I employ them in wash-
ing, cleansing, wheeling, and preparing
materials, and T pay them 125 a week ;
but T have no protection. Take Devon-
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shire, Sussex, Wiltshire, Oxfordshire,
and other agricultural counties, which
send up ther squires to this House to
support this odious system, and any of
these counties will show you a larger
ratio of paupers than the manufacturing
districts, Take Dorset ; there has just
been laid on the table of the House a
Return of the population and revenue,
and here we find, that in the year 1840,
the very year in which we were blessed
with wheat at 66s. a quarter, one out of
every seven of the population in Dorset-
shire was a pauper. And if we go to
Sussex and the rest of the counties
which send representatives to support
this system for the benefit of the agricul-
tuists, there we shall invariably find
the largest amount of pauperism,

I will turn to the farmers. The hon.
Gentleman, and other hon. Gentlemen,
are pleased to designate me as the arch-
enemy of the farmers. Sir, I have as
good a nght as any hon. Gentleman in
this House to identify myself with the
order of farmers. I am a farmer’s son.
The hon. Member for Sussex has been
speaking to you as the farmers’ friend ;
I am the son of a Sussex farmer; my
ancestors were all yeomen of the class
who have been suffering under this sys-
tem ; my family suffered under it, and I
have therefore as good or a better right
than any of you to stand up as the farm-
er’s friend, and to represent his wrongs
in this House. Now, I ask you, what
benefits have the farmers had from this
protection of which you speak so much?
I put you on your defence, and I again
call on you to show how the farmers can
possibly derive higher profits from your
law to enhance the price of the produce
of the soul of this land? You must an-
swer this question ; this has not been
shown yet at any of your agricultural
meetings, where you tell the farmers that
you must sink or swim together, and
that you both row in the same boat,
But the time 15 coming, and on the next
quarter-day you will be called upon to
show the farmer—upon whom some
httle enlightenment is now creeping—to
show how he hitherto has gained, or can



1843.

gain, any benefit from this legislation.
You will have to answer this question
from the intelligent faimer :—

*1f there be more farmers than farms,
then will not the competition amongst us
for your farms rase the rent of land ? and
will there not be a proportionate value of
the produce to whatever value you may
give 1t in your Acts of Parliament?’

The same intelligent farmer may tell
you i—

“ I there were more farms than farmers,
and 1f you raised the value of your pro-
duce, you would be biddmg against each
other for farmers, and then I could under-
stand how the farmers could get some
benefit in the shape of extra profit, for you
would be compelled to pay them better for
cultivating your farms.’

Now all this has been made as clear as
noon-day.

The hon. Member for Dorsetshire has
maligned the Anti-Corn-law Ieague, as
anassociation fordissseminating, not use-
ful, but disagieeable knowledge. Every
farmer in Dorsetshire has had a packet;
every county voter of Dorsetshire has
received a packet, containing about a
dozen Iittle tracts, This has not been
left to casual distribution ; 1t has not
even been entrusted to the Post-office ;
but special agents have gone from doot
to door, chmbing the mountains and
penetrating the valleys. There is not a
freeholder in the country who does not
know as much about the matter as we
ourselves. Do you think we shall hear
next year, at the agricultural meeting at
Blandford, the hon. Member for Dorset-
shire telling his hearers that ¢ the Corn-
law 1s the sun of our social system; that
1t gilds the spire of the church, the dome
of the palace, and the thatch of the cot-
tage’? There will be some black sheep,
who will shout out, ‘and the chimney
of the landlord." We have had during
this debate a great deal of criminating
language cast at this body. Far be it
from me to enter into such extraneous
matter as the objects and proceedings of
that body. I shall not think 1t neces-
sary to answer the very amusing gossip
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n a stage coach which has been 1elated
to us. But attacks have been made
upon this body at other times. The
right hon, Baronet (Sir R, Peel) made a
dark msmuation against it at the close
of last session, when there was no one
to answer 1t ; and we have had the cry
raised smce, ‘that the Anti-Corn-law
League is an mcendiary and revolution-
ary body.” We took no pains to refute
that charge. How have the public
treated your accusations? The shrewd
and sagacious people of England and
Scotland have given bail for the moral-
ity and good conduct of the maligned
body to the amount of 50,000/, ; and let
the same slander go forth another year,
and I am sure that the people will then
enter into recogmizances for the same
body to the extent of 100,000. No, it
is not necessary that I should enter into
the defence of such a body.

There has been an attempt, an alleged
attempt, made to identify the members
of this body with a most odious—a most
horrible—I might say, a most mamacal
transaction which has lately occurred.
An attempt has been made in another
place—reported to have been made—to
suggest that the proceedings of the
League were to be connected with that
homible transaction. I do not—I can-
not—believe that this report is a cor-
rect one; I cannot believe that either
the language or the spirit of the remarks
attributed to an eminent and a learned
Lord {Brougham) are founded on any-
thing that really took place. If they
were uttered, I can only attribute them
to the ebullition of an ill-regulated in-
tellect, not to a malicious spirit. This
trick of charging the consequence of in-
justice upon the victims of injustice is as
old as mjustice itself. 'Who does not
remember that, when this infamous law
was enacted m 1815, Mr. Baring, now
Lord Ashbuiton, was charged, in this
House, by one of the Mimsters of the
day, with having caused all the riots,
murders, and bloodshed which ensued
in the metropohs, merely because he
had been one of the most pertinacious
opponents of the law, denounced it
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the House as a mere scheme to raise
rents at the expense of the commercial
classes, and the welfare of the commu-
nity. Sir, if there be anything which can
add to the gratification I feel at having
taken an active part in this body, it 1s
the high character of those with whom
I have been associated. Yes, tested by
their utility, tested by their public char-
acter and private worth, they might
justly be compared to the Members of
this House, or of another more illustrious
assembly. But enough of this subject.
I will now turn my attention to the
question before the House. Last ses-
sion the Anti-Corn-law party put the
question, What was to be done for the
country? That is the question I now
put. I say to the Government—I say
to the right hon. Gentleman opposite—
‘What do you now think of the condition
of our trade, and the condition of the
country? I gather from what has fallen
from hon. Members on the other side,
that this motion is to be resisted. The
motion is to be resisted ; but what are
the reasons for resisting1t? How is the
question met by the Government? Itis
alleged that there is a great discrepancy
of opiion on this side of the House. 1
admt it. There is such a discrepancy
between some Gentlemen on this side
and myeelf, between the noble Lord
{Worsley), the Member for North Lin-
colnshire, and myself; there 1s as great
a difference of opinion as between me
and the Gentlemen on the other side.
The party on our side is as the hon.
Gentleman opposite described it—it is
broken into atoms, and may never be
1eunited. But does that diminish the
responsibility of the Government, which
is strong in proportion as the Opposition
15 weak ?  Are we never to escape from
this mode of evading responsibility—
this bandying of accusations about
Whigs, Tories, and Radicals, and their
differences of opmion? Is that cry
always to be repeated and relied on?
How Jong, I ask, is this course to be
continued > How long is the argument
to be used? If it be conttnued, what
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There always have been differences of
opinion on both sides of the House, but
that can be no excuse for the right hon.
Baronet at the head of the Government,
who took the reins of power into his
hands on the avowed responsibility of
bringing forward measures to meet the
exigencles of the moment. But there is
not one measure of importance adopted
by the Government which has not been
taken out of the school of the Free-
traders, The colleagues of the nght
hon. Baronet who have spoken on this
occasion have introduced the Corn-laws
into this debate, and have discussed that
subject 1n connection with the present
distress. But what says the rrght hon.
Member the Vice-President of the
Board of Trade (Mr. Gladstone)? Why,
he says that there are not two opinions
on the subject of free-trade. What says
the right hon. Baronet (Sir R. Peel) at
the head of the Government? Why, he
says that on this point we are all agreed.
And the right hon. Baronet the Secre-
tary of the Home Department (Sir J.
Graham) says that the principles of free-
trade are the principles of common
sense, And last mght, to my amaze-
ment, the Chancellor of the Exchequer
(Mr. Goulburn) said, there are not two
opintons on the subject, and there never
was any dispute about it. The noble
Lord the Member for North Lancashire
(Stanley), who has not yet spoken, will,
1 believe, justify by his vote the same
principles.  Again, the right hon. Gen-
tleman the Paymaster of the Forces (Sir
E. Knatchbull) must adopt the same
course. That right hon. Gentleman,
and that noble Lord, may not have
avowed free-trade principles ; but they
must, as men of morahty, carry those
principles into effect, for both of them
have averred that the Corn-laws raise
rent. The right hon. Gentleman the
» Paymaster of the Forces has expressly
declared in this House that the Com-
laws were passed to maintain country
gentlemen in their station in the coun-
try. The noble Lord the Member for

Noith Lancashire has said that the

defence will it be for the Government? | Coin-laws raise the price of food, and
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that they do not raise wages; the noble
Lord, therefore, says that the landed
gentlemen increase themr 1ents at the ex-
pense of the profits of the mddle classes,
They must carry their principle into their
conduct. Now, taking the four Mem-
bers of the Cabmnet who have avowed
free-trade principles, and assuming that
the two others by thewr addresses must
be favourable to them, I ask, why do
they not carry thewr principles into
effect? How am I met? The nght
hon. Gentleman the Vice-President of
the Board of Trade admus the justice of
the principles of Free Trade He says
that he does not want monopoly ; but
then he applies these just principles only
m the abstract Now, I do not want
abstractions. Every moment that we
pass here, which 1s not devoted to pro-
viding for the welfare of the community,
s lost tume. I tell the hon. Member
that I am a practical man. I am not
an abstract Member, and I ask what we
have here to do with abstractions? The
right hon. Gentleman 1s a free-trader
only 1n the abstract. We have nothing,
I repeat, to do with abstractions here.
The right hon. Gentleman used another
plea. He said that the system has been
continued for centuries, and cannot now
be abandoned. If the Attorney-Gen-
eral be i the House (and I hope he 1s),
what would he say to such a plea 1n an
action of trover? Would he admit the
plea? Would he say, ‘I know that you
have right and justice on your side in
the abstract, but then the unjust posses-
sion has been for so long a time con-
tinued that it cannot be at once aban-
doned?’ What would be the verdict
insuch a case? The verdict would not
be an abstract verdict, but one of resti-
tution, of total and immediate restitu-
tion. ‘The right hon. Gentleman has
made the adnussion that these principles
must be carried out, and he says that
the Com-laws are temporary. I ask
why the Corn-laws are temporary?
Just laws are not temporary. 1t is the
essence of just laws to be eternal. You
have laws on your statate-book against
murder and robbery, and no man says
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they should not be continued. Why,
then, are the Corn-laws to be tempor-
ary? Because the Corn-laws aie unjust;
because they are nerther right nor expe-
dient. They weie passed to give a
benefit to the country gentlemen, and
raise them n society at the expense of
the rest of the community.

The hon. Member for Bridport (Mr.
Baillie-Cochuane} made last night a
declaration agamnst the Anti-Corn-law
League, but he pronounced it with
such gentle accents, he put so much
sweetness into his denunciation, that he
deprived it of 1its effect. That hon
Member is a young man, and perhapsis
not aware of the force of what he said.
But that hon, Gentleman, too, made an
admusston which will not sustamn your
system. The hon Member saud, thatif
the Coin-laws were repealed, the ans-
tocracy would be forced to reduce their
1ents, and could not live as an aristo-
cracy. The Gentlemen who make those
admissions are the real incendiaries, the
real revolutionists, and the real de-
stroyers of the arstocracy, I must
put the honest part of the aristocracy
on thewr guard against them, and must
tell them not to allow themselves to
be mcluded with those who fear de-
stiuction from the repeal of the Corn-
laws. They must know that an aris-
tocracy cannot maintain its station on
wealth moistened with the orphans’
and the widows’ tears, and taken from
the crust of the peasant. The question
has been brought before the country,
and the decision must be adverseto them,
The people are well aware of theu con-
duct. They may talk about an ncrease
of one or two mills, or of the increase of
jomt-stock banks, but I call attention to
the condition of the country, and I ask
you 1if 1t is not worse now than it was
six months ago? It has been going on
from bad to worse. And what 1s the
remedy you propose? what are the pro-
ceedings by which you propose to give
relief to the country? Is it an abstrac-
tion? You cannot say that we are at
the close of the session, or that you are
overloaded with public and private busi-
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ness. Never before were there so few
measures of importance under the con-
sideration of Parliament at such a period.
Have you devised some plan, then, of
giving relief to the country? If you
have not, I tell you emphatically that
yout are violating your duty to your
country ; you are neglecting your duty
to your Sovereign if you continue to
hold office one moment after you can
find no remedy for the national distress.
The nght hon. Gentleman, however,
proposes nothing.  The measures which
he has brought forward since he has
held office have not remedied the dis-
tress of the country. It may be said of
me, that I am a prophet who fulfils his
own prophecy ; but I tell you your p1o-
ceedings will lead fiom bad to worse ;
that more confusion will come ; there
are germs of it sown in the north of
England. Yes, not in the cotton dis-
trict, The danger which menaces you
will come from the agricultural distuicts,
for the next time there is any outbreak,
the destitute hands of the agricultural
districts will be added to the destitute
hands of the manufacturing distiicts,
Does the night hon. Gentleman, who
must know the state of the country,
doubt whether this be the fact? I ie-
ceive correspondence from every part of
the country—but what 1s my correspond-
ence to his®—and he must know that
what I say 1s the fact. Itis time, then,
to give up bandying the terms ¢ Whig’
and ‘ Tory’ about from one side of the
House to the other, and to engage 1n
a serious inguiry into the present con-
dition of the country. The right hon.
Baronet cannot conceal from himself
what is that condition: capital is melting
away, pauperism is increasing, trade and
manufactures are not reviving. What
worse description can be given of our
condition ? and what can be expected,
if such a state of things continues, but
the disruption and dissolution of the
State? When the agitation was begun
for the repeal of the Corn-laws, four
years ago, the nght hon, Baronet met
our complaints by entering into many
details, showing that our commeice was

FLEB 17,

increasing, that the savings’ banks were
prospening, that the revenue was im-
proving, and that consumption was aug-
menting. When a deputation of manu-
facturers waited upon him to 1epresent
the hopeless state of trade, he refused to
listen to their representations, or he met
them with details of an extraordinary
increase i the consumption of the
people and m the revenue, and with
many official statements full of hope. I
ask the right hon. Baronet, can he take
the same ground now ? Can he tell the
country and his Sovereign when this
state of things 1s likely to terminate ; or
what other remedy has he for this than
that we propose ? Can he find a better ?

If you (Sir Robert Peel) try any other
remedy than ours, what chance have you
for mitigating the condition of the coun-
try? Youtook the Corn-laws into your
own hands after a fashion of your own,
and amended them according to your
own views. You said that you were un-
wnfluenced in what you did by any pres-
sure from without on your judgment.
You acted on your own judgment, and
would follow no other, and you are re-
sponsible for the consequences of your
act. You said that your object was to
find more employment for the increasing
population. Who so Likely, however,
to tell you what markets could be ex-
tended as those who are engaged in
carrying on the trade and manufactures
of the country ? I will not say that the
mercantile and manufacturing body, as
a whole, agree with me in my views of
the Corn-laws ; but the right hon. Ba-
ronet must know that all parties in the
manufacturing and commercial districts
disapprove of his laws. I do not speak
of the League—I speak of the great body
of commercial men ; and I ask, where
will you find on any exchange in Eng-
land, Scotland, or Ireland, where ¢ mer-
chants do congregate,” and manufactur-
ers meet, twelve men favourable to the
Corn-law which you forced on the com-
munity, in obedience to your own judg-
ment, and contrary to ours? You
passed the law, you refused to listen to
the manufacturers, and I throw on you
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all the responsibility of your own mea-
sure. The law has not given the pro-
mised extension to our trade: it has
ruined the Corn-law speculators. (A
langh.) You may laugh ; but is it a
tramph to ruin the corn-dealers, or
cause a Joss of 2,000,000/ of money?
When you have rumned the corn specu-
lators, who will supply you with foreign
wheat? The Corn-law is in sach a
state that no regular merchant will en-
gage in the corn trade. Ask any mer-
chant, and you will find that no man,
let his trade be what it will, sends abroad
ordess for corn as he sends abroad or-
ders for sugar and coffee. No merchant
dares to engage m the corn trade. I
was offered, or rather the Anti-Corn-law
League was offered, a contribution of
wheat from one of the Western States
of America, on condition that we should
pay the expense of transport down the
Mississippt.  On calculating the cost of
transport, we found 1t would not pay
the expense of carriage. On taking the
20s. daty mnto consideration and the ex-
pense of carmage, we found that when
1t was sold here there would not be one
farthing for the League! When such
1s the case, how can such merchants as
the Barings, or the Browns of Laver-
pool, send out oiders for corn, when
there 15 no certamnty whether they shall
have to pay 205 duty, or any less
sum, when 1t arrives? Such a law
defies calculation, and puts an end to
trade,

Take, again, the article sugar, The
vight hon Gentleman by his tanff re-
duced the duties on 700 articles, and
he carefully omitted those two articles
which are supplied by North and South
America, the only two countries the
trade of which can iesuscitate our pre-
sent declining manufactures. VYes, the
right hon. Baronet altered the duties on
700 aticles. He took the duty off
caviare and cassava powder, but he left
coin and sugar oppressed with heavy
monopoly duties, The right hon. Baron-
et 1educed the charges on drugs, which
was not unimportant, but he excluded
those two vital commodities which the
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merchants of the country know can
alone supply any extension to our trade.
I will not say that this was done with a
design of injuring our trade, but 1t was
done. The nght hon. Baronet acted on
his own judgment, and he retained the
duty on the two articles on which a re-
duction of duty was desired, and he re-
duced the duties on those on which there
was not a possibility of the change being
of much service to the country. It was
folly or ignorance. (Oh! oh!) Ves,
it was folly or ignorance to amend our
system of duties, and leave out of con-
sideration sugar and corn. The reduc-
tion of the duties on drugs and such
things was a proper task for some
under-Secretary of State, dealing with
the sweepings of office ; but 1t was un-
worthy of any Mmister, and was devoid
of any plan. It was one of the least
useful changes that ever was proposed
by any Goveinment. There is also the
case of timber. [ admit that the reduc-
tion of the duty on timber is a good
thing ; but you reduced the duty when
there a1e 10,000 houses standing empty
within a radius of twenty miles of Man-
chester, and when there are crowds of
ships rotting m our ports. At the same
time, you denied our merchants the
means of traffic, by refusing to reduce
the duties on the two most bulky articles
which our ships carry. You reduced
your timber duties when there weie no
factories to build, and when there was
no employment for ships. That is the
scheme of the right hon. Baronet—the
only plan which he has to propose for
the benefit of the country. Can he not
try some other plan? Does he repudi-
diate that which has been suggested by
the hon Member for Whitehaven (Mr.
Attwood)? and will he have nothing to
do with altermg the currency, to which
he 1s mvited by the hon, Member for
Brmmgham (Mr. Muntz) ? The hon.
Member for Shrewsbury (Mr. Disraeli),
too, and the organs of his party in the
piess, have plans, but he will adopt none
of them. It 1s his duty, he says, to
judge independently, and act without
1eference to any presswe ; and 1 must
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tell the right hon. Baronet that 1t 1s the
duty of every honest and independent
Member to hold him individually re-
sponsible for the present position of the
country.

I am not a party man. Hon. Mem-
bers know that I am not. But this I
will tell the right hon. Baronet, that let
who will be m office, whether Wings or
Tones, I will not sit in the House a day
longer than I can, m what I believe to
be the interest of my constituents, not
vote for or against Whigs or Tores, as
I may think right. I tell the right hon.
Gentleman that I, for one, care nothing
for Whigs or Tories I have said that
I never will help to bring back the
Whigs ; but I tell um that the whole
responsibility of the lamentable and dan-
geious state of the country rests with
lum, It ill becomes hum to throw that
responsibility on any one at this side.
I say theie never has been violence, tu-
mult, or confusion, except at periods
when there has been an excessive want
of employment, and a scarcity of the
necessailes of life. The nght hon. Baron-
et has the power in his hands to do as
he pleases If he will not, he has the
privilege, which he told the noble Lord
(Palmeiston), the late Secretary for
Foreign Affans, he had, namely, that of
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resigning the office which gives lum the
power. I say that this is s duty. It
is his duty to resign office the moment
he finds he has not power to carry out
to the fullest extent those measures
which he believes to be for the benefit
of the country. But whether he does so
or not, I have faith in the electoral body
—1 have faith in the middle classes,
backed by the more mtelligent of the
working classes, and led by the more
honest section of the aristocracy—I have
faith 1n the great body of the community
that they will force the Goveinment,
whether of the right hon. Gentleman o1
of any other party, to the practical adop-
tion of those principles which are now
generally believed to be essential to the
welfare of this country. The right hon.
Gentleman has admitted the justice, the
policy, and expediency of our principles.
He has admitted, then, that they must
m the end be tiiumphant, I repeat, I
trust m the middle classes, in the elec-
toral body, 1 the better portion of the
working classes, and in the honester
part of the amstocracy, to force the
nght hon. Baionet, or hus successors, to
put mn practice those principles, the jus-
tice, policy, and reasonableness of which
he has umselfl admtted.
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[Spoken during the debate on Mr. Villiers' annual motion.

After the discussion had

been carried on for five mights, the motion was negatived by a majonty of 256 votes

(381 to 125).]

I THINK we may fairly consider the
speech of the hon. Member for Birming-
ham (Mr. Muntz) as an episode in this
debate. 1 was going to remark, that
by hon Gentlemen opposite, and by
many upon this side of the House, al-
though we have had five nights’ debate,
the question proposed by the hon. Mem-
ber for Wolverhampton (Mi. Villiers)
has been scarcely touched * that1s, How
far you are justified in maintaining a
law which restricts the supply of food
to be obtained by the people of this
country.

In supporting the present Corn-law,
you support a law which inflicts scarcity
on the people. You do that, or you do
nothmg. You cannot operate in any way
by this law, but by mflicting scarcity
on the people. Entertan that proposi-
tion In fact, you cannot escape it.
And if 1t is true, how many of you will
dare to vote for the continuance of the
present law? You cannot enhance the
price of corn, or of any other article,
but by restiicting the suppty. Are you
justified in doing this, for the purpose of
raising your prices?

Without attributing motives to hon.
Gentlemen opposite, I tell them (and
they may rely upon it as bemg true)

that they are in a false position wher
they have to deprecate the imputation
of motives We never hear of a just
judge on the Bench fearmg the imputa-
tion of motives, But I will not impute
motives, although they have been im-
puted by hon. and right hon Gentlemen
opposite, Dowries, settlements, mort-
gages, have all been avowed as motives
from the benches opposite: but I will
take things as I find them. Upon what
ground do you 1aise the price of corn?
For the benefit of the agricultural
interest. You have not, in the whole
course of the debate, touched upon the
farmers’ or agricultural labourers’ interest
m this question. No ; hon. Gentlemen
opposite, who represent counties, instead
of taking up the old theme, and showing
the benefit of this law to farmers and to
farmers’ labourers, have been smitten
with a new light They have taken the
statistics of commerce and the cotton
trade to argue from. Will the hon.
Member for Shoreham, who took the
statistics which the night hon Barouet
(Sir R. Peel) four years ago cast aside,
tell the House how it 15 you do not take
the agricultural view of the question,
and show the farmers’ interest in it?
There 1s something ommous m your
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course. Shall I tell you the reason?
Because the present condition of the
farmeis and labourers of this country
is the severest condemnation of the
Corn-laws that can possibly be uttered.
Dunng the whole operation of this
law, or during that time when prices
were highest under this law, the con-
dition of the agricultural labourers was
at the worst  An hon. Gentleman op-
posite says ‘No.” Has he looked at the
state of pauperism of this country
the last Return which was laid before
the House? Theie he will find that up
to Lady-day, 1840, the proportion of
paupes 1n the different counties in this
country, showed that the ten which
stood highest in the hist were ten of the
purely agricultural counties, and that
after your law had for three years main-
tammed corn at 67s. per quarter, If any-
thing could have benefited the labourer,
it should have been three years of high
prices, and after trade had suffered the
greatest depression in consequence of
yom law. If the agncultural labourer
had not prospered up to the year 1840,
what has been is condition since? The
returns of pauperism show an increase
m the number of the poor; and what
is the present condition of the labourer
in the agricultural districts? Is not
crime increasing in the same proportion
as pauperism has incieased? I heaid
1t stated that the actual returns of your
petty sessions and your assizes furnish
no criterion as to the state of demoral-
isation 1n your districts; nay, I head
that such was the extent of petty pilfer-
ing and crime, that you were obliged to
wink at 1t, or you would not be able to
carry out the business of your criminal
courts, I hear that both in Somerset-
shire and m Wiltshire. Hon Gentle-
men may cry ‘ No, no,” but there 1s an
intelligent audience outside which knows
that I am stating the truth. And what
are the crimes these poor people are
brought up for? Why, one old woman
for stealing sticks of the value of 1%4d.
was sentenced to a fine of 155. Another
case was a chaige for stealing turnip-
tops; and at Cluchester an individual
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has been convicted of stealing mould
from the Duke of Richmond. Such is
the state of poverty and distress, that
they are glad to steal the very earth.
Again, what was the fact urged by the
hon. Member for Dorsetshire (Mr.
Bankes), 1n extenuation of the condition
of his labouring poor, but this: that he
allowed them to gather up the sticks
that were blown from the trees in his
park? It was biought forward as a
proof of the hon. Member’s benevolence,
that he allowed his labourers to gather
the crows’ nests which were blown from
the trees. And what does all this aigue?
Why, it argues that which you cannot
demy, namely, that the agricultural
peasantry of this country are 1n a state
of the deepest suffering at this moment,
and that, if there has been any benefit
from the Corn-laws, they, at least, have
not derived one particle of a share of it.

I now come to the farmer ; and I ask
how it 1s that you, who support this
law, have not adduced the case of the
farmer? Are there no farmer’s friends
present who will state his condition ?
You know that his capital 1s wasting
away—that he cannot employ his Iabour-
ers—and why? Because that money
which should go to pay them 1s absorbed
m your rents, Hon. Gentlemen oppo-
site cry ¢ No, no;’ but the farmers of
this country will corroborate me, and
that you well know. Does the hon. and
gallant Member for Sussex (Col. Wynd-
ham) say ‘No’? If so, I leave the
farmers of Sussex to say whether I am
uttering the truth or not. The hon.
and gallant Member tells me to go to
Sussex. I mean to do so, and perhaps
the hon. and gallant Member will meect
me there. Now, I want to ask what
benefit the farmer ever derived from the
Corn-laws? I have asked the question
of hundreds, nay, thousands of farmers ;
and, as I am now in the presence of
landlords, T ask it of you. I ask you
to go back to the Corn-law of 18:135.
‘What was the object of the Comn-law of
18152 Why, to keep up the price of
wheat at 8os. per quarter. Did it ever
produce that effect? No; for in 1822,
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seven years afterwards, wheat was sold
as low as 42s. ; and yet your agents and
valuers valued to your tenants upon the
calculation that they would get 8os. per
quarter for their wheat. You cannot
deny that. And what was the conse-
quence? Why, in 1822, the farmers
were ruined by hundreds and thousands.
One newspaper in Norwich contaned
120 adveitisements of the sale of stock
mn one day. The farmers then came to
ask you for another law. You appomted
Commuttees, you went through the farce
of mquinng mto agnicultural distress,
and you passed another law, that of the
year 1828, giving the shding-scale pro-
tection, to secure them 64s. per quarter
for their wheat; and then, again, the
red-tape men went about to value your
farms, on the calculation that the price
obtained would be 645. Another seven
years elapsed, and then wheat was sell-

ing at 365. Then came general distress,

agam, and an application for a fresh
Committee, You gave them another
Act; and I now come to the Act passed
m 1842 by the right hon. Baronet at the
head of the Government ; and now the
farmers are again distressed, and blame
the right hon Baronet for decerving
them., They do blame, and they are
justified 1 blaming, the right hon.
Baronet, and I will tell you why. The
nght hon. Baronet, i the speech in
which he proposed that law, said that
he intended 1t to give to the farmer, as
far as legislation could give 1t, 56s. per
quaiter for his corn. Now, the right
hon, Baronet will remember that I called
his attention at the tume to that point.
I saw the importance of 1t then, and I
see it now, and I wish the House to see
clearly how the matter stands. The
right hon. Baronet said, that on taking
a comprehensive view of the cost of
production and the then state of the
country, he thought, if he could secure
the farmer a price not rising higher
than 58s., nor going lower than 54s.,
that these were about the prices the
farmer ought to obtain. It 1s true that
afterwards, in the course of the same
speech, the right hon. Baronet said
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that no legislation could secure that
price.

Now I do not chaige the right hon.
Baronet with intending to deceive the
farmers ; 1 do not attribute motives to
the right hon. Baronet ; but this I do
say, that in dealing with plain and simple
men—men accustomed to straightfor-
ward and intelligible language, this was
certamn, however intended, to mislead
the farmers in their calculations. But
1t was a most convenient thing for the
landlords to go to the tenant with a
promise to secure him 56s, per quarter
for his wheat, and it was very convenient
for the nght hon, Baronet to say, at the
same time, that though the law purports
to give you 56s. per quarter, still I have
not the power to secure it to you. And
now, what is the price? 45s. or 46s,
mstead of 56s. The right hon, Baronet
distinctly says now he hever intended to
maintain the price, and that he could
not maintain it. Now, then, I ask, what
1s this legislation for? I ask what it
means ?—what it has meant from 1815
downwards ? I will not say what the
motiwves of its promoters have been ; but
the effect has been one continued juggle
played off upon the farmers, in order
to enable the landlords to obtain artifi-
cial rents, These being paid out of the
farmer’s capital, loss falls on him, while
the landlords are enabled to profit by it,
owing to the competition among ten-
ants for farms.

We will not separate this might until
we have a perfect understanding of what
you do purpose to do for the farmer, I
ask the nght hon. Baronet opposite,
when he talks of the prices which the
farmers should obtain, whether he can
prevent wheat from falling as low as
365, P—whether he can ensure it from
falling as low as 30s.?  As the right hon,
Gentleman says nothing, I will assume
that this House cannot secure to the
farmer a price of even 30s. per quarter.
Let this go forth ; let there be, if you
please, no ambiguity on the point—no
more deception ; let the farmer perfectly
understand that his prospenty depends
upon that of his customers—that the
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insane policy of this House has been to
rumn his customers, and that Acts of
Parhament to keep up prices are mere
frauds to put rents into the landlord’s
pockets, and enable him to juggle his
tenants. Now we shall soon be able to
dispose of some other sophistries upon
the Corn-laws. We are told that the
Corn-laws are intended to compensate
certain parties for excessive burthens ;
that 1s to say, that the landowners, who
have had the absolute command of the
legislature of the country, and who, to
a late period, did not permit 2 man to
vote in this House unless he swore he
was a landowner, have been such dis-
mterested angels (for no human beings
would do as much) as to lay excessive
burthens upon their own shoulders ; and
when they find it necessary to re-ad-
just taxation and relieve themselves, they
do it by passmg a Corn-law, and then
come forward and confess that the law
1s inoperative. Now, m the first place,
I say that the disinterestedness of the
landlords on this presumption surpasses
all human perfection ; it 15 perfectly an-
gelical.

But, unfortunately, the contrary to the
proposition of excesstve burthens falling
on land 1s so notorious, that to say a
word upon the subject would be a work
of supererogation. Let a copy of the
statutes be sent, if 1t were possible, to
another planet, without one word of
comment, and the mhabitants of that
sphere would at once say, ‘ These laws
were passed by landlords.” The par-
tiality of your legislation 1s notorious ;
but, if you had been 1eally so disinter-
ested, 15 1t not likely, when you found
out your real condition, that you would
have put taxation fairly upon the should-
ers of the people, mnstead of substitut-
g a clumsy law, which you admit does
not retmburse you at all?

Now we come to another view of this
question. We have the confessions of
the right hon. Baronet the Paymaster of
the Forces (Sir E. Knatchbull), and of
the hon. Member for Wiltshire (Mr.
Bennett) ; the one to the effect that the
Corn-law goes to pay marnage settle-
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ments, and the other that it goes to pay
mortgages. Now, if it goes to pay
these, how can it pay the farmer? And
if you cannot msure the operation of the
law, if, after you have passed 1t, you are
obliged to confess that you cannot mnsure
1ts operation, who then pays the dowries
and the settlements? Surely, 1 that
case, they must be paid out of the
pockets of the farmers. You have con-
fessed that a law cannot secure prices,
but as mortgages and settlements are
paid, then I say that you have confessed
that the money comes from the farmers ,
and surely this 1s sufficient to account
for their distress. I contend, then, that
if this law creates a profit at all, that
profit passes into rent. And this pro-
position 1ests on more than the admis-
sion of the Paymaster of the Foices, or
of the hon. Member for Wiltshire, We
have other acknowledgments of the fact
coming from still higher authority. See
a tiansaction of Mr. Gladstone, of
Fasque, m Kincardineshire, of which I
have an account 1 a paper in my pocket.
Mr. Gladstone was applied to to reduce
his rents, and he wnites a letter to his
agent telling him—and his confession
4s worth something, as coming from a
prudent and sagacious merchant—telling
him that he does not look at the alter-
ation in the Corn-law as calculated to
reduce piices, and that consequently he
does not feel himself bound to reduce his
rents Now this is a clear admission
that the benefit fiom the law goes into
the shape of rent. But this 1s not all.
There 1s his Grace the Duke of Rich-
mond. The other day he was visiting
his tenants m Scotland, dining with
them, and looking over his estates, and
in one of his speeches he told them,
whilst speaking of the alteration in the
Corn-law, that he was not the man to
hold his tenants to any bargain they had
made under circumstances which had
been altered, and that if they wished it
he was willing that they should throw
up their leases and return their farms
mto his hands. Now what does that
amount to? Why, merely that the
Corn-law influences the rent. It means
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that or nothing ; although I must say
such a speech shows very little care for
the farmer, who perhaps a dozen years
ago purchased stock and went into his
farm, and is now told, when piobably
the price of lus stock has fallen 40 per
cent., that if he pleases he may sell off,
leave his farm, retire from his connec-
ton with the noble Duke, and get an-
other landlord where he may. All this
<hows, then, that 1if the Corn-law oper-
ates to cause a profit at all, it also oper-
ates to put that profit into the pockets
of the landlord.

Now do not suppose that I wish to
deprive you of your rents ; I wish you
to Liave your rents ; but what I say 15,
don’t come here to raise them by legis-
lative enactments, I think you may
have as good rents without a Corn-law
as with 1t ; but what I say is ths, that
when you come here to raise the price
of comn under the pretence of helping
the farmer and the farm-labourer, whilst
m reality you are only going to help
yourselves, then, I say, you are neither
dealing fairly by the faimer, nor yet by
the country at large; and, mind me,
this 15 just the position in which you
stand with the country. You have de-
cewved the farmers, and, feeling that you
have deceived them, they have a night
to ask, how you intend to benefit them?
Nay, more, they have a right to inquire
into your rentals, and find out how you
have benefited yourselves. VYes, I say
they have a right to imnguire into your
rentals The hon. Member for Sussex
(Colonel Wyndham) laughs, and truly
1t would be laughable enough were he
to come to me to mgquire into the profits
of my business ; but, then, he should
remember that I do not ask for a law to
enhance the profits of my business. He,
on the contrary, 1s the strenuous sup-
potter of a law, which, in its effect—
whatever may be its intention—benefits
his own class and no other class what-
ever, This language, I dare say, is new
to the House. I dare say it 1s strange
and unexpected in this place ; butitis
the language I am accustomed to use on
tlis subject out of doors, and I do not
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wish to say anything behind your backs
that I am not prepared to say before
your faces.

And here let me ask what progress
has been made m 1ents? Since 1793,
rents 1n this country have doubled. T
have returns 1n my pocket sent in by the
clergy of Scotland, from which it ap-
pears that the rental of that country has
increased m the same time threefold.
In England, rents have not mcreased to
that extent; but I can say with safety
that they have more than doubled ; and
there 1s something beyond even this.
You have had a considerable advance
m rents since 1828. There has been a
great rise since thatyear. I hold m my
hand a return of the rents of the cor-
poration lands of the city of Lincoln
since 1828. I seethe hon. Member for
Lincoln (Colonel Sibthorp) m his place.
Now I have a return of the property of
the city corporation ; 1t 1s nearly all
agricultural property, and I find that
that rental has mcreased 50 per cent.
since the year 1329. Now Ido not say
that the whole rental of the kingdom
has increased in the same proportion,
but I do say that we have a right to in-
quire what 1s the increase in that rental.
The hon Member for Lincoln says he
won’t tell me ; but I will tell him that
nothing is so easy to learn as the history
of rents in this country, for theie 1s
scarcely a village it England in which
there 1s not some old man who can tell
what was the price of land in his parish
through many succeeding years I say
it is the busmess of the farmer and the
poor labourer to know the progress
which rents have made since the Coin-
law passed, and if they find that whlst
m the one case they are losing all their
capital, and in the other therr condition
is deteriorating, and they are obliged to
put up with a potato diet—if they find,
I say, that whilst this has been gong on,
rents have increased and are mcreasing,
then, I contend, they will have a proof
that this law was passed for the land-
lords, and that it operates for their bene-
fit, and their benefit only. I know that
this is a sore subject ; but I am bound



28 SPEECHES OF RICHARD COBDEN.

to make 1t known that this is not the
only way m which you have profited by
political delusions.

I will now show you another view of
the question. You have made the Corn-
law the subject of political outery in the
counties. You have made it a Church
and State question, and at the same time
you have made the farmers your step-
ping-stones to political power. And
for what has this been done? I will
take the last general election. At the
last election the ‘ farmeis’ friends’ were
running through the country, and, with
the purest and most disinterested mten-
tions, no doubt, were making all sorts
of promises to the agriculturists. Well,
here are some of them, sitting in this
House. Here they are, some of them
sitting on the Treasury Bench. The right
hon Baronet at the head of the Govern-
ment (Sir R. Peel) made a speech at
Tamworth as the ‘farmers’ friend.” The
hon. Member for Essex (Sir John Tyrell)
says he quoted 1t repeatedly, but I don’t
think he quotes it now. As for the right
hon. Baronet, however, with all his
ability, and with his thirty years’ Par-
liamentary experience, he might pro-
bably have obtained the situation he now
holds whatever might have been the
circumstances of the time. The post was
due to him, perhaps, for his talents; so
of him I shall say no more just now.
But there is another 11ght hon, Baronet
very near him—I mean the Paymaster
of the Forces (Sir E. Knatchbull), There
is no disturbng force in him The nght
hon. Member 1s the ‘farmers’ friend.
There he sits. O, T was struck, the
other night, at the fervour with which
the hon, Member for Wallingford (M,
Blackstone) apostrophised this ¢ farmers’
friend,” when, with clasped hands and
uplifted eyes, he said, ¢ O 1f the Paymas-
ter of the Forces were huimself again! A
few years back, he would not have treat-
ed the farmer so.” [Question!] Ay, it is
not a very pleasant one, certainly ; but
it is the question I do not complain of
the Paymaste: of the Forces ; T have no
reason, He has made a speech which 1s
more to the pomt, which 1s better calcu-
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lated to serve the cause which T uphold
than anythmg that has occurred in this
debate, excepting, perhaps, his own ex-
planation. T don’t complain of him ; I
pass on. There is 2 noble Duke (New-
castle) whois a ‘farmers’ friend,” and he
has a son (Lord Lincolu) in the Woods
and Forests. The noble Lord, I dare
say, performs his duty efficiently ; but I
want to show the farmers of England—
of whom the1e 1s not one genuine speci-
men 1n this House—who they are who
profit by tlus law. Well, then, there is
a noble Duke (Buckingham) who is the
¢ farmers’ friend’ par excellence. He has
reached the summit of rank already.
He has no son requiring a place under
Government, But one prize he had not,
and that he soon obtamned—I mean the
blue riband. Now these are but the out-
ward and visible signs of the gains of this
triumph ; but whilst all this patronage,
and all these honours, have been show-
ered on the ¢ farmers’ friends,” what have
the farmers got themselves? You think
this is not the question ; but I can tell you
we have no hope of the salvation of the
country but by showing the farmers how
you have cajoled them. You taught the
farmers to believe, that if they elected
you, their ‘friends,’ to Parliament, you
would speedily repay them for themwr
trouble. They allowed themselves to
be driven to the poll by their landlords,
who raised this ~ry; they believed the
landlords could keep up the price of
corn by Act of Parhament. Will you
now confess that you cannot? Youhave
confessed by your silence that you can-
not guarantee the farmer even 30s. a
quarter. That delusion is at an end.
How is it, now, that the farmers can-
not carry on their business without po-
litical intermeddling, like other people?
¢ Throw the land out of cultivation,” by
removing the Corn-law ! who say that ?
The worst farmers in the country,—the
landloirds, rather, of the worst-farmed
land. Who tells us that the Jand will
not be thrown out of cultivation? The
landlords of the best-farmed land. I put
one prophecy agamnst the other. Let
the question be decided, as other matteis
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are, by competition. I object to your
pretences for keeping up the price of
comn. Those who are most rampant for
protection are the landlords, I repeat, of
the worst-farmed land—the Members
for Whlts, Dorset, Bucks, Someisetshire,
and Devonshire—where you may see the
worst farmmg in the kingdom ; and
why is 1t so? Not because the tenants
are inferior to those elsewhere—-English-
men ale much the same anywhere; but
the reason is, because they aie under
political landlords,—men who will not
give their tenants a tenure, but with a
view to general elections. You say
"No,” but I will proveit. Go nto the
country yourselves, and where you find
the best-farmed land there you wall
find the longest leases. The Lothi-
ans, Northumberland, Norfolk, Lincoln.
[No.] What, no leases in Lincolnshire ?

[Colonel Sibthorp: ‘Not long

leases.’}
Exactly ; I mentioned Lincoln last, as
being nearer south. Well, on the es-
tates of the Duke of Northumberland,
for example, you will find no long leases,
and the worst farming ; and you will
find with long leases good farming, even
m the midst of bad; and zice versd.
This is unpalatable, of course. Hon.
Gentlemen say it is not true. I ask
them 1f they expect farmers to farm well
without long leases? Can you really
expect tenants to lcy out capital in
draming and improvements without long
leases? I should feel insulted 1if any-
body offered me a farm, expecting me
to lay out money, without the secuuty
of a lease. What 1s the language of the
farmers themselves? You must not
treat them now as if they believed you
the ¢farmers’ friends.” Did you hear
the petition I presented from Dorset-
shire, agreed to at a meeting of 3000
farmers and others, and signed by the
chairman, a landholder, for the total
repeal of the Corn-laws?

But this cannot be treated as a faim-
er’s question. We shall have it put
upon a proper footing from this very
mght. The Corn-law, if it does any-
thing, raises rents. I do not come here
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to tell you it does so. I do not think
you understand your own interests.
But I know this, that you inflict the
greatest passible amount of evil upon
the manufactering and commercial com-
munity, and de no good ether to the
farmer or the farmer's labourer. It may
be a very unpalatable question; but
what, I ask, are the terms which you
wish to make, under the new law, with
your tenants? I do not hke the lan-
guage I have heard upon the subject
from landowneis. ‘The nght hon,
Baronet (Sir R. Peel) said, the protec-
tion had been reduced; but 1 have
heard Iittle talk, at least m publc,
about reducing rents. However, I have
heaid a great deal about the farmers
‘improving and curtailing their ex-
penses.” What says the Member for
Worcestershire (Mr, Barneby) P—

¢ I have been in Yorkshire, and the worst
land there produces as much as the best in
this country.’

What, again, was the language of a
noble Earl (Verulam) at St. Alban’s >—

‘You must no longer sit before your
doors, with your pipes m your mouths, and
drinking your ale ; but you must at once
bestir yourselves.'

‘What said the Member for Somerset-
shne (Mr. Miles), who sometimes ap-
pears here m the chaacter of the *farm-
e1s’ friend ? *—that

¢ InScotland they have double our crops,
and that this might be secured in this
country by improved husbandry.’

Now, this is not fair Janguage on the
part of landowneis to farmers ; for if
protection be reduced, the farmers have
a right to reduced rents ; and if not, let
us hear what is the intention of the
Corn-law ?

‘We have heard a great deal of am-
biguous language duting the debate from
the right hon, Vice-President of the
Board of Tiade (Mr Gladstone), but
we have not yet heard what the Corn-
law and the tanff have done At one
time, we hear an avowal of reduced
prices ; next (like putting forward one
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foot, and then withdrawing it, and ad-
vancing the other toerase the foot-trace},
we hear that credit was not taken for
that. This might not be intended, but
it certainly 1s calculated to decerve the
farmers But the right hon. Gentleman
said, ¢ Whether the tariff has reduced
prices or not, prices had been reduced,
and there has been no reason to com-
plain”  Thissort of ambigmity 1s not the
way now to deal with the faimers.
Gentlemen must not regard this as a
battle between the farmers and the
manufacturers  We propose to make
good friends with the farmers. Yes;
we are ther best filends, their only
friends, their best customers ; and I can
tell you this, they are beginning to be
sick of the pohtical landlords.

There is a small section of this House
now setting themselves up as the real
farmers’ friends, upon the rums of the
old friendship : and I can say this, that
so badly have they been treated, that
they are now mclined to suspect even
these new friends ; and they say, ¢ What
are they after? Don’t you think they
want to get up a party ?  Aze they not
wishing to make themselves trouble-
some to the Mmister, that he may fancy
it worth while to offer them some-
thing?’  The farmers are now disposed
to distrust everybody who promises them
anything ; and the reason they are ready
to look on us with friendly eyes is, that
we never promised them anything. 'We
tell them distinctly that legislation can
do nothing for them. It is a fraud.
They must never allow bargaining for
leases and rents to be mixed up with
politics. They must deal with their
landloids as with their wheelwrights and
saddlers, with a view to busmess, and
business alone.

I am fully aware that I have said more
than may be quite agreeable to hon.
Gentlemen opposite. I think it is but
fair to exculpate ourselves fiom the im-
putations that have been cast upon us
by the right hon, Gentleman (Sir R.
Peel), and the Vice-President of the
Boaid of Trade, that we are seeking a
monopoly for ourselves, as well as to

MAY 15,

deprive others of their monopoly. But
what I have to say 1s this—we want no
monopoly ; and this I know, that the
moment I go amongst the farmers, and
say we are for free trade in coffee, mn
sugar, in manufactures, in everything,
that the farmers, like honest and just
men as they are, will at once exclaim,
¢ That 1s nght, thatisfair !’ Now I not
only say this, but I complamn of some-
thing else. There was a singular eva-
sion of the question by the nght hon.
Baronet (Sir R, Peel), when he talked
of colonial manufactures aud colonial
produce, and mixed them up with the
corn question. Dut what we want isa
fiee triade m everything. The policy of
the right hon. Gentleman amalgamated
duties for the purposes of protection, and
duties for the purposes of revenue, and
he would have it believed that we could
not carry fiee tiade without interfering
with the custom-house duties. Now,
we do not want to touch her Majesty at
all by what we do. 'We do not want to
touch duties simply for revenue ; but we
want to prevent certam parties from
having a revenue which 1s of benefit to
themselves, but advantage to none else.
On the contrary, what we seek for is the
improvement of her Majesty’s revenue ;
what we wish to gain 1s that improve-
ment. We say that your monopoly gives
you a temporary advantage—a tempoi-
ary, not a permanent advantage, and that
you thereby cripple the resources of the
revenue,

What 15 the amount of all these pro-
tecting duties? This morning I went
through the whole of those revenue re-
turns, and how much do you think they
amounted to? To two millions per an-
num, and this included the timber duties,
and every other article to which you for
your own views give protection. This
1s the entire question. What 1s, T ask.
the difficulty of abolishing protecting
duties on manufactures? How much
do they produce to the Customs? Less
than 350,000/ a-year. Then the right
hon, Gentleman has spoken of the cotton
trade. How much 1s paid, think you,
for the protection of cotton goods? By
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the last returns, 8150/ a-year. There
15 no difficulty m a Prime Minister, m a
Minister of capacious mind, of enlaiged
views, of one whose genius leads him to
deal with something better than caviare
and other trifling articles. Such a Min-
ister would, I say, find no diufficulty in
sweepmng away the protecting duties.

Then the nght hon. Gentleman spoke
of subverting the whole of our colomal
system. What does he mean by subvert-
ung the whole of our colonial system?
We do profess to subveit the colonal
monopolies. It 1s true that we would
do that ; but that 1s not subverting the
colomal system. What we would do
must benefit the 1evenue, and not injure.
The equalization of the duty on sugar
would increase the revenue, as it has
been proved by Mr. M‘Gregor, to an
amount of not less than 3,000,000/ a-
year. Take away the monopoly, and you
benefit the revenue. You might, too, do
the same with coffee. You might inciease
the revenue to the amount of 300,000/,
a-year by the equalization of the duty on
coffee. Would it be an mjury to the
colonies that you left them to all the
enjoyments of a free trade? Where 15
the value of our possessions, if they are
not able to supply us with articles as
cheap and as good as come from othe:
countiies? They pay us the same price
for our cottons as other countries, and
no more. If they cannot supply us with
sugar, surely they can supply us with
something else.

There can, then, be no difficulty n
the way of the Exchequer which necd
prevent you from carrymg the principle
of free trade. I wantthe Anti-Corn-law
League to be known as the Free-trade
League. I know that hon. Gentlemen
opposite think that all we want to do 15
to take away the corn monopoly. The
public mind is wged on by us against
that key-stone 1n the arch of monopoly ;
but I can tell hon. Gentlemen opposite,
that that organization never will be dis-
persed until there is a total abrogation
of every monopoly. There has been a
great deal of talk of free trade bemng
theoretically and in the abstract nght.
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Does the nght hon. Gentleman know
what that would lead to? If free trade
be theoretically nght—if it is as old as
truth 1tself, why 1s 1t not applicable to
the state and circumstances of this coun-
try ? What ! truth not applicable ; then
there must be something very false in
your system, if truth cannot harmonise
with 1t.  Our object is to make you
conform to truth, by making you dis-
pense with your monopolies, and bring-
mg your legislation within the bounds
of justice. I thank you for the admis-
sion that we have a true cause, and,
armed with the truth of that cause, I
appeal to the friends of humanity, I ap-
peal to those on the other side who pro-
fess and practise benevolence, I appeal
to certain Members on the other side of
the House, and I appeal especially to a
certan noble Lord (Lord Ashley), and
T ask him, can he carry out his schemes
of benevolence if he votes for any re-
striction on the supply of the people’s
food » If he should vote agamnst the
present motion, I ask him, will not he
and his friends be viewed with suspicion
m the manufacturing districts ?

We often heara great deal about cha-
rity, but what have we to do with cha-
rity ? Yes, Isay, what have we to dowith
chanty m thus House ? The people ask
for justice, and not chanty. We are
bound to deal out justice, how can
chatity be dealt out to an entire nation ?
Where a nation is the recipients, it 1s
difficult to imagine who can be the do-
nors. I, therefore, exhort the advocates
of rehigion, the advocates of education,
the firends of moial and physical 1m-
provement, to reflect upon the vote,
which they aie about to give I ask,
what will the country say if such Mem-
bers, patching up a mecasure of detail,
are found voting in the approaching
division agamst the motion of the hon.
Member for Wolverhampton? I call
upon them, therefore, to separate them-
selves fromn those with whom they are
accustomed to act, unless they are pre-

-pared to lose all the influence which they

have laboured so hard to acquue 1n the
manufacturing  districts, I call upon
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them to support the present measure if
they hope to be useful.

There are 7,000,000 or 8,000,000
people without wheaten bread. If the
people continue to descend 1n the scale
of physical comfort, and to eat potatoes,
the hope of moral improvement which
the friends of humanity indulge must be
altogether disappointed. The right hon.
Gentleman the President of the Board
of Trade said, that the importation of
600,000 quarters of wheat would be a
national calanuty ; but how otherwise
are the people to be supported? The
Poor-law Commissioners told them that
they must add a county as large as
‘Warwick to the territorial extent of the
country, or the population of the land
must descend to a lower scale of food.
They will go on multiplying ; no scheme
has yet been devised to stop that. You
have attempted to bring down the popu-
lation to the supply ; but the evil which
you sought to mnflict upon them has re-
coiled upon yourselves.

I have nowa word to say to the noble
Lord (J. Russell) the Member for Lon-
don. The noble Lord will not vote for
this motion ; he says he objects to the
repeal of the Corn-laws, but prefers a
fixed duty to the shding-scale. Now, I
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think the noble Lord has not treated the
great party on this side of the House,
nor the country, well, m not stating ex-
plicitly the grounds on which he would
retain any portion of this obnoxious
law. He talked of the exclusive bur
dens to which he said the land was sub-
ject ; but he did not specify those bur-
dens. I have the greatest respect for
the noble Lord, but I venture to tell
him that I think it is due to hisown re-
putation, and to the party which ac-
knowledges him for its leader, that he
should distinctly state the grounds on
which he advocates the imposition of a
duty on the importation of corn. As
far as I know the feeling out of doors,
whatever may be the fate of the motion,
however small the numbers in 1ts favour
may be, 1t will not have the slightest
effect upon the progress of public opin-
1on on the question. The League will
go on as they have hitherto done. In
the course of our agitation we may pro-
bably dissolve Parhaments and destroy
Ministries, but still public opinion upon
the subject cannot be checked by the
division, whatever it may be, and, if
there be any force in truth and justice,
we shall go on to an ultimate and not
distant triumph,
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[The systematic agitation for the repeal of the Corn-laws commenced with a meeting
held at King-street, Manchester, on Dec zoth, 1838. In course of time considerable
funds were collected, 1n order to carry on the movement. In 1843, the League hired
Covent Garden Theatre, and employed 1t for the purpose of metropohtan meetings,
besides organising a complete staff of lecturers throughout the country, and establishing
a newspaper which should report speeches and disseminate information on the subject
In the speech printed below, when Mr. Cobden said that the League had resolved to
petition the House of Commons no longer, the audience, almost in one mass, rose
and burst mnto a series of the most enthusiastic cheers, which lasted for several
minutes, accompanied by waving of hats and handkerchiefs, and other tokens of

satisfaction.]

IT would be no impeachment of the |
nerves of the most practised speaker if
he felt a hittle daunted at such a meeting
as this. I thought our last gathering at
Drury Lane a most imposing one, but
that could not be compared with the
sublime spectacle which now presents
itself before me. My busmess to-night
15 purely of a practical nature, and T am
glad 1t is so, for I am altogether a
practical man. I do not know that I
should have deemed it necessary to
tiouble you with one word of argument
on the general question of the Comn-
laws or Free Trade; but we meet at the
present moment under rather different
ciicumstances from those under which
we last parted, and I will, therefore,
detamn you for a moment before I enter
into the practical details which I have
to bring before you. You will have
observed 1n the monopolist newspapers
that our opponents place considerable
reliance, in seeking to make out a case,
upon the recent revival of trade and

manufactures, for they tell you that this

revival will not only terminate our agi-
tation, but that it 1s the best possible
refutation of the truth of our principles.
Now I tell them that 1t will not put an
end to our agitation, and I am prepared
to show them and you that 1t 15 a tni-
umphant proof of the truth of our prin-
ciples 1 admut the paitial revival of
trade and manufactures; I wish I could
say it was a general revival. I wish I
could say 1t was half as extensive as
these monopolist exaggerations repre-
sent it to be.

What is the cause of the revival? I
am not in the habit of troubling such
meetings as this with readeng statistical
documents—they are generally most 1n-
appropriate—but by way of showing
you what the cause of the recent revival
of trade 15, as an 1llustration better than
any other I could give you of the truth
of our principles, I will just ask your
attention to one short statistical state-
ment. The average price of wheat n
the three years, 1839, 1840, and 1841,
was 67s 14 ; the pruce m 1839 beng

C
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70s. 6d., the price iu 1840, 66s. 4. ;
and the price m 1841, 645 57. These
three years were years of unparalleled
suffering and distress in this country.
Last autumn Providence blessed us with
an abundant harvest, and this, m con-
nection with an importation of foreign
corn to the extent of three milhions, so
reduced the price of wheat, that the
average price of that article for the first
six months of the present year has been
only 47s. 74 Now, 1if there had been
no revival of tiade, under such circum-
stances, I should not have dared to
appear before you. 1 should have
deserved, indeed, the character of an
mmpostor, as to all that I have said on
this subject, had there been no ievival
of trade under such cncumstances. You
will have observed fiom what I have
said, that wheat was about 20s. a quarter
less for the first six months of the present
year than for the three years, 1839,
1840, and 1841 ; and while there was
this reduction in the price of wheat,
there was, at the same time, a reduction
mn the price of all other kinds of gramn
by 8s. a quarter,

In order to understand the magnitude
and importance of the subject with
which we have to deal—there are some
who think we over-estimate 1ts import-
ance; I think that up to the present
time we have under-estimated it—in
order to understand the matter better, I
will mention, that the estimated con-
sumption of grain per annum m this
country is twenty mullion quarters of
wheat, and forty millions of quarters of
all other kinds of gram. It follows,
therefore, that the additional cost of
gram in each of the three years of
distress was, say—twenty mullions of
quarters of wheat, at 20s. a quarter,
twenty millions sterling ; forty millions
of quarters of all other kinds of grain at
8s., sixteen millions sterling ; together,
thirty-six mulhons sterling.  But gramn
is not the only article of agricultural
produce, though grain governs the price
of the other articles. It 15 estimated
that the consumption of potatoes, meat,
cheese, and all other articles of agricul-
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tural produce, is equal to the same
quantity of giain (sixty millions of
quarters) ; and the price of the one
being, as I have said, governed by the
othei, taking the advance m puce as
equal to 8s. a quarter, here 1s a further
addition of twenty-fowr mllions sterl-
ing, making a total of sty milhons
sterling per aonum, or thirty milhons
for the half year, or five millions per
month, All this difference 1n price was
left 1n the pockets of the people the first
six months of the present year; which
saving, after supplying food and other
articles of agucultural produce, they
were thus able to spend m other ways,
in buymng articles of Iinen and cotton
manufacture, hats, Dbonnets, and so
forth. This accounts for the increased
demand we have noticed for the labour
of those who make limen and cotton
goods, hats, bonnets, and so forth ; and
this accounts, too, for the people being
able to buy an extra quantity of tea,
sugar, and other articles in the cheap
year, beyond what they consume in dear
years, and this agam accounts for the
foreign trade mn those articles also
improving

This, 1 say, accounts for the partial
revival we have observed in our trade;
but, then, this revival has been accom-
panied by a corresponding depression
of the agricultural interest. The agu-
cultural and the manufacturing interests
would seem to be like the two buckets
mn a draw-well, the one gomng down
empty as the other comes up full. In
proportion as there 1s a revival of ma-
nufactures, consequent upon moderate
prices 1n food, we hear the cry of agri-
cultural distress. This has always been
so much the case, that I challenge any
one to pomt out an nstance, ever since
these Corn-laws were introduced, where-
in the agricultunists and the manufac-
turers have had simultaneous prosperity.
Now, I ask, is this a natural state of
things? Is this alternation of distress—
this intermittent fever, now attacking
the one great portion of the body poli-
tic, and then the other—this distress
falling on the farmer at a time when
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Heaven has blessed him with an abund-
ant harvest—is this a natural state of
things? And yet in every imstance
where the farmeis have been plunged
1 the greatest distress and suffering, 1t
has been 1n the mudst of the most
hountiful harvest, and n the most
gemal seasons. Any man who takes
these facts alone must have a very un-
due and ureverent notion of the gieat
Creator of the world, if he supposes that
this 15 a natural or a designed state of
things. No; there is an unnatural
cause for this unnatwal state of things,
and that unnatural cause 15 the law
which interferes with the wisdom of the
Divine Providence, and substitutes the
law of wicked men for the law of
nature,

Durmng the three years to which I
have been adverting, the owneis of the
soil might have expected to have suffered
m consequence of the bad seasons ; but
what has been the fact? The landlords
have been revelling m prosperity—in a
bloated and diseased prosperity—at the
very time when the people have been
suffering the greatest piivations and
want of food. Rents have been using.
I say 1t boldly—it cannot be demed—
rents have been geneally, if not um-
versally, raised during the three years
of which I have been speaking How
stands the case of the landowner during
the years of short crops and suffering to
the whole community » He then extorts
his rents from the distress of the opera-
tive, from the capital of the employer,
or from the savings of those who are
Iiving upon the accumulations of them-
selves or their forefathers. And when
the season 1s favourable—when Heaven
smiles upon the fields, and out harvests
ate again abundant—the landlord ex-
torts his 1ent from the distress and the
capital of the farmer. Nobody can
deny that for a series of years the land-
owners have been 1awsing their rents,
not from the legitimate prosperity of the
tillers of the soil, or the prospenty of
the manufacturing classes. They have
been raising their rents from the capital
and the labour of the trading communuty,
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or fiom the capital of their own deluded
victims, the faimers, The landowners
—Oh, shame upon the order! I say
shame upon the landownets and their
order, unless they shall speedily 1escue
themselves from this pitiable—if they
deserve pity—this degiading dilemma.
The landowners will very soon be
ashamed to hold up thewr heads and
own themselves to be Enghsh land-
owneis and members of our aristociacy
m any enlightened and civihised country
m Europe.

Do I seek to injure the landowneis
even pecumarily ? I have never owned 1t
wheie I should have been most ready to
tell them my opimons to their face—imn
the House of Commons. The land-
owners have nothing pecumartly, they
have nothing ultimately, to dread from
a free trade in corn. But under Free
Trade, mstead of extorting their rents
from the distress of every class i the
country, they would be thrown back
upon their own resources. Now there
are riches slumbering 1 the soil—if the
owners employ theiwr capital and their
mtelligence, as other classes are forced to
do, i other pursmits—there are unde-
veloped bounties even on the surface of
the earth, and there are ten times more
beneath the surface, which would make
them richer, happier, and better men, if
they would cast aside this monopoly.
Last week, m addressing the farmers of
Cheshuie, I said I would bring a jury of
Scotch agiicultunists before the House
of Commons—1f their verdict could be
taken there—who would state upon oath
that the suiface of Cheshire would, if
properly cultivated, yield three times the
amount of its present produce. If you
were travelling by the railroad, and
marked the country from Stafford to
Whitmore, and then from Whitmore to
Crewe, and thence the tlurty miles to
Manchester, I challenge all England to
show such a disgraceful picture—three.
fourths of the finest fields left to the
undisputed dominion of rushes—not a
shilling spent in dramnng, although it
is now umversally acknowledged that
draming is the means of doubling the

¢ 2
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productions of such soils—hedge-rows
of every imaginable shape but a straight
Iine, and fields of every conceivable form
but the nght one. And these are the
men who content themselves with slug-
gish 1ndolence, and draw from the im-
poverishment of the people ; who pick
the pockets of the handloom weavers
rather than by a right application of
then intellect and their capital, double
the quantity of grain, or butter, o1 cheese,
which the land is capable of providing.
And thus, if Fiee Trade did compel
them to sell their articles at a less price,
1t would be the means of enabling the
people of the country to have a double
supply of food. The home market for
food would be doubled, and the land-
owner might become an honest politi-
cian.

We are now told that the present
state of the manufacturing and trading
classes will put an end to the agitation
for the repeal of the Coin-laws, Why,
gentlemen, I think we have a few me-
mentoes left yet to rermind us that we
have a Corn-law monopoly in the shape
of an income-tax ; 1 our extra poors’
rates, extra county-rates, extra taxation
for the five thousand troops which were
added to the army 1n 1839, on the first
outbreak consequent upon the famine
which overspread the land, We have
these. and other memorials of monopoly ;
and if some of us have survived the hur-
ricane, can we forget the thousands and
tens of thousands who fell victims to the
distress of 1839, 1840, and 18417 Shall
we forget that 500,000 of our country-
men have, since the August of 1838, ex-
patriated themselves fiom their native
so1l, to seek m more hospitable Jands the
food denied them here? Can we forget
the hundreds who have dropped into a
premature grave, famine-stricken, since
that ttme” Can we forget the scores
who, by the records of the coroners’
courts, have died by theiwr own hands, to
escape a lingering death by starvation ?
No; if we could be selfish enough—we
who have braved the storm and outlived
the hurricane—ourselves to forget these
things, we ought to be reminded of these
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events, But that we are not gomg to
forget them, and that we will make this
the occasion for redoubling our exer-
tions, the plan which I shall have the
pleasure of laying before} you, and sub-
mitting to your approbation as the plan
of the League for future proceedings,
will be sufficient to demonstrate.

You have heard that we have distri-
buted a vast amount of useful knowledge
on the subject of the existing monopoly.
We should be bad husbandmen 1f we
allowed the harvest which 1s ripening
around us to be overspread by weeds o1
gathered by others than by ourselves.

The League proposes to take another
step m giving a direction to the legisla-
tive power of this country. We pro-
pose to diaw the bonds more closely be-
tween the League and the electoral body
of the country, by the course of pro-
ceedings which I shall submit to you.
‘We regard the electors of the country
as possessing 1n their own hands abso-
lute domimon within these realms. The
laws of the country, whether good or
bad, are but the bieath of their nostnls.
It is not our fault if the electoral body
1s not exactly as we should have wished
to have found it—we must work with
the instruments we have, unless others
will find us better ones. We are not in
fault if the electoral body is so distri-
buted as to give by its scattered and
detached fragments the greatest advan-
tages to our enemies, who are the ene-
mies of the human race, in meeting us
in the field of combat. We must make
the best use we can of it asitis. The
plan of the League is to bring the more
powerful sections of the electoral body
into a union with the more vulnerable
portions. What is the use of Manches-
ter and Birmungham, and Glasgow and
Edinburgh, possessing an overwhelming
majority — which no monopolist will
dare to face at another election—if their
voices are to be counterbalanced, pro-
bably by the intriguers living in some
small borough which has for electoral
purposes the same weight as Manchester
or Birmingham? But we will bring the
great majority of the electors m the
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large boroughs into union with those in
the smaller ones. Do you suppose that
because the small boroughs have not
always resisted the influences exercised
upon them, they are without sympathy
with the condition of other bodies of
their countrymen? I have the means
of knowing the reverse to be the case.
I have been to your cathedral cities and
to your rural boroughs, which are now
represented by monopolists ; and I have
heard upon the best authority that
three-fourths of the inhabitants are heart
and soul Free Traders.

We propose—we, the League, pro-
pose a plan. And don’t suppose that
means a few men from Manchester.
The League 1s composed, T hope, of this
meeting to begin with. It contamns a
great majority of the electors i the
great towns and cities I have mentioned.
This 1s the League, and before long I
hope it will comprise every man 1n the
country, unless he either believes that
he has an mterest in monopoly, or be-
cause the marks of stupidity are so
strongly mmprinted on his countenance
as to hold out a continual running in-
vitation, * Come rob me.” We propose
to provide a copy of every registration-
List for every borough and county m the
United Kingdom, as soon as the present
registration shall have been completed.
We intend to bring these registers to a
central office in London. We then
propose to open a correspondence the
most extensive that ever was contem-
plated, and that ever, I am sure, was
undertaken. Those electors amount to
800,000 ; but I will take 300,000, ex-
cludmg those 1 the already safe
boroughs, as forming the number neces-
sary to constitute the returns of a major-
ity in the House of Commons. We pro-
pose to correspond witi1 these 300,000
to begin with, Aud when I say corre-
spond, don’t let any timid, cautious
friends fancy that we are gomg to com-
mit them by forming ourselves mnto a
¢ Corresponding Society.” I am gomg
to tell you what we mean to correspond
about. We piopose to keep people well
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tion by means of the penny postage,
which has not yet been sufficiently used.
I may say, m a parenthesis, that the
Duke of Buckingham presided at a
public meeting at Salt Hill, to celebrate
the defeat of the Great Western Rail-
way. He was a sagacious man, for the
railways andghe penny postage will pull
down his monopoly. We mtend, then,
to keep the constituencies well informed
by means of the penny postage, enclos-
mg the useful information connected
with the question, and tracts bearing the
most recent illustrations of 1t together.
What could be more desirable than to-
morrow to send to those 300,000 electors
copies of the newspapers contamning the
best repoits of this meeting? But we
propose to send them one letter a week,
and that will cost twopence for the
stamp and the enclosure  That will be
2500/, I mention this by way of illus-
tration and preface to what I am going
to tell you befoie I conclude. Besides
this correspondence, we mtend to visit
every borough 1n the kingdom, not by
agents—we will go ourselves, because
we want the thing well done. We will
specially mvite the electors to meet such
deputations without distinction of party
—we know nothing of party 1 this agi-
tation, —and having met the electors, we
shall have a lhittle business to transact
with them. In the first place, we shall
urge upon our friends to organise them-
selves, and to commence a canvass of
their boroughs to ascertain the number
of Free Traders, and in every case
where 1t 15 possible to obtain a majority
of the electors m favour of Free Trade;
that majority to memorialise theiwr mem-
bers, where they have not voted nightly,
to vote in favour of Mr. Villiers’ motion,
which will be brought on early next
session. Besides that, the deputation
will urge upon the electors to have a
Free-trade candidate ready to supplant
every monopolist who still retains a seat
for a borough; and the League will
pledge itself, where a borough consti-
tuency finds itself at a loss for a candi-
date, to furnish it with one, and to give

informed as to the progress of ourques- | to every borough in which a vacancy
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occurs an opportunity for its electors to
record their votes m favour of Free-trade
prmciples.  [A Voiwce: *The City.]
We’ll talk of that by-and-by.

Now, 1t may be objected to us—and
it has heen objected—that by such
means no good can be accomphshed.
If 1t cannot be accomplished by such
means, 1t cannot be righteously accom-
phshed at all  But 1t can be accom-
phished by such means, and we have
hitherto been unfairly dealt with in our
struggle with the constituencies. The
Iast general election disclosed an amount
of bribery, corruption, and mtimidation,
mvolving biutal violence, even to homi-
cide ; and the present Parhament 1s the
creature of that vile system. And shall
such a system be continued? No; not
against the League. Whenever we have
a voice—and we will have one m every
borough when an election takes place—
we will see if we cannot put down this
system of bribery, and I think we may
manage effectually to muzzle the mtimi-
dators. The system itself got 1ts death-
blow at the last election. It was found,
n the first place, too costly. The rents
would not stand such an experiment
again for either party In the next, Mi,
Roebuck’s exposure—and thanks to him
for making 1t—shamed even shameless
men 1n the House of Commons. In the
next, Lord John Russell’s new law—I
wonder they ever let him pass it—
presents the means of putting down
bribery, 1if fairly used ; but beyond that
we have a better and a wiser 1esort than
any. Hitherto the brnbers and the
bribees have been suffered to escape
with 1mpumty. They have been
brought before the House of Commons,
a Commuttee has decided upon the case,
the petitioner has had the satisfaction
of unseating the member, and was sad-
dled with the same expense, and was at
liberty to stand agamn ; but the House
of Commons took no steps to punish
those by whose guilt the system was
carried on. By that means they were
accessones after the fact; and httle
better, mdeed, could be expected from
such a House of Commons. Now, we
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will try the experiment of a crimimal
court against these gentry. The man
who bribes, o1 offers a bribe, is guilty of
a misdemeanour, and liable to a heavy
fine, and also hable to a severe mm-
prisonment. I have heard an objection
made that you cannot obtain a con-
viction m such a case. You cannot
obtain a conviction ! why not? Willa
jury of our countrymen find a verdict of
guilty against the hapless wretch who
steals a morsel of bread for his famishing
children, and will they not convict thosc
whose guilt was of tenfold crimimnahty—
who would buy and sell that franchise
upon which the bread of that poor
creature depends? I say, yes. The
junies of this country are precisely the
class which will convict n such cases ,
and 1t 1s upon a jury of the country that
we manly rely for putting down bribery,
and abaung the flagrant system of m-
timidation for the future. Yes, a jury
of our countiy saved our liberties 1n
times past from a despotic monarchy,
and agam fiom corrupt and tyrannical
admunstrations ; and 1t will save us from
the worse danger to our hiberties—from
the tamt that has been eating into the
electoral bodies of the kingdom.

It 15 not the intention of the League
to recommend any further petitioning to
the House of Commons. So soon as
the proceedings 1n reference to the
electoral body to which I have alluded
shall have reached such a pomt as to
warrant the step, the Council will re-
commend the electors, not to petition
Parhament—of that enough has been
done already—but to memorialise the
Queen, that she will be pleased to dis-
solve the present Parhament, which,
Like everything generated in corruption,
must necessanly be short-lived, and to
give to the electors an opportunity of
sending men to make laws, with the
advantages of the lights and experience
which they have acquired, since, under
2 delusion, they were induced at the last
election to 1ctwin the majonty of the
present House of Commons.

I have now told you the plan which
we have to submut tu you, the sanction
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of which we have to ask you to-night ;
and as a means of carrying on these
proceedings, and to furnish the money
for doing so, the Council are resolved to
raise the sum of 100,000/, Yes, 1t may
save a waste of ik to-morrow, by telling
the monopolist scribes that the money
will be raised, and that hereafter, as
heretofore, the men who have taken the
greatest amount of labour, and who will
contmue to do so n the cause, and who
did so before they were ever heard of
beyond the precincts of their own locali-
ties, will, as they did from the beginning,
lead the van 1 the amount of their sub-
scriptions for the great object which we
have m view. We offer to every one
the opportumty of registering his name,
ot her name, on this muster-roll of com-
mercial freedom ; and we do so with
the perfect assurance that 1t 1s the last
time we shall have to call upon our
friends for a sacrifice mn the cause. I
feel bound, 1n making this statement, to
take care that there shall be no mis-
understanding 1n the minds of any party
as to the money which shall be sub-
scribed, or the conditions on which it
shall be raised. We ask no one to give
us money unless they are fully convinced
that we are 1n earnest in the principles
which we advocate. We ask none to
contribute unless they believe that the
characters, personal, private, and public,
of the men who shall be hereafter taking
the responsible part 1 this agitation, are
such as they can approve and trust; and
we do not ask anybody to join us now
who will not be piepared, when the
time shall come, to give full effect to his
opmons and convictions by standing
firm to the principles upon which the
League 1s founded. Let there be no
misundeistanding as to that. This is
not a party move, to serve any existing
political organisation ; we care nothing
for political paities.  Asthey at present
stand, there is very lhttle indeed to
choose between the two great parties.
Let a statesman of established reputation,
of whatever side n pohtics, take the
step for perfect fieedom of tiade, he
shall have the support of the League.
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We have given but a slight specimen of
what we shall be able to do when a
Munster, whether Whig or Tory, shall
adopt sucha course. He shall have the
support of the League to carry such a
measure, whatever his other pohtical
opinions may be.

We do not seek to interfere with any
man’s political opmions ; there are no
ultertor objects m the view of this Asso-
ciation I say 1t solemuly, on behalf of
the men with whom Iam daily associat-
g, that they have no second or col-
lateral object mn view that I am ac-
quamted with. The smgle and undis-
guised object of the League 15 to put
down commercial monopoly ; but that
cannot be done by saddling upon our
backs a fixed duty on corn, which means
a differential duty on sugar, on coffee,
and monopoly 1n every other article.
The Corn-law 1s the great tree of Mo-
nopoly, under whose baneful shadow
every other restriction exists,  Cut it
down by the roots, and 1t will destroy
the others n 1ts fall. The sole object
of the League 1s to put an end to and
extinguish, at once and for ever, the
principle of maintamning taxes for the
benefit of a paiticular class.  The object
1s to make the revenue what it ought to
be—a stream flowing mto the Queen’s
Exchequer, and not a penny of it m-
tercepted by the Duke of Buckingham,
or Sir E Knatchbull, to pay off their
endowments or their settlements; by
Lord Mountcashel to discharge his bur-
thens or his mortgages ; or by any other
person, or for the maintenance of any
object whatsoever.

I have told you the object of the
League ; but it is no fanlt of ours if our
enemuies, by their opposition to our just
demands, giverise toastiuggle on other
pomts with which this agitation has
nothing to do. It 1s no fault of ours if
with this agitation should be mixed up
the question of rents, and should ningle
1 2 degree that would rendes it Difficult
to separate the rights of property from
the claims of those who labour under
the grievance of these mtoleiable exac-
tions. It is no fault of ours if the no-
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bility of this country should become as
much detested at therr own baronial
hall doors as were the noblesse of France
previous to the Revolution. We are
responsible for none- of these things.
The fault lies with those who support
monoply, who aie deaf to reason and
justice, and who place themselves upon
a pedestal of injustice ; a pedestal which
1s always liable to fall, and always cer-
tamm to bring down those who stand
upon 1t.

Gentlemen, I have said my say.
There are others to follow me, and I
will only say, unfeignedly, that we are
engaged in an agitation which has no
ulterior views, and that while so engaged
we are utterly regardless of the imputa-
tions that may be cast upon us by our
opponents. I could spare the monopo-
List prints oceans of ink, and great mid-
night labour in preparing their viupera-
tions, if I could only make them believe
that their attacks upon me fall as harm-
less as the water-drops from the sky do.
‘We have no desire to be pohticians. I
say it, without affectation, that there is
not a man amongst us who amms at
makmg a political life his profession.
We are aware that this great question
must be carned i Parliament, not by
us, but by some statesman of established
reputation ; but while we possess the
power that we do possess out of doors—
and it is nothing to what 1t will be
twelve months hence—the canse shall
never be suriendered to any Ministe,
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to promote the purpose of any political
party ; and, so far as the labour goes,
so long as I am blessed with health, I
shall give it cheerfully; nay, I shall
consider it a privilege to labour m the
cause. If I were not convinced that
the question comprises a great moral
principle, and involves the greatest
moral world’s revolution that was ever
yet accomphshed for mankind, I should
not take the part I do n this agitation,

Free Trade! What 1s it? Why,
breaking down the barriers that separate
nations ; those barriers, behind which
nestle the feelings of pnde, revenge,
hatred, and jealousy, which every now
and then burst their bounds, and deluge
whole countries with blood ; those feel-
mgs which nourish the poison of war
and conquest, which assert that without
conquest we can have no trade, which
foster that lust for conquest and do-
minion which sends forth your warrior
chiefs to scatter devastation through
other lands, and then calls them back
that they may be enthroned securely m
your passions, but only to harass and
oppiess you at home. It 1s because 1
think I have a full apprehension of the
moral bearing of this question, that I
take a pride and gratification in forming
one 1n the present agitation ; and I m-
vite you all to take a partinit, for there
is room and glory and fame enough for
all as soon as we have achieved the great
triumph of the downfall of the Coin-
laws.
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LONDON, OCTOBER 13, 1843.

[After the death of Sit Matthew Wood, and, consequently, on a vacancy m the repre-
sentation of the City of London, two candidates—Mr. Pattison, Free Trader, and Mr

Thomas Baring, a Protecuomst—came forward as nval candidates

Mr. Pattison

was returned by a narrow majority, and the victory was deemed significant. The day
after this meeting, the League resolved to raise 100,000/., 12,600/ of which was sub-

scribed 1n Manchester 1n a single day ]

WE do not seek to disguise the fact
that our object here is to discuss with
you—to entreat with you—to canvass
you on the important election about to
take place. Our meetings, gentlemen,
are always canvassing meetings; we
have no other object m our meetings
than to influence the electoral voice, and
every voter of the City of London has
tecerved a circular, requesting his pre-
sence here. The question we have to
submit 15 not very well fitted for declam-
atory appeals ; and if we would make
a good use of the short time we have,
to address ourselves to your judgments,
we must beg your attention to what may
appear very dry matter. We have come
heie to ask you to consider whether you
will give your votes 1n favour of Mono-
poly or Free Tiade. Now, by free trade I
do not mean the thiowing down of all
custorn-houses.  One of yom candidates,
Mr Barmg—mn pwme ignorance, I pre-
sume, for I will not suppose he would
wsult you by inventing such a statement
—actually says that free trade means the
abolition of all custom-house duties.
We have said, thousands of times, that
our object is not to take away the
Queen’s officers fiom the custom-house,
but to take those officers away who

sit at the receipt of custom to take
tithe and toll for‘the benefit of peculiar
classes.

There is something so obviously hon-
est and just in what we advocate, that
there has been no wnter, seated n the
quetude of his closet, who has dis-
cussed the matter—there 1s no wrter, 1
say. with a name having pretensions to
last beyond the year of the publication
of his works, who does not agree with
us mn our doctrines. Nay, we have hved
to see practical statesmen, while they
hold office, actually driven by the force
of sigument and the ntelligence of the
age, to admt the justice of our princi-
ples, while they have basely conde-
scended to practise thewr direct opposite.
Nay, more, your candidates, both of
them, stand upon the same ground as
to avowal of principle, The difference
1s, that one will honestly and consistently
carry out his opinions—the other refuses
to do so. Now, our business is to ask
you, whether you will take a man for
your representative who, acknowledging
free tiade to be just — though 1 con-
fess I beiieve he does not know much
about 1t—yet refuses to act up to his
professions? Will you take him, or a
man who, after avowmg our principles,
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will go into Parliament pledged and de-
termmed to carry them out?

Oui chairman has said that Mr. Baung
admits our prmeciples to be true m the
abstract—that 1s, that his own principles
are untrue 1 the abstract. IDid you
ever hear of a father teaching his childien
to obey the Ten Commandments—in
the abstiact? Did you ever know the
plea to go down at the Old Baiey, after
a verdict of gmlty had been 1eturned, of
¢ Oh, Idud steal the pocket-handkerchief
—but only m the abstriact >?  Is mono-
poly an abstraction? If it be, T have
done with Mi Banngand this election ;
but the abstraction presents itself
bodily form under the shape of certam
monopolists, who diminish, by one-half,
yow supply of sugar, and cut off large
slices from your loaves. Now, that 1s
no abstiaction.

Let us for a moment condescend to
mect the arguments of our opponents,
although, in pont of fact, these gentle-
men have put themselves out of comt
by their own admission. What are the
grounds upon which they refuse to carry
mto practice principles which they ad-
mit to be true mn theory? Why (they
say), to start with, that, if you do give
up monopoly, it will be impossible for
you to raise the national revenue, Now,
1f T understand this, 1t is, that we have
so much taxation to pay to the Queen
for the suppoit of our naval, military,
and civil establishments, that we never
can get on unless we place a burden
of neaily equal weight on our shoulders
m the shape of conuibutions payable
to the Duke of Buckingham and Co.
‘What does 1t mean, 1if 1t does not mean
that? Itis a poor complment to the
present age that this mgument was never
discovered until our own day ; for when
monopoly was first established, nobody
thought of making use of that argument.

Now, let us see how the imposition
of monopolies can aid the revenue Take
corn, angl go back only to the time of
your own memory. During the four
years of 1834, 1835, 1836, and 1837,
the average price of corn was 455 It
so happened that the Chancellor of the
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Exchequer had, during these years, a
surplus of revenue ; he could afford to
come forwaid and remit taxation. But
then we had the four years of 1838, 1839,
1840, 1841, when monopoly did ity
worst for the people, but when, accord-
g to the arguments of its supporters,
it should have done its best fo1 the
revenue. And what was the 1esult?
Why, a decliming 1evenue.  And when
coin cost 65s. per quarter, the Premicr
admutred that the ability of the working
classes to pay any more taxation was
exhausted, and that he had no alterna-
tive but to levy an mncome-tax uvon the
muddle classes.  Now, I like to go to
facts and expeiience, 1 preference to
authonty ; and I take this expeuence,
as a much better gmde 1 formmg my
opmuons, than anything Mr. Baung can
say.

};&nd now then for sugar. Here we
have another great monopoly. And let
me remind you, citizens of London, that
you are fighting sugar monopolists m
the City rather than bread monopolists
—that aristociacy of the sugar-hogshead,
to which I have so often referred—that
1s the monopoly which you have now to
deal with — a most 1gnoble oligarchy.
Mincing-lane cries aloud for protec-
tion. And what has sugar done for the
revenue? What 15 the piice of suga
in bond? 21s. per cwt. What do you
pay for 1t? 41s per cwt. Here you
have 2o0s additional on three or four
millions of cwts, ; an item worth fight-
ing for, 151t not? And you, the shop-
keepers, butchers and bakeis, grocers
and drapers of London, what good do
you obtain fiom this monopoly? There
is this mysterious character, Monopo-
ly, sitting at your tea-tables, and for
every lump of sugar put into your cup,
presto !—there 1s another taken out of
the basin  And when your wives and
children look up, and ask for the lump
of sugar which they have earned, and
which they think fairly belongs to them-
selves, this mysterious assailant, Mono-
poly, says he takes 1t for your protection.
Well, now, what does the revenue lose
by sugar? Mr. Macgregor, the Secrctary
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to the Board of Trade, in his evidence
before the Import Duties Commuttee in
1840, showed that, 1f the monopoly mn
sugar wele abated, the people would
have double the quantity at the same
price, and that three milhons of money
additional would be poured into the
Exchequer. Mr. Macgregor 1s still the
Secretary of the Board of Trade, and
most fit he is to fill the sitnation. Such
was his evidence, and m 1t 1s published
to the world our condemnation of the
present system.

Now, what 1s the pretence for mono-
poly 1n sugar? They cannot say that it
benefits the revenue; neither 1s it 1n-
tended to benefit the farmer mn England,
o1 the negro 1n the West Indies  What,
then, 1s the pretence set up? Why, that
we must not buy slave-grown sugar. I
believe that the ambassador from the
Brazils 1s here at present, and I think I
can 1magine an interview between him
and the President of the Board of Trade.
His Excellency 1s admutted to an inter-
view, with all the courtesy due to s
rank, He delivers his credentials; he
has come to arrange a treaty of com-
merce. 1 think I see the President of
the Board of Trade calling up a solemn,
earnest, pious expression, and sayng,
¢ You are from the Brazils; we shall be
happy to trade with you, but we cannot
conscientiously recewve slave-grown pio-
duce.” His Excellencyis a good man
of business (most men are who come to
us from abroad to settle commercial
matters) : so he says, ¢ Well, then, we
will see if we can trade together in some
other way. What have you to sell us?’
¢ Why,” returns the President of the
Board of Trade, ‘cotton goods; in these
articles we are the largest exporters in
the world.” ¢Indeed,” exclaims his Ex-
cellency, * cotton, did yousay? Where
15 cotton brought from>’ ¢ Why,” re-
phes the Mimster, ‘ hem ! —chiefly from
the United States;’ and at once the
question will be, ¢ Pray, is 1t free-grown
cotton, or slave-grown cotton?’ Now,
1 leave you to mmagine the answer, and
I leave you also to picture the counten-
ance of the President of the Board of

FREE TRADE VI 43

Trade. [At this moment sometlung
gave way at the back of the stage, and
a tnfling interruption ensued.] Do not
be afraid (continued the hon. Gentle-
man), it 1s only a form which has fallen;
it is symptomatic of the fall of the mo-
nopohists. Now, have any of you had
your humanity entrapped and your sym-
pathies bamboozled by these appeals
against slave-grown produce? Do you
know how the law stands with regard to
the sugar trade at present? We send
our manufactures to Brazil, as it 155 we
bring back Brazilian sugar; that sugar
15 refined 1 this country — refined n
bonded warchouses, that 1s, warehouses
where English people are not allowed to
get at it—and 1t 1s then sent abioad by
our merchants, by those very men who
are now preaching against the consump-
tion of slave-grown sugar. Ay, those
very men and their connections who aie
loudest in their appeals agamnst slave-
grown sugar have bonded waiehouses in
Laverpool and London, and send this
sugar to Russia, to China, to Tuikey, to
Poland, to Egypt; m short, toany coun-
try under the sun; to countries, too,
having a population of 500,000,000 ;
and yet these men will not allow you to
have slave-grown sugar here. And why
151t so ? Because the 27,000,000 of peo-
ple here are what the 500,000,000 of
people of whom I have spoken are not
—the slaves of this sugar oligarchy.
Because over you they possess a power
which they do not over others, Oh,
hypocrites! The Mahometans have
gradations of pumshment in a future
state for different kinds of sins, and the
very lowest depth of all is assigned to
hypocrites. I should not wonder, when
the Turks hear of Mr. Baung, and the
arguments uttered in the House of Com-
mons, if they were to offer up prayers
for the poor hypocrites of this country.
And these are the grounds on which, in
this eighteen hundred and forty-third
year, you are called upon to ieturn a
man to Parliament to uphold monopoly,
in order that a few men m the City may
sell you your sugar 205 per cwt. dearer
than’ the natural price of the market of

¢
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the world. It isa dirty, a base and sor-
did conspiracy. I have said 1t before,
and I will say it now, I would rather
be governed for a time by a despot hke
Mehemet Al—a despot, yet a man of
genus—than I would knuckle down to
a sordid austocracy, such as the sugar
ohgarchy. Thus the men who maintain
monopoly by such arguments are the
men from whom you might expect to
hear complants, that we, happening to
have for half the year our domiciles 1n
Lancashire, should presume to have a
voice in the election here.

I see by to-day’s paper that Mr. Bar-
ing says that we have no direct inter-
est in this election, 'What, 1s there a
law passed which I am not called upon
to obey in Lancashire as well as here?
Does the sugar ohgarchy content 1tself
with plundering its own constituents
and neighbours? No, they plunder
Lancashire too. And oh, this comes
well from the monopolists. It is but
consistent that the men who would cut
us off from the intercourse of the world,
should attempt to cut off Middlesex from
Lancashire. The project shows the ex-
tent and range of their intellects. 1Itis
carrying out thewr principles, 1t 1s let-
ting us know fully and clearly what
they would be at. But when I speak of
these men, do not let me be misunder-
stood as having ymphed that the larger,
or evena large portion of the merchants
of your city, are on the side of restric-
tion. I deny that the monopolists of
the City have the best or richest men in
their ranks. I can appeal to the declar-
ations and writings of some of the most
emument and wealthy men among them
for proof that they possess different sym-
pathies from the monopolists, and very
different grades of intelligence. There
are men 1n the City who know well the
direct and the immediate connection
between the prosperity of the great
manufacturing districts and this great
metiopolis.  There was one man in
particular—I allude to Mr. Rothschild
—who was a man possessing an intellect
that would have made him great in any
walk of life, and who saw and grasped
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the commercial operations of the woild.
Ile knew well that he, sitting here in
London, was but the munister, the pass-
ive instrument for effecting the exchange
between the manufacturing districts and
the great pioducing countries of the
Continent. In his evidence before the
Bank Commuittee in 1832, are these
words :—

*What I recewve in large sums, other
people receive m small sums, 1 buy on
the Exchange bills drawn from Liverpool,
Manchester, Newcastle, and other places,
and which come to every banker and mer-
chant 1n London. I purchase 6000/. or
7000/ , and sometimes ro,000l. of those
bills in a week, and I send them to the
Continent to mv houses ; my houses pur-
chase against them bills upon this coun-
try, which are purchased for wine, wool,
and other commodities.'

Mr. Rothschild, had he been living now,
would not have come forward and said,
¢ Lancashire, I have no sympathy with
you;' and I am happy to add that one
bearmg his name, and I believe hisson,
15 one of the warmest supporteis of Mr.
Pattison.

There is another gentleman in the
City, who, 1f wealth commands respect,
has nches enough, and who, if intelli-
gence has any claim on your admiration,
can bear comparison with any that can
be opposed to him—I allude to Mr.
Samuel Jones Lloyd. In a pamphlet
written by this gentleman in 1840, he
sys i—

“Who can fail to feel an mnterest in that
great hive of industry? That noble,
though new-born metropolis of trade,
which presents so splendid a concentration
of the most ennobling quahties of man—
honesty, industry, mtelligence, energy, en-
terprise, steadiness of purpose, freedom of
thought, hiberality of sentiment. As an
Enghshman, 1 may be proud of the town
and trade of Manchester. Again, the pros-
perity of Manchester is another expres-
sion for the well-being of England. When
that great town, and the imimense popula-
tion dependent upon it, cease to advance
1n prospenty and wealth, the star of Eng-
land has culminated. Failing trade will
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soun undermme the foundation on which
every other mterest rests Our teemung
population, deprived of employment, will
soon convert this fair and happy land into
a warren of paupers. Nor can the retro-
grade movement stop even at this stage
A dense population, maddened by dis-
appointment, and 1endered desperate by
irremechable want, will soon fall into a
state, from the contemplation of which one
may well turn away *

I am reading the opinion of one en-
titled to take his place with the wealth-
fest and, I opine, with the most intelli-
gent of your City merchants and bankers;
but this is not a question which has to
be#ettled by great, rich merchants only.
Are there not other classes as deeply
interested in the matter as are these ?

I see in this election a disposition to
make it a property election; and, by
way of stimulating the zeal of men of
property, we are told that this is an
Anti-Corn-law League election, and
that the men of the League have a dis-
position to subvert property ; and I am
specially charged with having said some-
thing calculated to loosen the bonds
which bind men to observe the rights of
property. Now, gentlemen, I think, if
anybody in the country can say he is
the advocate of the nghts of property,
I am the man. Why, my whole labour
m public, for the last five years, has
been to restore the nights of property to
those unjustly deprived of them. = As
there is one particular property which
Mr. T. Baring seems to have lost sight
of, T don’t know that I could do better
than refer him to Adam Smith. That
writer says i—

‘The property which every man has in
his own labour, as 1t 1s the original found-
ation of all other property, so it 1s the
most sacred and inviclable The patri-
mony of a poor man hes m the strength
and dexterity of his hands, and to hinder
hin from employing this strength and dex-
terity 1n what manner he thinks proper
without injury to his neighbour, is a plam
violation of the most sacred property It
1s a manifest encroachment upon the just
hberty both of the workman and of those
who mght be disposed to employ him.’
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Now, haviug thus the countenance of
Adam Smith for the assertion, I must
say I think that Mr. T. Baring, his
aiders and abettors, in so far as they
support the Corn-laws and other mono-
polies, violate the nght of property in
the labouiing man; and by so doing, I
tell them now, as I did at the last
meetmng, that they thus undermine the
nghts of property of all kinds.

But allow me, gentlemen, to recall
your attention for a moment to the -
terests of the great body of the electors
in the metropolis. I will leave these
millionnaires to take care of themselves,
which they can do very well ; but will
take the shopkeeper, skilled artisan, and
labourer, and ask what interest they can
have 1n any support of monopaly ?” Can
you, 1n the metropolis, be any longer
hoodwinked by those who say that the
abohtion of the corn and sugar mono-
poly is a manufacturers’ question? I
should like to ask the shopkeepers what
kind of trade they have had for the last
five years? I would ask them, when
communing with their wives and fami-
lies, what do they calculate as the re-
turn of the year and the prospect of the
next? They may not have felt the re-
vulsion as soon as the manufacturers;
but how, I should Like to know, how
long was it after our first deputation of
1839 that the cause which was at work
with us began to prey on therr interests?
‘Why, 15 there a trade you carry on in
the metropolis, of the wholesale and
manufacturing kind, that has not the
best customers in the manufacturing
districts? Take the bookselling trade,
which appeals to the minds of the peo-
ple. 1 venture to say that one-half of
the popular literature that is furmished
by London finds its way into the manu-
factunng districts. I take the distillers,
the brewers, the wholesale chemists, the
sitversmiths and jewellers; and do you
find that the travellers of those houses
go to the county of the Duke of Buck-
ingham for orders ?—are they not rather
packed off straight for Manchester, or
Glasgow, or Liverpool, or some such
emporium of manufactures? Well, take
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again your domestic trade. Do you de-
pend for customers on the half-score of
gentlemen who are sugar monopolists,
or on the general passers-by befoie your
doors? Ilow often do you see one of
those sugar lords m your shop; and
when you do, do they give you twice
the piice for your goods that they make
you pay for thewr sugar? Your tradeis
are supporters of traders; but not a
twentieth, or fiftieth, or one hundredth
of those who uphold trades and manu-
factures are landlords or sugar lords,
who, nevertheless, cause all the mischief
they can to the community. And when
that mischief has gone so far that it
reaches the revenue, your business 1s
overhauled—you have a tax upon in-
come to meet, and pleasant surcharges,
m order to make up what the great
monopolists have taken fiom the Queen’s
Exchequer. Will you have again skilleds
artisans —men who surpass all other
workmen m the more delicate and re-
fined manufactures, and whose full em-
ployment can be alone secured by a full
demand 1n the manufacturing as well as
in other districts? How can any one,
then, have the impudence, the effrontery
to draw a distinction between the n-
terests of the people of London and of
the people of Lancashire? Iwnll take
your most fashionable streets—Regent-
street, if you choose—and I will ask, do
the shopkeepers in that street number
amongst thewr best customers the land-
lords or the sugar lords? I called on a
jeweller there the other day, and I asked
him what sot of season he had. *Very
poor,” he replied. ‘How 1s that,’” said
I, ‘rents are pretty good this year?’
‘I don't care,’ said he, ‘if I never see a
lord come 1nto my shop, for even if they
buy they dom’t pay me. The people
we rely on for custom are,” added he,
‘those brought up by the Birmingham
Railway; but there lately have not been
so many as there used to be, and our
trade will never be what 1t was until we
get these summer birds again to pluck.’

But I should only waste your time 1f
T adduced any arguments to piove that
your interest, or any intetest in the
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community save that of the monopolists,
1s not benefited by monopoly. And the
object of this meeting 1s to call upon the
electors to vindicate your rights, and to
assert the mterests of the whole com-
munity. Now how ate you to do that?
Why, first, every voter will, T hope,
promptly register his vote m favour of
M. Pattison.  Oh, what a bright mus-
ter-roll of votes we shall have against
monopoly ! T trust that those who live
at a distance will make a pilgnumage
mn the cause of Free Trade. If you
who have not votes live outside the
City districts, look up the Liverymen,
and see that they vote in favour of Fiee
Trade. 1 see, by the papers, that the
Attorney-General has turned canvasser.
Well, now, I should think that any of
our friends of the League will make
as good a canvasser as the Attorney-
General. It is not merely Lancashire
that looks to you. This meeting 1s an
unique mode of canvassing. The at-
tention of the civilised world is fixed
upon our struggle. A friend of mine
went to America some time ago, for the
purpose of ndoctrinating the people
there with a horror of slavery. The
first thing he saw 1n the newspapers was
a denunciation of his proceeding, and a
desire expressed that he should go home
and emancipate the white slaves of
England, who were taxed 1 their food.
What does Commodore Napier say as
to his reception 1 Egypt by the shrewd
old Turk, Mehemet Ali? ¢ Our system,’
sud he, ‘may be a bad one, but we
have grown under it ; and when I send
wheat to England I find I cannot sell 1t
at a profit, for there is a monopoly in
bread there.” In the Na#wnal 1 was
reading the other day this statement
(and that, be 1t remembered, is the ul-
tra-Liberal journal of France): ‘ You’
(speaking of England) ‘should erase
from your standard the hon, and place
m its stead the starving operative craving
a morsel of bread.” This is the way
that foleigners speak of us; this is the
way mn which our mussionaries are met
It 1s now for you, the voters of London,
to decide whether you will submit your



1843

necks voluntaiily to tlus bondage—
whether you will bow befoire this Jug-
gernaut, or, by an effort woithy of your-
selves and of the occasion, strike off for
ever the fetters that have manacled this
countiy.

Gentlemen, it may be done, and 1t
will be done, I tell you 1t 1s a winning
game, Itis a Iooto 1, if we all exert
ourselves, that we shall sncceed ; but
our opponent, on this occasion, is one
who, 1f we credit reports, either by
himself or his agents, resorted, m an-
other place, to practices which we must
not allow in the City of London. Now,
we must all know what was done in
Yarmouth 1n 1833. I may be told that
our present candidate knew nothing
about 1t.  The question naturally arises,
who did it? Itis my firm belief that no
cortuption ever takes place but that the
candidate knows 1t and pays for it. I
say that, after having been a candidate
myself. I never paid 10/ without
knowing for what; and 1 don’t think
that 12,000/. would be advanced by a
candidate without value received. Now,
I see by the newspapers that the same
practice is likely to be resorted to m a
small portion of London. Considering
that it is the largest, it is one of the
honestest constituencies in the kingdom ;
but there is a shght canker eating mto
one of the extremities of the metiopolis
But T think 1t nght to warn all paities
Likely to be implicated of the danger
which they will run now, beyond what
they ever did hefore, in taking bribes o1
teats, Inthe first place, if a poor votel
be told ¢Let it be: 1t will be all night,
when the time fixed by law after the
election is over ;” I must tell him that
there is no time after the election for
head-money or any other money. The
League 15 determmed on putting down
bribery as one of its noble objects ; and
the plan we have determined on for
effecting this puipose we mean to put m
force at the present election. 1ltis our
intention to prosecute ciimnally every
one against whom we think can be
established the charge of taking, offering,
giving, or offerng to take a bribe. 1t
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15, in the next place, the intention of the
League to offer a reward of 100/, for
such evidence as may lead to the con-
viction of such parties as are chaiged
with those acts. Let, therefore, the
poorest voter know, that if he offers his
vote for a sum of money, it 1s an indict-
able offence; and if any one offers
moncy to him, that is also an indictable
offence. Indeed, if any one should offer
a poor voter money, I should 1ecommend
him mstantly to seize hum by the collar,
hand him over to a police-officer, and
take him before the nearest magistrate,
seeing that he does not destioy any
papers or take anything out of lus
pocket by the way. But I think we
shall succeed 1n putting down bribery in
the City

I shall not say anything about pe-
titions to unseat a candidate, because we
do not intend that Mi. Baung shall
win; but whether he win o1 lose, every
man against whom a chaie can be
established of taking a biibe, giving a
bribe, or offering a bribe, shall be prose-
cuted criminally n a court of law.  The
penalty has been, 1in ordinary cases, that
the culprit should kick his heels for
twelve months within the fowr walls of
a gaol. Now we should much prefer
to prosecate the man who offers a bribe,
to him who receives 1t ; and, therefore,
I advise the poo1r elector, who may get
305, to keep a sharp look-out and see
if he cannot honestly get 100/, Why,
1s 1t not astonishing that we should have
Acts of Parhament on Acts of Parha-
ment, that we should have hundreds of
them, n fact, one after another, until
they have become a laughing-stock in
the House of Comvmons, and that yet no
one should have thought befoie of this
plan of putting down bribery? Anan-
ecdote 15 told of Chancellor Thuilow,
before his elevation to the peeiage, that,
defining bitbery very minutely, and after
the fashion of technical lawyers, some
wag said of the display, ‘ he has taken
a great deal of pans to define what
bribery 1s, as if there was anybody m
the House that did not understand it.’
And this, gentlemen, 15 our plan for
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putting an end to bribery—not going to
a Committee of the House of Commons,
but straight to a jury of our countrymen,
We will do that in every place where
bubery 1s carnied on; and we have a
List, and pretty minute particulars, of all
the transactions that took place at the
last election.

Can any man deny that the object we
seek 1s as pure as the means by which
we hope to effect 1t ?  They may talk as
thev please of our violence, and of the
1evolutionary character of our proceed-
mgs. Why, ow tactics from the first
have been most peaceable. We have
been accused of bemg, on that account,
somewhat lakewaim, and that, having
some property, and belonging to the
middle classes, we did not appeal suf-
ticiently strong to the physical force of
the country. I can foigive a candidate
at a losing election for some fictions ;
but Mr. Baring has not exhibited a very
brilliant fancy in his inventions. When
he talked of the guillotine and a san-
guinary revolution, it was but a poor
travestie of a travestie acted n the
House of Commons—the assassination
farce. Gentlemen, our object 15 what 1
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have always declared it—the benefit of
the whole commumity. I admit that
some may suffer a temporary loss fiom
the abolition of a monopoly, but I ven-
ture to say that, in the end, there will
be no class that will not be permanently
benefited by the removal of those unjust
laws.

Mimnd you, I do not come here as the
opponent of the farmers and agricultur-
ists; I come charged with the authonty
of twenty-five county meetings m the
open air, every one of which pledged
itself to seek the abolition of those laws
I say, therefore, that, m voung for Free
Trade, you will not be merely promoting
your own interest, but the best interests
of every class, With such an object, I
expect you will act like men having
justice and humanity to guide and direct
you ; and the next time I appear before
a London audience. I hope I shall have
to congratulate you on that triumph
which will be hailed through the length
and breadth of the land ; for the result
of your contest will be as a knell of de-
spair throughout the kingdom, or the
proud signal of a speedy triumph.

<D DI
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AFTER many wanderings m distant
counties, I really feel myself revived on
finding myself once more amongst my
old fiiends, with the same smuling faces,
the same hearts in the same places, and
m this cradle of the agitation of the
Anti-Corn-law League. You have heaid
something said of the labours which
some of us have undergone for this
cause I don’t know—if we could have
foreseen, five years ago next month,
the arduous duties upon which we were
entering—whether we should have had
the moral courage to undertake them.
I beheve we are all now willing to ad-
mit that, when we commenced the agi-
tation of the Anti-Corn-law League, we
had not the same compreheusive views
of the interests and objects involved m
the agitation that we now have. Iam
afiaid, if we must confess the truth,that
most of us entered upon this struggle
with the behef that we had some dis-
tinct class mterest in the question, and
that we should carry 3t by a manifesta-
tion of our will in tlus district agamst the
will and consent of other portions of the
community. I beheve that was out
mmpression.  If there is one thing which
more than another has elevated and
dignified and ennobled this agitation, it
15 that, in the progress of the last five
years, we have found, giadually but
steadily, that every mterest and every
object, which every part of the commu-
mty can justly seek, harmonises perfect-
ly with the views of the Anti-Corn law
League.

I cannot help referning to the remarks
which have been made by my friend
Mr. Pearson, upon a subject which does
not usually come under our considera-
tion ; but if there was one pomt which
might be considered more than another
likely to be a stumbling-block in the
way of Free Traders, it 1s that question
which he has so ably handled to-mght;
and as I know that monopoly has been
drawmg upon the humane feclings of
the commumty 1 order to sustain 1ts
sugar monopoly, by pretending com-
miseiation for the slaves, I am very glad
mndeed that this ground has been so
completely and effectually cut from un-
der them by one whose motives must be
above suspicion, for he took a part m
the abolition of slavery many years ago.
But how few of us there were who, five
years ago, believed that, 1n seeking the
repeal of the Corn-law, we were also
seeking the benefit of the agriculturists !
And 1f we had not had the five years’
experience we have —if we had not per-
severed for the five yeais that we have
been m existence as a League—we
should not have had the opportumty of
demonstiatmg the benefits which agii-
culture will receive from the adoption
of the prmciples of Free Trade. This
only proves, gentlemen, that what 1s
tiue 1equires but time to estabhsh it m
men’s minds. Time and truth against
all the world.  But you must have time ;
and that time which destroys everything
else only establishes tiuth, We had at
the commencement of ow career to en-
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counter the agncultunsts, flushed with
prosperity fiom high prices ; and they
behieved that then prosperity would be
permanent, as many of us bclieved that
our adversity would be permanent. But
it has been found that what then mjured
us reacted upon those who thought that
they had an interest 1 njuring us.
There 1s nothing mconsistent m our
position to say that the agiicultuusts
have denived no benefit from the mjury
inflicted upon us.

We are told sometimes that we are -
consistent, because we don’t admit that
the agnicultunsts benefit by our injury.
It would be very monstious indeed, in
the moral government of thus woild, 1f
one class of the commumty could per-
manently benefit at the expense of the
musery and suffering of the rest. But,
gentlemen, here 1s this mmportant dis-
tinction to be borne in mind, that al-
though agriculturists may not benefit
themselves ultimately, that 1s no reason
why they should not inflict great misery
upon us. You may stiike a blow, and,
though that blow may be mortal to
another, its 1ecoill may be mortal to
yourselves; but 1t 1s no less a mortal
blow to him you strike, because you
strike yourselves also. Now, we re-
quured this experience to show the agri-
culturist that his permanent imterest 1s
m the prosperity of his customers, and
if we have done nothing else 1n the five
years that we have been in existence
than to show the agniculturists what 1s
their tiue interest, and to show them
aiso what they are capable of doing
upon the soil, we should have spent all
our money and all our labour to very
good purpose. I have been into most
paits of the countiy amongst the agri-
cultunists,—I may say, by the way,
that I have been exceedingly well re-
cerved by the great body of the agii-
cultunsts — that I have no reason to
complain of the courtesy erther of the
land-owneis or the farmeis m any part
where I have been—that I have found
men, noblemen and gentlemen, directly
opposed to me and my views, who have
yet not hesitated on many occasions to
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take the chair at ow meetings, and to
secute a fair hearmg and far play for
all parties: and this I venture to say,
that there 15 not a county mn England
wheire I have been to address a meeting,
where I should not be as well 1ecerved
at any farmers’ market ordinaiy, as any
landowner professing to be a ‘ farmer’s
friend * in that county.

Well, I have naturally aken some
interest sice my retuin i what has
been gomng on in the counties that I
have visited ; and I say that, 1f our agi-
tation has had no other advantage than
in the stimulus 1t has given to the ag-
cultural community, our money and our
time wiil have been well expended. 1
never take up a newspaper now fiom
the agncultural districts, containing a
1epoit of one of their agricultural meet-
ings (and thus is the petrod of the year
when they are holding them 1n all parts),
but I find, mingled with occasional ap-
prehensions of what the League 1s go-
ing to do, one umversal cry—* Improve
your agriculture.” There is not one of
the Members of Parhiament, who sit on
the monopolist benches, and who has
gone amongst his constituents to attend
their agricultural dinners, but has carried
with him some one panacea or other
that 1s to enable farmers to brave the
rivahly which they now see 1s mevitable
with foreign countries. One says, ¢ Sub-
soil your land;’ another, ¢Thorough-
dram your land;’ another, ‘Grub up
your fences ; ’ another, ¢ Take care and
mprove the breed of stock ;’ another,
‘You have not good farmsteads for your
manute ;’ and one worthy gentleman of
my own county, Sussex, Sir Charles
Burrell, has gone back to the nostrum,
that the farmers must take to growing
white carrots,  Well, 1t 1s something,
at all events, to find that theie 15 now
acknowledged to be room for improve-
ment 1n Bntish agriculture.

But we have further acknowledg-
ments, which are very important indeed
m our case. I took up a newspaper—
I had one sent to me yesterday—from
Essex. There I find that a meeting has
been held in Colchester, and the gentle-
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man who presides (the president of the
East Essex Agricultural Society) 15 the
gentleman who signed the printed cucu-
lar that was sent round throughout that
division of the county, begging the farm-
ers and agncultunsts generally to come
up and put me down when I wisited
Colchester Now, I'll give you the
opimon of this gentleman upon the
Corn-law :—

*Mr Bawtry said he had no pretensions
to be a prophet; butif so, he should pie-
dict that, at no very distant peniod, agn-
culture would he left to stand upon 1its
own legs—that the adventitious piotection
which 1t now derived from legislative en-
actments would be withdrawn , and, there-
fore, the question for the farmers was, how
should they be best piepared to meet the
crisis?

Well, what 1s his remedy ?—

‘He thought 1t would be at once ad-
mitted that their sole consideration must
be to make up the deficiency m the value
of agricultural produce, by increasing the
amount of production ’

Now, gentlemen, this is an important
admission—that they have not hitherto
done as much as they might have done
to improve the cultivation ; and 1t is an
admussion, too, that they are only now
stimulated to make by our agitation.

But what can be done? I don’t come
here to talk agncultumie to you on my
own knowledge; but I quote from the
speeches of gentlemen opposed to us at
therr agricultural meetings. What then
can be done? I see that a Mr. Fisher
Hobbes (and I may tell you that Mr.
Fisher Hobbes wrote a letter in the
newspapers agamst me in Essex, and
that he is one of the most emnent
agnicultunists there) says, at the same
dmner,—

‘He was aware that a sprrit of improve-
ment was abroad. Much was said about
the tenant-farmers doing more. He agreed
they mught do more . the soil of the coun-
try was capable of greater production, 1f
he said one-fourth more, he should be
within compass. But that could not be
done by the tenant-farmer alone- they
must have confidence , it must he done by
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leases, by draming, by extending the length
of fields, by knocking down hedgerows,
and clearing away trees which now shielded
the corn  They did not want trees, which,
if they stood for forty years, were not mn a
much better position, but were only worth,
perhaps, 25, while at the same time they
were reducing the value of the crop from
20s. to 30s. a-year.

Well, gentlemen, here is some homage
pawd, at all events, to the Anti-Corn-law
agitation—the admission, by one of the
highest authonities m Essex, that the
land can produce one-fourth moie than
it has produced. I see at the meet-
mg of the Liverpool Association, Lord
Stanley makes a sumilar statement ; and
a M: Bmns, who was one of the judges
of stock. at the same meeting declares
that the land 1s capable of producing
double as much—as much agamn as it
now produces.  Well, now, let us take
the lowest estimate—let us suppose that
one-fourth moire can be produced. We
produce only about twenty million quai-
ters of wheat; 1t appeas, now, that
the land can produce, and ought to
produce, five rmllion quartets of wheat
more. That would have saved us all
the famine we went through for four
years after the beginning of our agita.
tation 'Why has this not been pio-
duced? Lord Stanley says, m his
speech at Liverpool, ‘ The farmeis must
not, now-a-days, stand, as their fathers
and grandfathers did, with their hands
behind their backs, fast asleep’ But I
want to ask Loid Stanley why the
farmers’ fathers and grandfathers stood
fast asleep, with their hands behmd
their backs? I charge Loid Stanley,
who came down to Lancaster and talked
about Tamboff being able to send heie
an enormous quantity of wheat—a man
who, knowing better (I cannot charge
him with ignorance)—a man who, know-
ing better all the while, pandered to the
very ignorance he 1s now complaining
of m the farmers, by teling them that
a single province .n Russia could send
38,000,000 quarters of corn here to
swamp them. I chaige it upon Lord
Stanley, and others of his class and
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order, the politicians who tell the
farmer not to rely upon his own exer-
trons, but upon Parliamentary protec-
tion; I charge it on these men that
they are responsible for the farmers
having stood with theirr hands behind
their backs.

Well, gentlemen, then it seems that
one of the effects of the agitation of the
League 1s, that agriculture 1s to improve,
and we are to have at least one-fourth
more corn produced at home—we may
have double ; with all my heart, and we
may then do very well without going
3000 or 4000 miles for corn: but, m
the name of common sense and common
justice, I say, don’t starve the people
here till your prating statesmen, that
come down once a year to talk at their
agricultural dinners, have devised some
plan by which the people may be fed at
home, according to their notions of
production—don’t presume entirely to
stop any inlet for corn from abroad
which the people here may require to
keep them from starvation. I have
never been one who believed that the
repeal of the Corn-laws would throw an
acre of land out of cultivation But not
only now does 1t appear that land 1snot
to be thrown out of cultivation, but, if
we may take the testimony of these gen-
tlemen themselves, all that 1s required
1s free trade m corn, in order that they
may produce one-fourth more than they
do now. And that, recollect, when we
are told by the very same paities—and
their newspapers are now rife with the
same arguments—that our object 1s to
bring agricultural labourers into the
manufacturing districts 1 order to re-
duce wages there, But what do these
very gentlemen admit? That you must
increase cultivation, and that increased
cultivation, as they well know, can only
go on by additional employment of Ja-
Lour upon the soi. You must have
more labour to lay down the diaming
tiles of which Lord Stanley speaks, and
which he recommended to the land-
owners of Vorkshire and Lancashire.
You cannot giub up hedges, you cannot
grub up thorns, you cannot diam or

OCT 19,

ditch, or make any improvement, but
you must call into employment more
agricultural labour.  Our object, there-
fore, 1s not to diminish the demand for
labour 1n the agricultural districts, but
I venily believe, if the principles of Free
Trade were fairly carried out, they would
give just as much stimulus to the demand
for labour in the agiicultural as m the
manufacturimg districts.  Oh, but 1t 1
pleasant to find gentlemen who have
been asleep (for they have been quite as
much asleep as the farmers have), going
down to their agricultural dinners, and
paymg these tributes to the men of
Manchester, who, by these fly-flappers,
have managed to rouse them into a hittle
activity. These squires at dinner re-
mind me of the story of Rip Van Win-
kle, who awoke from his thirty years'
sleep, rubbmg his eyes, and looking
about him for his old scenes and old
connections, and wondermg where he
was. So these squues are rubbing their
eyes, and opemng them, for the first
time, to a sense of their real situation.
Having worked round our agitation to
this point, I think that, so far as argu-
ment goes, our labowms are nearly at an
end. I think the whole case, su fa1 as
discussion goes, is given up, by the re-
ports of the late agricultural meetings.
‘We are the great agricultural mm-
provers of this country. Amongst the
other gloties which will attach to the
name of Manchester will be this, that
the Manchester men not only brought
manufactures to perfection, but that
they made the agriculturists also, in
spite of themselves, bring their trade to
perfection. Now, though the agricul-
turists have much to learn, and many
improvements to make, they are doubt-
less very much in advance of most of
the agriculturists m other countries.
The only fault 1s, that they don’t keep
so much inadvance as the manufacturers
do But that they aic in advance of
most other countries I think we have
sufficient proof: and I was readmg an
American paper this very moining which
gives an illustration of that in a way
that must be quite consolatory to those
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squires who are afraid that they cannot
compete with the Americans 1 see
that at an agncultural meeting m the
State of New York, held at Rochester,
on the 20th September, Mr. Wadsworth,
their president, m the course of his
speech, said, m speaking of this coun-
try,—

'We have tried the English in the field
of war and on the ocean, and the result
had been such that neither might be
ashamed. But theie was a more appro-
pnate field of contest—the ploughed field
—and while England could raise forty
bushels on an acre, whilst we could raise
but fifteen, we must acknowledge that she
was pretty hard to whip, meet her where
we may.

Well, then, gentlemen, we are con-
stantly met and taunted with this ob-
jection :—* If you are not gomng to get
coin cheap, what's the advantage to
be >~~how are you to be able to reduce
wages, and so compete with the for-
exgner 2’ Now, you know this has been
a weak mvention of the enemy, 1 order
to lead the working classes upon a wrong
scent; but I think the expertence of the
last twelvemonth has had one good
effect, at all events, that of convincing
the working people in this distuct that
lower-priced food does not mean also
employment at lower wages. The ob-
Ject of Free Trade 1s not to take foreign
coin, and to prevent the home-grown
corn from bemng sold ; but we have
gone upon the assumption — I don’t
know whether we are correct or not, but
I am afraid we are—that the people of
this country have never been sufficiently
fed with good wheaten bread. Wehave
had a notion that, to four millions at
least in Ireland (and Ireland has its
Corn-law as well as England), wheaten
bread isa luxury only seen occasionally,
and never tasted; and we have a notion
that there are one and a half or two
milhons at the least in this country, who
eat a great deal too much of that root,
agamst the use of which I join some-
what m Cobbett’s prejudice — the po-
tato — unless 1t 1s accompanied with a
good joint of roast beef,—and too hittle
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wheaten biead. Well, the object of
the Free Tradeis 1s (it may be very trite
to tell you, but we must reiterate these
old axguments, for they are always the
best arguments), that these people may
all be able to get a bit of wheaten bread
if they hke to work for it And this,
without preventing the farmers at home
from sending their corn to market, but
by enabling the whole of the woiking-
classes to purchase more of the neces-
sartes and comforts of Ife. Now I
heard this case put at Doncaster the
other day, by Mr. Wnghtson, the mem-
ber for Northallerton—a most estimable
man and a large landed proprietor m
the West Riding of Yorkshire—as pro-
perly as I have heard it put for a long
time, He says :—

‘ The great delusion of our landed gentry
is this : they think, if they can prevent the
hand-loom weaver exchanging his web for
the corn of Amenca, that they keep that
man at home, a customer to themselves
Now (he says) that 1s our greatest delusion
If we would allow that man to exchange
hits web for American corn, he would then
have a considerable surplus of earnings to
lay out with us for fiesh meat, for vege-
tables, for butter, milk, cheese, and other
things But if we prevent that man ex-
changing s web for the corn of America,
we deprive ourselves of him as a customer
for those articles, and we are obliged to
subsist him altogether as a pauper.’

And, gentlemen, I may say it 1s 2 mat-
ter of proud congratulation to us that we
find 1n this country men of the stamp of
Mr. Wrightson, and of that noble Larl
who joined hum on that occasion at the
meeting at Doncaster. It 1s a subject
of proud congratulation for us that we
have men of that stamp belonging to our
landed anstocracy. 1 have myself al-
ways had the impression that we should
find such men come out to join us. It
is something peculiar to the Enghsh
character, to individuality of character,
that you wiil find men, whatever may
be their apparent motives for going with
their order, who will have the moial
courage to come out and jomn the people ;
and I augur well from the presence ot
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Lord Fitzwilham at our meeting. I
hope Lord Spencer will be the next to
follow. 1 hope that such a manly ex-
ample as has been set by Mr. Samuel
Jones Loyd i London, —for most manly
1t was in a gentleman of his 1eputation,
and of lus notorious wealth, to join the
League at the very moment that 1t was
suffering  under the oppiobrium at
tempted to be fastened upon 1t by a
mullionnarre of the City,—a most manly
act it was of Mi. Samuel Jones Loyd at
that time to throw himself mto the ranks
of the Leaguers ; and, I say, IThope the
example of such men as my Lord Fitz-
wilham and Mr. § J Loyd will be fol-
lowed by otheis nearer home, m Man-
chester.

I can make allowance for, and can
duly appteciate, the causes wlich may
deter gentlemen of influence—gentlemen
to whom parties look up, whom a wide
circle 1espect and follow m evely move-
ment; I can make allowance for the
caution with which they may hestate to
jomn such a body as the Ant: Corn-law
League ; but I put 1t to them, whatever
their political opmions may be, whether
the time is not now come at which they
can with safety and propriety jom us as
a body, and whether we have not given
them gumantee sufficient, by the pru-
dence and the caution, and, I will say,
the self-demial with which we have car-
ried on our proceedings, that they will
run no risk, whatever opinions they may
have on“other subjects than thatof Fiee
Trade, of having those opinions in the
shghtest degree offended, or prejudiced
m any way, by jomng us forthwith n
this agitation.

Gentlemen, I think our proceedings
have now been brought to that pomt
where we have disseminated sufficient
knowledye through the country, that we
see the harvest now ripemng for the
sickle, and we must be prepared with
the husbandman to gather in the harvest.
It has bLeen under that impression that
the Council of the Ant1-Corn-law League
has determmed on a course of action
which I will just now buiefly refer to, as
the course which we intend to pursue m
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futme. Tt has been thought that we
have distributed information sufficient
amongst the electoral body to have given
us a very considerable and preponder.
ating strength among the electors. The
next step must be to organisc and render
efficient that strength amongst the elect
o1s  Now, we have gone to woik m
this agitation with the full conviction
that we may cairy out the pumciples of
Free Tiade with the present constitution
of Paihament. We may be night, or
we may be wrong; we are not respon-
sible for the Parlhiament as 1t exists ; we
did not make the present constituencies
as they are; we did not dustribute the
franchice as 1t 1s distributed , but as we
find the constituencies, we, as practical
men, must go to work upon them; and
through the constituencies, through the
electoral body, 1s the only ughteous
and just means of cairymg the repeal
of the Corn-laws. Now, I have never
doubted that the object may be gamed
through the present electoial body. I
have always found, on looking back tn
the history of past events, that public
opmion, when well expressed, could cai-
ry its end m this country, even when
the constituency was not one-hundredth
part so favomable to the expression of
public opmion as it 1s now. Well, on
looking at the present state of the con-
stituencies of this country, the Council
of the League remembered that we have
certamn very laige constituencies, which
are generally favourable to Fiee Trade,
We have such places as Manchester,
Glasgow, Bumngham, and a great many
others, where there will never be an-
other contest on the subject of Free
Tiade. I venture to say, too, that not
one of the boroughs in Scotland will
have to fight a battle 1n favour of Free
Trade. But the representatives of these
large boroughs are countervailed
Pailiament by the votes of smaller con-
stituencies, hike St. Albans and Sud-
bury. How do you get over that diffi-
culty? Why, do you beleve that the
electors of Sudbury and St. Albans are
more favourable to monopoly in their
hearts than the electors of Manchester
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or Bimingham? No ; they are just as
mtelligent, just as nghtly disposed as
we are ; but they are not placed m such
a favourable position for giving ex-
pression to thewr opimons, How is
that to be remedied” I say, lay Man-
chester and Bunmingham alongside of
st. Albans and Sudbury, and you will
give them a moral influence and sup-
poit, and, by persevering m a local
way, you will beat down the influence
of the local monopolist squire who has
been luthetto able to domineer over the
inhabitants of those small boroughs. I
speak of these boroughs merely as a
type of others, where there has been
no countervailing power to step m and
prevent the neighbouring tyrants from
domincering over the constituencies.
The Council of the League have,
therefore, determined that thewr future
operations shall be stnctly electoal.
You have heard that we intend to ar-
range in London a collection of all the
tegistiation hists as soon as they are
published in December ; we will have
mn a cential office n London every
registiation list in the Umited Kingdom.
We will have a ledger, and a large one,
too, and we will first of all record, in
the very first page, the City of London,
prosided 1t 1eturns Mi, Pattison ; and
if not, we will have Manchester first.
In this ledger we shall enter first, n
due succession, each m a page, every
borough that 1s perfectly safe m 1ts re-
presentation for Fiee Trade, There will
be a second list—a second class—those
boroughs that send Members to Paiha-
ment who are moderate monopolists,
who have notions about differential
duties and fixed duties; and we will
have another class, for those who are
out-and-out monopolists. Well, we
may tick off those boroughs that are
_ﬁafe; we go to work m the next place
n those boroughs that are represented
by moderate monopolists, to make them
send Free Traders, and we will urge
upon them i particular to canvass the
electars, and send up a majousty of their
signatuies requuing then Members to
vote for Mr Villiers' motion at the be-
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gmmng of next session. We will make
a selection of so many boroughs as shall
be sufficient to give us a majority m
the House; and I take 1t that those
boroughs will not require to have moie
than 300,000 electors, and upon those
300,000 electors we will begin our fie.
We will give them, through the penny
postage, full acquaintance with all our
proceedings ; we will furmish them with
arguments, put them m possession of
the latest tactics of the enemy, so that
they shall have the refutation of the
youngest-born fallacy always at then
fingers’ ends. We mtend to visit them
by deputation. If my friend Bright
takes one set, and I take another, we
may get over a great many of them,
And we will take somebody else with
us. We will convene these meetings
fiom London; we will send our circu-
lars from London ; there shall be no
party work, the busmess shall not go
mnto the hands of local chiques at all.
We will take a 100m, and meet the
electors by appomntment there, without
the co-operation of any local leaders, so
as to excite no jealousy on either side

And when we have got them there, we
shall try and put this Fiee Trade ques-
tion upon neutral grounds, and see if we
cannot find honest men m all parties
who will jJoin us m putting down mono-
poly. We will organise them ; we will
not go without leaving traces behind us,
and we will leave an organisation to
woik after we are gone; and we shall
take caie to bring away with us a list of
the best men in the borough, with whom
we may correspond on particular busi-
ness. 1 was toid by an old electioneerer
m London, one who had dipped his
fingers pretty deep nto the system we
are gomg to put down,—‘You will
firgghten them moie than anythmng, if
you carty out that part of your plan of
gomg down to sce the electors.” It 1s
the very thing we intend to do ; and we
will do 1t ourselves, too. It is not
metely intimdation we have to contend
with m these small boroughs; the sys-
tem of bribery at the last election was
carried out to an extent which few
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people in this Hall, perhaps hardly
one, have ever dreamt of even in you
worst suspicions. The boroughs weie
Iiterally put up to auction at the Carlton
Club—ay, and at the Reform Club, too
—at the last general election; a price
was fixed upoun them ; and men went up
to London to these chigues and coteries
to know how much they could buy
boroughs for We have got an altera-
tron of the law, which enables any pub-
lic body that deteimines to take that
patriotic task m hand, to prosecute these
bribers in a way that they very hittle
dreamt of when they passed that law.
Now, we intend, as one of the gloiious
objects of the Anti-Corn-law Lumue, to
put down for ever the system of bubu}
i this country. We can expose the -
timidators, and raise a pretty loud cry
against them ; and we will expose them
wherever they aie found exercismg therr
tyrannical acts  But the bribeis we can
and will put down by a jury of our
countrymen.

1 have often expiessed my astonish-
ment that no society was ever formed
similar to the Anti-Felony Societies 1n
the agncultural districts for the prosecu-
tion of sheep-stealeis, whose object was
to put down brbery. Nothing 1s so
sunple ; 1t ought to be done in London
by the House of Commons. But what
1s the process now? A man gets into
Parliament by bribery ; the defeated can-
didate petitions the House to unseat
him; a Commuttee is appointed to ex-
amine mnto the case; the whole system
of bnbery is laid bare m that Com-
mittee ; the scoundrels who have been
the actors m 1t are there, blocking up
the lobbies of the House, enough to
make a man’s blood run chill as he
passes them; there they are, day after
day, exposing their acts of perjury and
subornation ; while the result is, the
Commiuttee declares the siting Member
unseated ; the candidate who petitioned
has to pay just the same expense as the
man who 1s unseated, and he may go
and stand again if he hkes, and go
through the same ordeal for his pains.
What does a Committee of the House
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of Commons do when these men are
proved gulty of the worst crime that
can be conceived,—for what crime can
be more hemous than buying and selling
the franchises, by which the laws of this
country are framed? If a man has hs
pocket picked of his handkerchief, if
the felony 1s made public, he 1s bound
to prosecute, otherwise he 1s held to be
an accessory after the fact; and if he
had taken his passage to America, the
magistrates would make him stop and
prosecute the felon. Yet the House of
Commons allows all these nefarious
practices to go on under 1ts own roof,
and never takes one step to vindicate 1ts
character with the country. I told them
1 the House, on the occasion of Lord
Dungannon’s exposure, —~ Sir Robert
Peel was present, — ‘If you do mnot
order your Attorney-Geuneral to prose-
cute these men, I will belong to a
society out of doors that shall under-
take that task for him.’

The thing can be done; you may put
down bitbery. It has been practised to
an extent of which you are perfectly un-
conscious. With the exception of some
of the new boroughs—and even some
of them have been touched with this
canker—theie 1s hardly a pure borough
to be found in the south of England.
To put the system down there wdl re-
quire a vigoious effort; and the plan
that the League has now adopted m
London will, I hope, do more than any-
thing else that could be done to con-
vince these traffickeis m seats that we
are m earnest. There 1s a placard now
spread throughout London, headed with
the Queen’s arms, offering a rewaid of
100/. for the evidence that shall go to
convict any one who 15 guilty of either
offering or taking a bribe. The course
is by indictment i a criminal court, and
a conviction ensures the offender twelve
months’ mmprisonment, at least; and I
hope that we shall manage to bring
some high game hefore a jury of our
countrymen. You will not convict men
before a Committee of the House of
Commons. There was Lord Dungan-
non, who wrote a cheque for 7004, an
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sent to his agent; that agent was proved
to have just handed over the money to
the men who voted for Lord Dungan-
non; Lord Dungannen is unseated, he
1s mncompetent to sit again during this
Parhament, and yet the Commuttee de-
clared there 1s no proof that bribery
was practised with the cogmzance of
Lord Dungannon. Now, I would like
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to see some of these Lord Dungannons
brought before a jury—an honest jury—
of twelve of our countrymen. Well,
gentlemen, the object we have in view
1> to remove a mighty mjustice, and the
effort that 1t will require will be com-
mensurate. But the effort will be made,
and of 1ts success 1 entertain no doubt
whatever

—mQEET »
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SINCE Ilast had the plea~wie of meet-
mg vou here, I have had the honour of
addiessing many large asscmblies of my
fellow-countrymen, but I can assure you
I 1eturn to this magmficent gathering
with mcreased surprise and gratification
at the ardour and enthusiasm that I see
to prevail n the metropolis. I am told
that we are favomed this night with the
attendance of many visitors who aie
neither very well mnformed, noi, of
course, very much convinced on ou
question. Now, will you, who sit on
the front foum m ow seminary, conde-
scend to make a little allowance if I
give to these young pupils a lesson m
the elementary principles of Free Trade,
and endeavour to send them away as
efficient missionaries as doubtless you
have been 1n our cause? But then, I
hope our good friends the reporters will
spare their fingers, that they may not
convict me of tautology. We will be-
gin at the begmmng Now, we are
‘Free Traders;” and what 15 Free Trade?
Not the pulling down of all custom-
houses. as some of our wise opponcents
the dukes and eails have lately been
trying to persuade the agricultumal la-
bourers ; I should think 1t would do
with nobody else. By Free Trade we
mean the abolition of all protective du-
ties, It 1svery possible that our children,
or at all events their offsprimg, may be
wise enough to dispense with custom-
house duties altogether. They may
think 1t prudent and economical to rae

their 1evenues by direct taxation, with-
out cucumventing their foreign tade
We do not propose to do that , but there
are a class of men who have taken pos-
session of the Custom-house, and have
mstalled therr clerks there, to collect
revenue for their own particular benefit,
and we mtend to remove them out of the
Custom-house.

Now, I want to impress on our new
fitends, these students in Free Trade, to
remmd them of that which I have fre-
quently dwelt upon, and which cannot
be too often repeated, that this system
of monopoly is analogous in every re-
spect to that which existed 250 years
ago under the Tudors and the Stuarts,
when sovereigns gianted monopohes to
the creatures of thewr courts for the ex-
clusive sale of wine, leather, salt, and
other things, and which system our fore-
fathers, at great labour and heavy sacn-
fice, utterly extirpated. One by one
these monopolies were abolished ; and,
not content with destroying the existing
monopohes, they passed a law, which
became, as 1t were, a fundamental prin-
ciple i our Constitution, that no sove-
reign, thenceforth or for ever, should
have the power of granting a monopoly
to anybody for the exclusive sale of any
ncecessaty commodity of life.  Now,
what T want to 1mpress on our young
learners 1s this, that that which sove-
reigns cannot do, a band of men united
together—the selfish ohgarchy of the
sugar-hogshead and the flour-sack —
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have done. They have got togethar m
the House of Commons, and by thewr
own Acts of Parliament have appropii-
ated to their own classes the very privi-
leges, the self-same monopolies, or mo-
nopolies as injurious in every respect
to the mterests of the people, as those
monopolies were which our forefathers
abohished two centuries and a half ago.
Theie 15 no difference whatever in the
effect of 2 monopoly 1n the sale of suga:
held by a few men, the owners of those
specks of land 1n the West Indies (for
specks they are compared with the
South American contment, the FEast
Indies, Siam, Chma, the Indian Archi-
pelago, and those other countnes from
which sugar nught be supphed); theie
15 no earthly difference m ats cffect on
the community, whether a body of men
mn London take to themselves a mono-
poly m the sale of sugar, or whether
Queen Victona granted that monopoly
to one of the noblemen of her court.
Well, our forefathers abolished this sys-
tem; at a time, too, mark you, when
the sign manual of the sovereign had
somewhat of a divine sanctionand chal-
lenged superstitious reverence in the
minds of the people. And shall we,
the descendants of those men, be found
so degenerate, so unworthy of the blood
that flows in our veins, so recreant to
the very name of ‘ Englishmen,’ as not
to shake off this incubus, laid onas 1t is
by a body of our fellow-citizens ?

I beheve some of our visitors here
to-night are of what.1s called ‘the agn-
cultural nterest.” They are probably
curious to know why 1t 1s that we, pro-
fessing to be Free Traders m everything,
should restrict the title of our association
to that of ‘The National Anti-Corn-
Law League.” I will explain the reason.
We advocate the abolition of the Corn-
law, because we believe that to be the
foster-parent of all other monopoles;
and if we destroy that—the parent, the
monster monopoly—it will save us the
trouble of devourmg all the rest. We
have had now, for more than twenty
years, a succession of Cabmets every
one of them claimmng the merit in the
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eyes of the people of England of bemg
Free-trade Admmstiations; fiom the
year 1823, when Mr. Hushisson pio-
posed his extensive changes m our com-
mercial system,—when he became m-
stalled, as 1t were, the very lion of the
arstocratic cotertes of London, as a
Free Trader—a Fice Trader m silks
and ribbons, French lace, and the like,
—from that time to this we have never
wanted a Government willing to take
the credit to themselves of bemng Fiee
Traders. 1If I wanted an aigument to
convince you that we are nght in the
title that we have taken, and the dircc-
tion we have given to our agitation, I
would show 1t 1 the conduct of Sir
Robert Peel two years ago. He then
boasted that he had piopounded the
laigest measuie of commercial reform
of any Mister i this country; he
birought m bis tanff with an alteration
of 500 or 600 articles theremn. I looked
over it again and again, expecting to
find corn there, but was disappointed.
The nght hon Baionet was asked why
corn was not there?® and his 1eply was,
‘It has always been customary in this
country to treat corn differently fiom
every other item 1 the tanff.’ In that
significant reply of the Prime Mister
do we find a justification for the title of
our agitation, and the direction 1 which
we carry 1t. You will have reform
enough 1n colonial asses, caviare, fiddle-
sticks, and other equally important mat-
ters. You will have all those items
very dihigently attended to Do you
look after corn, and coin will take care
of all the rest. Thus have I told our
new visitors what ¢ Free Tiade’ means,
and why we almost exclusively advocate
the repeal of the Corn-laws, mstead of
taking a wider purpose.

Now, what are the objections alleged
agamst the adoption of Free-trade prin-
ciples? First of all, take the most nu-
merous body — the working class -— by
far the most important in the considera-
tion of this question: for probably mine-
tenths of all the population of this coun-
try are dependent on labour, etthet the
hard work of hands, or the equally hard
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toil of heads I say, take their case
first. We are told this system of restric-
tion is for the benefit of the labourers.
We are informed by the earls, dukes,
and the squires, that the price of corn
regulates the rate of wages; and that,
if we reduce the price of corn by a free
trade 1o that article, we shall only bning
down the rate of wages. Now, I seca
good many working people in this as-
sembly, and would ask them whether,
n any bargain ever made for labour
London, the question of corn or its price
was ever made an element 1n that agree-
ment? Why, look at your hackney-
coach and watermen’s fares, and at your
ticket-porters’ charges. Your own Cor-
poration, 1 their bye-laws and Acts of
Paihament regulating the wages of a
variety of labourers m this metiopolis,
have been strangely oblivious of this
sliding scale of corn, when they have
fixed a permanent rate of wages. I
think I have heard lately something
about women who

*Stitch—stitch~—stitch |
For three half-pence a shut.

I want to know whether the wages of
those poor creatures are regulated by the
price of corn I thought I had settled
that matter, as far as regards the work-
ing man, at the time Sir Robert Peel
brought in his Corn Bill two years ago.
I then moved an amendment to this
effect :—¢ Resolved, That before we pro-
ceed to pass a law having for 1its object
to raise, artificially, the price of bread,
1t 1s expedient and just that we should
first of all consider how far 1t 15 practi-
cable to raise i proportion the wages of
labourers 1n this country.” I was deter-
mined I would stop that gap for the
monopolists for ever ; and accordingly I
brought on my amendment; and was
then mformed by Sir Robert Peel,~—
‘It 1s quite 1mpossible we can fix the
rate of wages m this country. Paiha-
ment has no power to settle the rate of
wages ; that must be settled by the
competition of the world's market.” 1
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forced the monopolists to a division on
this matter, deternmuined that 1t should not |
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be a sham motion ; and we accordingly
had a diviston, The right honourable
Baronet and all his friends walked out
at one door, and 1 had some twenty or
thirty who accompanied me out at the
other, 'We had not been back again m
the House five minutes before this body
of innocents were busy passing a law to
prevent the price of thcir corn bemng
settled by ‘the competition of the world’s
market.” I shall not be surprised some
mght, perhaps when my friend Mr. Vil-
liers brings forward his next motion, in
going down to St. Stephen’s, to see a
bit of paper fixed to the door of that
place with something of this kind wnit-
tenupon1t: ‘ Corn and cattle-dealers to
be found within. No competition al-
lowed with tlse shop over the water.’
Now, the first and greatest count in
my mndictment against the Corn-law 1s,
that it 1s an 1njustice to the labourers of
this and every other country. My next
charge 1s, that 1t 1sa fraud against every
man of capital engaged mn any pursui,
and every peison of fixed income not
derived from land. I will take the trad-
er. I am a manufactuter of clothmg,
and I do not know why, 1n this climate,
and m the artificial state of society
which we live, the making of clothes
should not be as honourable—because
1t 15 pretty near as useful —a pursuit as
the manufacture of food. Well, did you
ever hear any debates i the House to
fix the price of my commodities in the
market?  Suppose we had a majority of
cotton-printers (which happens to be my
manufacture) in the House: and if we
had a majority I have no doubt we
should find Sir Robert Peel quite will-
g to do our work for us: he 1s the son
of a cotton-printer, and I dare say he
would do 1t for us as well as any one
else. Let us suppose that you were
reading the newspaper some fine morn-
g, and saw an account of a majonty of
the House having been engaged the
night before mn fixing the price at which
yard-wide prints should be sold: ¢ Yard-
wide punts, of such a quality, 10d, a
yard ; of such a quality, 94., of such a
qualty. 84 ; of sucha qualty, 77,” and
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soon, Why, you would rub your eyes
with astomishment! You would clear
your spectacles, if you wore any, and
you would doubt your own senses!
The very boys 1 the stieets leading to
Parhiament, and the cabmen and omni-
bus-drivers, would hoot and hiss us out
of the metropolis! Now, did it ever
occur to you that there is no earthly
difference between a body of men, manu-
facturets of corn, sitting down in the
House, and passing a law enacting that
wheat shall be so much, barley so much,
beans so much, and oats so much ?
Why, then, do you look at this mo-
nopoly of corn with such complacency ?
Simply because you and I and the rest
of us have a superstitious reverence
for the owners of those sluggish acres,
and have a very small respect for our-
selves and our own vocation. I say
the Corn-law monopolists, who arrogate
to themselves power 1n the House of
Commons, are practising an mjustice
on every other species of capitalists.
Take the iron trade, for example—a
prodigious interest 1n this country. Iron
of certamn qualities has gone down in
price, during the last five or six years,
from 15/. 105 to §/. 10s. per ton. Men
have seen their fortunes — ay, I have
known them —dwindle away from
300,000/, t1ll now they could not sit down
and write thewr wills for 100,000/ Well,
did any man ever hear in the IHouse of
Commons an attempt made to raise a
cry about these grievances there, or to
lodge a complamt aganst the Govern-
ment or the count1y because they could
not keep up the price of wron? Has any
man come forward there proposing that
by some law pig-1ron should be so much,
and bar-wron of such a price, and other
lands of 1ron m proportion? No; nei-
ther has this been the case with any
other interest 1n the country. But how
1s it with corn? The very first mght I
was piresent in the House this session, I
saw the Prime Muster get up, having
a paper before him, and he was careful
to tell us what the piice of coin had
been for the last fifty yeais, and what 1t
was now. He 1s employed for Iittle else
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but as a kind of corn-steward, to see
how the piices may be kept up for his
mastets,

What are the grounds on which this
system 1s maintained? The farmer is
put forward—the mterests of the farmer
and the farm-labourer are put forward
—as the pretext for mamntainmng this
monopoly. I have heaid the admission
made at agricultuial meetings by land-
loids themselves, that there aie twenty
farmers bidding for eveiy farm, and that
they excuse themselves to the farmeis
at these very meetings that they let then
land at the full value, and they cannot
helpit. It 15 not their fault because
there are these twenty farmers bidding
for every farm that is vacant. Now, [
would ask you, or the merest tyro i
this question, 1if there be twenty farmers
bidding for every farm, and the law can
raise the price of the produce of that
faim, do you think that one out of those
twenty farmers will get the benefit of
that rise m price? Will not the other
nineteen take care that it 15 brought
down by competition to the ordinary
profit of trade in this country? The
farmers have been too long deluded by
the mere cry of ¢ Protection.” We read
of it now in every meetimng— ¢ Protection
to the farmers.” It 1s destruction to the
farmers. The word should be changed
from ¢ protection”’ to ¢ destruction,’ and
it would then be more expressive of the
effect of the Corn-law on the farmers.

‘With respect to the farm-labowers,
our opponents tell us that our object in
bringing about the repeal of the Com-
laws 1s, by reducing the price of corn,
to lower the rate of their wages, I can
only answer upon this pomt for the
manufacturing districts ; but, as far as
they are concerned, I state it most em-
phatically as a truth, that, for the last
twenty years, whenever corn has been
cheap wages have been high in Lanca-
shire ; and. on the other hand, when
bread has been dear wages have been
greatly reduced. Now, I disunctly put
this statement on record, and challenge
any one to controvert it. Wages may
possibly be affected by the price of food
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in the agiicultmal distiets, and 115e and
fall m proportion ; but if they do, 1t 15
simply for this reason—that they have
reached thewr mimimum, or the pont at
which they veige towards what you
mught call slave Jabour, when a man gets
n the best of times only as much as will
keep him m health. When corn 11ses,
equal food must be givento the labourer
to eat, just upon the same primciple as
farmers or others give an equal quantity
of coin to then horses in dea1 years as
they do m periods of cheapness, m order
that they may be mamntamed m health,
and be equal to the amount of labour
which 1s wanted of them. But when-
ever the value of labour nises and falls
in the agricultural districts with the
price of food, 1t must be because those
wages have previously sunk to that
pomnt which 15 next in degree to the
wages which slaves obtain for ther
labour. Now, let me be fully under-
stood as to what Fice Tiaders 1eally
do want.  We do not want cheap corn
meiely m order that we may have low
money prices. What we desire 1s plenty
of coin, and we are utterly careless
what 1its price 1s, provided we obtamn 1t
at the natwal pnice.  All we ask 1s this,
that corn shall follow the same law which
the monopolists 1n food admit that la-
bour must follow ; that ‘it shall find 1ts
natwal level m the markets of the
world.’

And now, what would be the process
of this equalisation of piices? I think
I can give you the rationale of it,  The
effect of fice trade m corn will be this:
It would increase the demand for agri-
cultural pioduce in Poland, Germany,
and America. That mciease m the
demand for agiicultural produce would
give 11se to an increased demand for
labour 1n those countries, which would
tend to raise the wages of the agiicultural
labourers. The effect of that would be
to draw away laboureis from manufac-
tures 1 all those places. To pay for
that corn, more manufactures would be
required from this country; this would
lead to an increased demand for labour
in the manufactuning distucts, which
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would necessanly be atiended with a
rise of wages, m order that the goods
might be made for the purpose of ex-
changing for the corn brought from
abroad.  Whether prices would be
equalised, according to the opinion ex-
pressed by my Load Spencer, by a rise
m the price of bread abroad to the level
at which 1t 1s here, or whether it would
be by a fall in the prices here to the
level at which they now exist on the
Contment, would not make the least
earthly difference to the Free Traders ;
all they ask 1s, that they shall be put m
the same position with others, and that
there should be no bar or hindrance to
the admisston of food from any quarter
mto tlus country, I observe there are
narrow-minded men in the agricultural
distiicts, teling us, ¢ Oh, if you allow
Free Tiade, and bring 1n a quarter of
corn from abroad, 1t 15 quite clear that
you will sell one quarter less m Eng-
land 7 Those men, fellow-countrymen,
who utter such nonsense as this, are a
sample of the philosophers who aie
now governing this country, What ' I
would ask, 1f you can set more people
to work at better wages—if you can clear
your streets of those spectres which
are now haunting your thoroughfares
beggmmg ther daily bread—if you can
depopulate your workhouses, and clear
off the two mlhons of paupers which
now exist m the land, and put them
to work at productive industry—do you
not think that they would consume
some of the wheat as well as you ; and
may not they be, as we are now, con-
sumers of wheaten bread by mullions,
mstead of existing on therr present
nmuserable dietary? Mark me: these
philosophical men, so profoundly ignor-
ant of what 1s immediately around them,
but who meet us at every turn with
prophecics of what 1s going to happen
n future, will tell us, forsooth, that Free
Trade will throw their land out of cul-
tivation, and deprive theiwr labourers of
employment.

Now, we put agamnst the prophecies
of these selfish, ignorant beings the pre-
dictions of the most eminent and skil-
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ful, in agriculture in this land. I will
take my Lord Ducie, who confessedly
stands at the head of the arable farmers
of this country, and my Lord Spencer,
whois admitted to be the fiist of the graz-
g farmers of England; I will take the
biggest-headed and shrewdest farmers
and tenants m every county ; and if the
monopolists will give me a Committee
of the House of Commons, which I -
tend to move for, they shall be examined
before 1t 5 and these practical men will,
every one of them, predict what I have
also predicted (although I claim to be no
authority), that, with free trade m corn,
so far from throwing land out of use or
mjuring the cultivation of the poorer
soils, free trade m corn 1s the very way
to increase the production at home, and
stimulate the cultivation of the poorer
soils by compelling the application of
more capital and labour to them. We
do not contemplate derving one quarter
less corn from the soil of this country ;
we do not anticipate having one pound
less of butter or cheese, or one head less
of cattle or sheep : we expect to have
a great 1ncrease m production and con-
sumption at home ; but all we contend
for 15 this, that when we, the people
here, have purchased all that can be
raised at homé, we shall be allowed to
go 3000 miles—to Poland, Russia, or
America—for more; and that there
shall be no let or hindrance put in the
way of our getting this additional quan-
tity.

Now, we are met by the monopolists
with this objection :—If you have a free
trade 1n corn, foreigners will send you
their wheat here, but they will take
nothing in return. The aigument em-
ployed, in fact, amounts to this, if 1t
amounts to anything—That they will
give us thewr corn for nothing. T know
not what can exceed the absurdity of
these men, 1f they be honest, or their
shallow and transparent knavery, 1f they
be dishonest, m putting forward such an
aigument as that. If there be a child
here, I will give him a lesson which
will make him able to go home and
laugh to scorn those who talk about 1c-
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ciprocity, and induce to make fools’-
caps and bonfires of the articles in the
Morning Post or Herald. Now, 1 will
ilustrate that pomnt. I will take the
case of a tailor hiving 1n one of your
streets, and a provision-dealer living in
another, and this busybody of a reci-
procity-man living somewhere between
the two  He sees this tailor going
evety Saturday might empty-handed to
the provision-dealer, and bringing home
upon his shoulder a side of bacon, under
one aim a cheese, and under the other
a keg of butter.  'Well, this reciprocity-
man, being always a busbody, takes the
alarm, and says, ¢ There 1s a one-sided
tiade going on there, I must look after
it.”  He calls on the tailor, and says,
¢ This 1s a strange tiade you are doing !
You are mmporting largely from that
provision-dealer, but 1 do not find that
you are exporting any cloths, or coats,
or waistcoats, 1n retwin?’ The tailor
answeis him, ‘If you feel any alarm at
this, ask the provision-dealer about 1t :
I am all right, at all events.” Away
goes the reciprocity gentleman to the
provision shop, and says, ‘1 see youare
doing a very strange busmess with that
tailor ; you are exporting largely pro-
visions, but I do not see that you im-
port any clothes from him : how do you
get paid?’ ¢ Why, man, how should
17’ replies the provision-dealer, ‘1n gold
and silver, to be sure !’ Then the re-
ciprocity-man 1s seized with another
crotchet, and forthwith begms to talk
about ‘the dramn of bullion” Away he
flies to the tailor, and says, * Why, you
will be ruined entirely ! 'What a dramm
of the precious metals 1s going on from
your till ! That provision-dealer takes
no clothes from you: he will have
nothing but gold and silver for his
goods.” ¢ Ay, man,’ reples the tailor,
*and where do you think I get the gold
and silver from ? Why, I sell my clothes
to the grocer, the hatter, the bookseller,
the cabinet-maker, and one hundred
others, and they pay me m gold ard
silver, And pray, Mr, Busybody, what
would you have me to dowithit? Do
you think my wife and family would
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grow fat on gold and silver?’ Now,
if there 1s any httle girl or boy in this
assembly, I hope they will go home,
and for exercise wnite out that illustiation
of reciprocity, and show it to any of theu
friends who may be seized with this
crotchet respecting reciprocity and the
dram of gold, and see if they cannot
laugh them eas:ly out of therr delusions

Well, now, my fitend, Mr Villieis,
has alluded to the subject of ievenue.
I need not go into that point, forhe has
completely exhausted 1t ; but 1t was a
most impudent pretence which the mo-
nopohsts set up, and set up 1n the face
of the mcome-tax, levied upon us, as 1t
were, to be a scourge of thorns to remind
us of our sims of ignoiance and our neg-
lect of our interests. To think of then
having the impudence to tell this to us,
with this fact, not staring in ou: faces,
but visiting us 1 our pockets ; to think
that this should ever be advanced again
—that the monopolists keep up the
revenue—Is to me the most monstrous
piece of mmpudence I ever heard of
my hife. Now, we want the farmers to
understand precisely what the National
Anti-Corn-law League 1s, and what 1ts
objects are  'We are not going to allow
the landloids to carry off the farmers
with the old stale watchword and the
threadbare arguments agam. Why,
they had not anything new to offer them,
and, therefore, they have started thi-
about the revenue; their agitators aie
all the old hacks over again ; there has
not been even a young aristocrat come
forward to show a modicum of talent 1n
support of the system. There theyare'
the same men and the same arguments,
and the whole bemng summed up in
¢ Protection.” That word ® protection’
reminds me of another word that was
used by a character in the ‘Vicar of
Wakefield,” I mean Mr. Jenkinson,
who, 1if ever he wanted to take m any-
body, had some talk to them about the
‘cosmogony ’ of the world; and with
that word he took in poor Moses with
his green spectacles, and actually im-
posed upon poor Dr. Primrose himself
in the same way. Now, this ¢protec-
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tion’ 15, to my ear, very much like the
¢ cosmogony ’ of good Mr. Jenkmson ;
and I think the men who use 1t have
just about as honest objects in view as
Mr Jenkinson had.

I do not like to turn these meetings
mto scolding assemblies, for we are too
majestic a body to scold any person;
but I do like, if possible, to extract a
Little amusement out of our opponents
in this matter; and certainly, when I
look through their speeches and read
what they have been saymg, I must
confess I have enjoyed more laughter
about these statements than this question
has afforded me ever since we began our
agitation five years ago. We are going
to prepare a pamphlet—I am not sure
whether 1t will not grow into a volume
—of elegant extracts from monopolists’
speeches | Theie shall be separate
headings to the several extracts, One
head shall be, ‘argument;’ another,
‘wit;’ a thud, ‘humour;’ a fourth,
‘manneis;’ and a fifth, ‘morals;’ and
you shall see choice specimens of every
one of them. There 1s one worthy gen-
tleman, who, in speaking of the League,
has given such a bouquet of flowers of
oratory, that I think we ought to put
him as a frontispiece to this volume.
This gentleman, in the course of about
twenty lines, manages to apply about as
many abusive epithets to the League *—
We are mere ‘Jacobins,” ¢Jonathan
Wilds,” and ‘Jack Sheppards.’ We
are a ‘scratch pack of hounds,’ and
he condescends to explamn that that
phrase means the odds and ends, ora
pack collected from the whole county.
The elegant gentleman winds up with
the choice appellation of ‘ragamuffins.’
That is the effusion of Sir Charles
Knightley; and I think we must have
his portrait for a frontispiece to our
volume,

I observe one noble Lord has inquired
very mnocently, in alluding to our agi-
tation, ¢ What does all this bobbery
mean?’ Now, they have let us into a
secret in this agitation of thewrs. We
did not think—I am sure I did not—
that there was so much titled ignorance
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or coroneted vulganty in the land as I
find there 1s. I confess I did not expect
to find the strongest argument coming
from such a source, but had hoped to
meet with something hke decency of
manners ' Why, who would belong to
such a set? If that 1s the best language
they can put out in public, what so1t of
talk must be theirs 1 pnivate ?

And then for ¢violence’—why, we
wcre charged with violence at one ime ;
and I really beheve we used to be some-
what violent. Five years ago, when we
began, we were small and msigmificant,
and very poor; fighting our way up
the world. 'We were really ahnost com-
pelled to make a noise to attract a hear-
mg. All small tlungs, you know, aie
generally very noisy; 1t 1s the order of
nature. See how the httle dog barks at
the stately steed as he goes along yom
streets; but the horse takes no notice of
hun, There was some excuse for us,
our cause appeared a desperate one
Now, they must have an excuse, too,
for their violence, and I suspectitis the
very same we had—they feel then cause
to be a desperate one. But I waut, in
this stage of our agitation, to impress on
our fiiends the necessity of taking wain-
ing by the spectacles which our oppo-
nents now present, and that they should
tesolve not to mutate such a bad exam-
ple.  We have got up mthe world; we
can pay our way  We have the nobles
and the gentles of the land 10 om ranks,
and we ought to be very decorous We
can afford to be condescending, even. 1
should not wonder 1if we soon begn to
ballot for members, and not admit peo-
ple unless they happen to be ‘of the
superior kind

Our opponents, I presume, mtend to
spend their money m something hke the
same way as we have expended ours,—
that is, mn giving lectures and distribut-
mg tracts How I should like to attend
one of thewr first meetings! Yancy a
meetng hke this! An orator mtio-
duced to deliver a magnificent—magni-
loquent, I should say—Ilecture in behalf
of starvation ! Only think of his exot-
diam and his peroation, with such an
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inspiring topic! We have heard much
boasting of these meetings ; we have
been told that they are ¢ fmers’ meet-
ings,’ but we have not seen the names
of any farmeis who have made these
vulgar speeches of which I have been
speaking. Now, as having something
like an hereditary nght to identify my-
self with farmers, I do rejoice to say,
that, m scanning over all the proceed-
mgs of these moncpolist gathenngs, I
have not seen a single nstance of vitu-
peration, or anything appioaching to
vulganty of language, on the pait of the
bond fide tenant-farmers  The monopo-
hists of corn— the landloids — are the
monopolists of all the vulgaiity of lan-
guage! There have been one or two
mdividuals paraded, who have been
called ‘farmeis,” and who have made
long speeches 3 but I hase taken pains
to inquire a little of their whereabouts,
and I find that they are all auctioneers
and land-valuers; and 1t 1s a remarkable
fact, that I have ncver met with a pio-
tectionist orator at the meetings I have
attended m the agneultwial distiiets,
but he has always turned out an auc-
tioneer or a land-valuer. The land-
valueis are a body of men—I mean the
land-valuers and auctioncers—who 1c-
present the landlord m lus very woist
aspect : they are peirsons that have an
mterest m this system which causcs per-
petual change and a coustant nse m
rent; for the more changes there aie,
or the more failures there are, the more
valumg there 1s for the valuer, and the
more selhing theie 1s for the auctioneer :
though, if you had a system by which
prices were steadied, and leases wele
granted, the land-valueis and auction-
ee1s would not be known m the land;
m fact, they are a tnbe hardly to be met
with 1 Scotland at the present time.
Now, we expect our opponents will
meet us fauly mn this matter  We have
avouded, although we have been often
pressed to do so, mterfcing with any ot
then meetings, I hold 1t to be unjust
m this countiy, wherever meetings are
held avowedly upon one side of the
question, and to make a demonstration,

D
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that anyboly should go and interfere
with such a meeting, or attempt to put
counter-1esolutions 1 say I hope they
will deal fauly wath us, but, judging by
then conduct 1 past times, I do not
expect theywill. I know that monopo-
list money has been paid for the hne of
men to atrend and mterrupt our meet-
mgs ever s'nce we began our agitation
I am now suffering unler a hoarseness
from an encounter of this kind m the
gieal Town-hall of Bummngham on
Monday last. When I arrived i that
town I found huge yellow placaids
posted all over the walls, the cost of
which a printer there told me must have
been many pounds, piofessing to eman-
ate fiom the O’Connor Chartist agitat-
ors, calling upon the working men to
¢ ascemble m all thewr might, and upset
these mull tyiants, and drive them out of
the town.” Now 1t 1s remarkable that
there was no punter’'s name to these
placards, therefore there is every reason
to suppose they weie mmported fiom a
distance.  The Town-hall was thiown
open. A fau public meeting had not
been held m Bumingham for six years
previously ; and I was glad of an op-
portumity of makmg my first expen-
ment upon the good sense of the work-
mg people of that distiiet  The mag-
ficent building of which I have spoken
was crammed, and four-fifths of the
andience were working men; for 1t
was 1 the morning of holiday Monday.
About fifty men, however, of another
description, were packed in the centre
of that meeting A most notorious n-
dividual was placed m the organ-loft
by the side of us, who acted as fugle-
man to the rest. Their object evidently
was to prevent the deputation of the
League from bemg hemard While my
fiiend Colonel Thompson—who 1s even
hoarser than I am myself-—was speak-
g, they kept up a continued clamour.
When my tiin came, I appealed to the
4000 working people, and asked them
whether they would allow themselves to
be tyranmsed over by a handful of men,
who, with Ibeity on thewr hps, had
despotism at heait? In less than five
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munutes the most disorderly among them
were removed from the hall; and the
remainder, when they saw two or three
of their number carried out by the work-
mg men, showed—what such fellows
will always show—that they were as
great cowards as they had previously
shown they were bullies  They were
as peaceable as mice 1n a church for the
rest of the meeting ; and, I will venture
to say, 1t 15 the last appearance of that
body in the Town-hall of Birming-
ham.

I know that monopohst money 1
former times has been so spent and taken
by men who have degraded the name
they have borne — that 1s, men of a
political party seeking for hiberty 1
reverence men who make honest efforts,
who seek for fieedom 1 any form ; but
I say that these persons have degraded
the sacred name under which they have
pretended to work. They have been
for the last thiee years doing nothing
but tiymg to help the arstocracy n
mamtainimg the Corn-laws. Look, 1
say, at their organ of the press. and you
will perceive the character of 1ts leading
articles for the last two years Has 1t
been advocating the object which 1t
professed to be established to promote
No. The staple of 1ts aiticles aie just
the counterpart of what you will find in
the Alorneng Lost. Look at its leaders
—who are they? Men who aie ever
found trymg to thwart us m our honest,
single-minded effort to pull down this
giant monopoly, Well, then, I say,
those men who have been hitherto paid
for this work—though I admt that some
of them have been fools enough to do
the woik for nothing —but as they have
been paid, T suspect that some of the
money that has been raised recently by
the monopolists will find 1ts way mto
the same channel, and that there may
be fuither attempts made of the knd
I have alluded to But I think a
hody that had the tementy to come
into this theatre with such an object
would look twice before 1t made the
essay. There may be an attempt made
even to mterrupt the orderly proceed-
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ings of these most important gather-
mgs; for if these meetings continue,
and are canted on with the same num-
bers, order, and decorum with which
they are now, speaking a voice that 1s
felt throughout Europe — yes, T know
they are felt throughout Ewope, and
one of the fist thmgs inquaed for when
intelhgent foreigners come here 1s to
have an opportunity of seeing such
unparalleled demonstrations —I say, 1f
these meetings continue, do you think
it will be long before their influence will
be found m another place whose locality
will be nameless, not far fiom Pailia-
ment-sireet ?

Then, I say, fair play Let every
man follow his own bent mn this fiee
country — fiee, at all events, to hold
meetmgs bike this  Let every man at-
tend his own meeting, call together his
own, and promote whatever legitimate
objects he pleaces, We will neither m-
trude mto the meetings of others, nor
allow ntrusion mto ours, If a meeting
be held to take the sense of a district, 1t
1s the duty of every man to attend : and
the votes should be taken to see what
the sense of the majority of that district
may be Now, I give notice to the
monopolists, that in all my meetmgs
their counties I mnvite all comers to op-
pose me; I will consider their domng so
no intrusion. Talk of their meetings !
Why, I have been 1 every county 1n
which they have held them, and I have
no hesitation m declaring, that for every
hundred they have had gathered together
I have had a thousand on every occasion,
Take therr laigest number—in Essex,
where it 1s said they had 600 gathered—
we had 6000 at Colchester ! Ay, and
I promise them that, when the weather
comes that 15 favourable for open-air
meetmg, I will visit then counties again,
and tal.e the opinion of their population,
T call my meetings m the same place
where their own high authonties always
convene theirs—in the county towns,
such as Wimnchester and Salsbury 1T
could gather ten times the number to
hear me as at these recent meetings,
though perhaps they may have ten
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Dukes, fiftecn Earls, or a dozen Mem.
bers of Parhament

But when I have taken the sense of
such meetings m favour of Free Trade,
what have the monopolists said upon
the subjcct? That we have caned our
resolutions merely by * the rabble of the
towns.” Now, mark this fact : I have
obseived 1n every imstance that thewr
own organs of the press declare that I
am 1ndebted to ‘theabble of the town”’
for carrymg my resolutions. But, now
1t 15 this same ‘rabble’ which they pre-
tend to tell us 1s opposed to the Anti-
Corn-law League! They thiow 1t m
our teeth that we are not supported by
this very rabble, which they formerly
said was our whole suppoit at our open-
air meetings They go down to Bur-
mingham and hue fifty, ceitainly of the
dntiest and most unmtelligent fellows
they can find, and tiy to get them to
break up the meeting, and then boast
that ‘ the rabble of the town," as they
condesceund to call you, are agamst us.

I will not disguise from you my
opmion, that the time is approaching
when 1t will 1equire every effoit on the
part of Free Thaders to cary out the
objects which we have in view Tam
not one who would, and T never did,
underrate the power or the importance
of our opponents  Thete1s much work
for us to do, but the work shall and will
be done. There are men now biought
out by this very agitation m every bor-
ough and large town that I have visited
—uew men—not the old hacks of party,
but persons drawn out with a solemn
and earnest conviction, with a aaving
after justice and truth m this maltter,
who are diligently at work 1n every part
of the kingdom, And if we wele to be
taken off this scene, in which we have
been and are now most prominent, and
were unable to continue om efforr, the
question has gone beyond the stage from
which 1t can recede. It only 1equires
that you should continue to dissemunate
the knowledge which you have, and in-
crease the mterest which is felt in Lon-
don upon this subject, that this question
will ultimately be brought 10 a triumph-
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ant 1ssue It cannot be caruied pro or
con by such msigmiicant boioughs as
Devizes Give us the large constituen-
cies—give us, as we will have when
another election comes (and you cannot
carry this question without a dissolu-
tion), everyborough in South Lancashue
and the West Riding of Youkshire, give
us Bumingham, Edmbuigh, Glasgow,
Leeds, Hull, Bristol, and all the Jmige
constituencies ; give us vaerpool—ay,
and give us London—and there 15 no
Minister to be found who can mamntam
office to carry on a system of monopolies
upon the strength of a mere numerical
majonty of the House of Commons, and
by the aid of the representatives of such
places as Devizes or St Albans; theie
1s no Mmister who would dare to do 1t,
though the monopolists would be glad
to find thewr tool, if they could, m
the face of the united expression of
opmion of the great constituencies of
this kingdom, But fiom the moment
that you mie 1ught n the metropolis
and we mie nght n all the large towns
—that moment the Corn-laws ale re-
1 realed !
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Still, youhave work todoin London 1
observe that your beaten candidate, who
I thought was silenced for ever, at one
of hus meetings, either by himself or by
his chairman, denominated those who
voted for Mr. Pattison at the last elec-
tion as ‘the rabble of the City’ Now
1t so happens that I am entitled to
1egister myself as a voter for the City of
London, but have neglected so to do,
but I itend at the next revision to
register, in order that I may have the
honour of joming that ‘rabble’ which
rejected Mr Baring, Be diligent there-
fore m disseminating knowledge on this
question  The repeal of the Coin-laws
will be cartied when men understand it
And when you undeistand 1t, if you are
honest men, you will feelit; 1f you feel
it, at least as I have, you will not be
able to be queet without doing some-
thing to put down this great injustice
I exhort you each in yourseveral circles
to spread abroad light on this subject.
Knowledge 15 the power—knowledge
alone — by which we shall bring this
foul system to the dust.
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EX.

EFFECT OF PROTECTIVE DUTILS

HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH 12, 1843

[On March 12, 1844, Mr Cobden brought forward las motion for a Select € ommitee
to snquire nto the effects of Protective Dunies on imports ou e nterest of the tenant-
farmers and farm-laboureis of the county The debate 15 mteresting partly from
the fact that the reply to Mr Cobrlen on the part of Mnisters was entrusted to Mr
Gladstone, pattly because a considerable pair of the debate was occupied with the

question as to the proporuon which 1ent beais to cost
Messis Cobden and Bught were the tclleis ]

g1 {133 to 224).

THE mction which T have to make 15
one of a natme which I believe 15 not
ordmatily 1efused ; 1t 15 for a Select
Commuttee to sit upstaus, to tahe evi-
dence on a question that excites geat
controversy out of doois, and which I
believe 15 Likely to cause considerable
discussion m this House, It may be
thought that my motion might have been
appropuately placed 1a other hands I
am of that opmion too. I thiulk 1t might
have been more propetly biought for-
watd by a Gentleman on the other side
of the House, particularly by an honoui-
able Memnber connected with the counties
of Wiltshneor Dorsetshne Dut 2lthough
not myself a county Membe,, that does
not necessarily preclade me fiom taking
a prominent pait mn a guestion affecting
the mnterests of the tenant-farmers and
farm-labomers of this countiy, for whom
I fecl as stiong a sympathy as for any
other class of my countrymen; nay, I
stand here on this occasion as the advo-
cate of what I conscientiously believe to
be the mterests of the agucultuiists
We have mstances of Committees being

Lhe motion was rejected by

appowted to take evidence as to the
unportation of ik, the exportanem of
machinery, the navigation-laws, and on
questions of similar impoitance It
must also be admitted that such Com-
mittees have been appomtcd without the
paittes moic mmmcdiately  concerned
having 1 the fust mstance petitioned
the Ilouse for then appomtment  On
the appomntment of the Commuttee rela-
tive to the exportation of machinary the
wotion was granted, not at the mstance
of manufacturers who had a monopoly
of the use of machmery, but by paiues
whose mterests weie concuned i the
making and exporting of machmery, I
do not therefore anticipate that my
motion will be 1ewisted on the ground
that no petitions have been picsented
demanding 1t

1 shall now state what my views will
Le on entermg the Commuttee, I shall
be prepaed to bring fornwaid important
evidence showing the effects of ‘pro-
tection,” as it is called, on the agricul-
turists by the exammation of fumers
themselves, 1 will, 1 fact, not biing



7e SPEECHES OF RICHARD COBDEN

forvaxd a single witness before that
Commuittee who shall not be a tenaut-
farmer or a landed piopietor, and they
shall be persons eminent for thew 1e-
_putation as practical agricultunists. The
opon that [ shall hold on enterig the
Committee 15, that ‘piotection,” as 1t is
called, mstead of bemg beneficial, 15
delusive and injurious to the tenant-
farmers ; and that opmion I shall Le
prepared to sustain by the evidence of
tenant-farmeis themselves I wish it to
be understood T do not admit that what
is called protection to agriculturists has
ever been any protection at all to them ,
on the contrary, I hold that its only
effect has been to mislead them This
has been denied both 1 this House and
out of doors I have recently read over
again the ewvidence taken before the
Committees which sat previous to the
passing of the Corn-law of 1813, and I
leave 1t to any man to say whether 1t
was not contended at that time that
sufficient protection could not be given
to the agriculturists unless they got 8os.
a quarter for wheat, I wish to remind
the hon, Member for Wiltshne (Mr
Bennett) that he gave it as his opmoa
before the Commuittee of 1814, that
wheat could not be grown in this
country unless the farmers got 96s a
quarter, or 12s a bushel, for it, while
now he 1s supporting a Miister who
only proposes to give the farmers 565 a
quarter, and confesses he cannot guai-
antee even that. It 1s demred that
this House has ever promised to guar-
antee prices for theimr produce to the
farmers. Now what was the custom of
the countiy from the passing of the
Corn-law m 1815> I will bimg old
men before the Comumittee who will
state that farmers valued thewr farms
from that time by a computation of
wheat being at Sos a quarter. I can
also prove that agncultural societies
which met i 1821, passed resolutions
declaring that they were deceved by the
Act of 1815, that they had taken fums
calculating vpon sellmg wheat at So» ,
while, in fact, 1t had fallen to little moie
than 305, In the Commuttee which sat
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in 1836, witnesses stated that they had
been deceived m the price of theircoin
and I ask whether at the present moment
rents are not fixed rather with 1eference
to certam Acts that were passed than
the intrinsic worth of fams? In conse-
quence of the alteration that was made
m the Corn-law of 1842, the 1ent of
farms has been assessed on the ground
of corn being 56s. a quarter. 1 know
an mstance whele a peison occupying
his own land was rated at a certamn
amount, viz at the valuation of corn
being 565. a quarter, while, in fact, 1t
was selling at 475 ; and, upon his ask-
ing why he had been so rated, he was
told that the assessors had taken that
mode of valuation i consequence of
what the Prime Mumster had stated was
to be the price of cotn. [*Oh! oh!’]
Hon Gentlemen may cry ‘Oh! oh!’
but I will bring forwaid that very case,
and prove what I have stated concern-
mg it

What I wish i gong into Commut-
tee 15, to convince the farmers of Great
Biitan that this House has not the powel
to regulate or sustan the price of then
commodities  The right hon Baronet
opposite (Sir R Peel) has confessed that
he cannot regulate the wages of labowm
or the profits of trade Now, the farm-
ers are dependent for thewr prices upon
the wages of the labourer and the profits
of the trader and manufacturer ; and if
the Government cannot regulate these—
1if 1t cannot guarantee a celtamn amount
of wages to the one, or a fixed profit to
the other—how can 1t regulate the price
of agricultural produce® The first pomt
to which I should wish to make this
Commurtee mstrumental is to fix m the
minds of the farmers the fact that this
House exaggerates its power to sustain or
enhance piices by direct acts of legisla-
tion The farmer’s mterest 1s that of the
whole community, and 1s not a partal
interest, and you cannot touch him more
sensiively than when you mjyure the ma-
nufactuiers, lus customers,

I do not deny that you may regulate
prices for awhile—for awhile you have
regulated them by forcing an artificial
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scarcity 3 but this 1s a principle which
carrtes with 1t the seeds of self-destruc-
uon, for you are theieby undermumng
the prosperity of those consumers upon
whom your permanent welfare depends.
A war against nature must always end mn
the discomfiture of those who wage 1t.
Youmay by your restrictive enactments
mcrease pauperism and destioy trade,
you may banish capital and check and
expatriate your population ; but 1s this,
I will ask, a policy which can possibly
work consistently with the interests of the
farmers? These are the fundamental
principles which I wish to bring out,
and with this primary view it 1s that I
ask for a Commuttee at your hands.
With regard to certain other fallacies
with which the farmers have been be-
set, and latterly more so than ever, the
farmer has been told that if there was a
free trade m com, wheat would be so
cheap that he would not be able to carry
on lis farm  He s directed only to look
at Dantzic, where corn, he 1s told, was
once selling at 15s. 114 per quarter,
and on this the Iissex Protection So-
clety put out their circulars stating that
Dantzic wheat 15 but 155 Ird. per
quarter, and how would the Butish
farmer contend agamst this? Now, I
maintain that these statements are not
very creditable to the parties who propa-
gate such nonsense, nor complhimentaly
to the understandings of the farmers
who listen to and believe them. It
would be no argument agamnst Fiee
Trade, but quite the contrary, 1f wheat
could be purchased regularly at Dant-
zic at that price; but the truth 1s, that
n an average of yeais atthat portit has
cost much moie than double; and the
truth, I suppose, 1s what all men desue
to arnve at. The farmer will be very
easily disabused on this and other points
if you will grant me the Committee I
seek. We know what the price has
been in the Channel Islands, where the
trade 15 free. These 1slands send the
corn of their own growth to this country
whenever 1t is profitable to do so, and
they receive foreign corn for their own
consumption daty free S, without
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pretendmg to look into futurity, I know
of no better test of what the price of
corn 1n this country would be 1 a state
of free trade, than the prices mn the
island of Jersey afford, taken not, like
the Essex Protection Society, for a
smgle week or month, but fora number
of years, compuising a cycle of lugh and
low prices w this country, We know
that the fluctuation of prices m this
country embiaces the fluctuation of the
whole of Europe. We have papers on
the table showing what the prices of
corn weie in Jersey in the ten years
fiom 1832 to 1841 nclusive. The
average price was in those ten years
48s. 44 What do you think was the
average piice 1n your own markets in
those yeais? It was 56s. 82. Now, I
have taken some pamns to consult those
who best understand this subject, and I
find 1t to be thewr opinon, that a con-
stant demand from England under a
free tiade would have raised the level of
European prices 2s. or 3s. a quarter
durmg the above period. If this be a
fair estimate, 1t brings the pice up to
within §s. or 6s5. a quarter of om own
average Was this difference mn price
to throw land out of cultivation, anmihil-
ate rent, ruin the farmer, and pauperise
the labowers? But m years of high
prces the farmeis do not receive the
highest price for thewr coin. On the
contiary, they sell their corn at the low-
est prices, and the speculator sells hisat
the highest

A short tume ago I met a mller fiom
near Winchester, who told me the
prices which he paid every year for the
corn which he purchased befoie the
harvest and after the harvest durmg five
yeais  That statement I beg to read to
the House :—

Load of 5 grs.

1839 August Wheat . . L1959 10 ©
November ,, 1 o o
1840 August o 18 o o
October . i1 5 O
1841 Auguse . 19 0 0
October o 13 0 0
1842 August " 17 0 ©
September . 12 ¢ ©
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Tead of 5 qrs
1843 July " I5 15 ©
September I2 10 ©
Thus m these five years theie had been
a difference of 3/. 10s. a load, or 155 a
quarter, between the prices of wheat in
July and August and i October and
November m each year, showing, be-
yond dispute, that the farmer did not
sell Ius corn at the highest, but at the
lowest of the markets.

Now, Su, there 15 another pomnt upon
which as much misrepresentation exists
as upon the one I have just stated,
namely, the price at which corn could
be grown abroad. The price of wheat
at Dantzic dwing those ten years to
which I have referred averaged upwards
af 40s. a quarter; and if you add to 1t
the fieight, 1t wall corroborate the state-
ment I have made with 1egaid to the
price at which wheat has been <old at
Jersey. Another point upon which mis-
representation has gone abroad, relates
to the different items of expenditure 1mn
bunging wheat to this country We
have had consuls’ returns from various
ports, of the charges for freight at various
periods, but we have not had full ac-
counts of the other items of expenditure.
It would be important to elicit as much
mformation as possible upon this subject,
and the best means of arriving at 1t would
be to examine practical men from the
City before a Select Commuttee of the
House as to the cost of transit  As far
as I can obtam information from the
books of merchants, the cost of transit
from Dantzic, during an average of ten
years, may be put down at 105 64 a
quarter, mcluding 1 this, freight, land-
ing, loading. msurance, and other 1tems
of every kind.  This 1s the natural pro-
tection emjoyed by the farmers of this
country. I may be answeied, that the
farmers of this country have the cost of
carrlage to pay also, as, for mstance,
from Norfolk to Hull oo London But
I beg to remnd hon. Gentlemen that a
very small portion of home-grown corn
is carried coastwise at all. Accurate
formation upon this pomt mght be
got before a Select Commuttee of this
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House  From mnformation which T have
obtamned, I am led to believe that not
mote than 1,000,000 of quarters aie
carried coastwise at all, or 5 per cent of
the yearly growth of the country; the
1est 1s carried from the bain-door to the
mill. This 1s an 1mportant consider-
ation for those who say that there 1s no
natural protection for the farmer, nas-
much as 1t gives a farmer here the con-
stant protection of half-a-guinea

But hon. Gentlemen ought to bear in
mind that the corn which 1s brought
from Dantzic 15 not grown on the quays
there, any more than 1t 1s grown on the
quay of Liverpool  On the contrary, 1t
1s biought at great expense from a veiy
long distance in the interior. I have
seen a statement made by an hon
Member from Scotland, who said that
the 1afts on which the corn was brought
down the river to Dantzic were bioken
up and sold to pay the cost of tiansit.
I have not been able to verify that state-
ment m the course of my nquries.
These are pomts which might all be
cleared up DLy practical men before the
Committee; and thus, mstead of re-
sorting to prophecy, we should be able
to judge from facts and past experience
as to the abihity of the English farmers
to compete with foreigners.

Hon. Gentlemen would do well to
consider what happened m the case of
wool. Every prediction that 1s now
uttered with regard to corn, was uttered
by Gentlemen opposite with regard to
wool. If hon, Gentlemen visited the
British Museum, and explored that Her-
culaneum of buned pamphlets which
were written m opposition to Mr Hus-
kisson’s plans for reducing the duty on
wool twenty years ago, what arguments
would they find in the future tense, and
what predictions of may, might. could,
would, should, ought, and shall! But
what was the result? Ihd they lose all
then sheep-walks? Had they no more
mutton? Are their sheplerds all con-
signed to the workhouse? Were there
no more sheep-dogs® 1 have an ac-
count of the mmportation of wool and
the price of wool, and the lesson I wish
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to mmpies> on Gentlemen opposite 1s
this, that the price of commodities may
spring from two causes—a temporary,
fleeting, and retributive high price, pro-
duced by scarcity; or a permanent and
natural high price, produced by pros-
perity  In the case of wool, you had a
lngh price springing from the pros-
penty of the consumers. It so happens,
mn the case of this article of wool, that
the price has been highest when the 1m-
portation has been most constlerable,
and lowest mn the years when the mm-
portation has been comparatively small
I beg to read a statement which illus-
trates this fact:—

Imported lhs

1827 rod perlb . 29,115,341
1829 7d pet 1b 21,516,649
1830 184 per Ib. 64,239,000
1841 11d per lb 50,170,000
1842 10d perlb 45,833,000

From this statement 1t appears, that in
every wnstance where the price has been
highest, the English farmer has had the
largest competition from foreign giow-
ers, and that the price was lowest wheie
the competition was least

Well, that 1s the principle which I
wish to see apphed 1 viewing this much-
dreaded question of corn. You may
have a high price of corn, through a
prosperous community, and 1t may con-
tinue a high pnice ; you may have a high
price through a scarcity, and 1t 15 impos-
sible in the very nature of things that 1t
can be peimanent.

Now, put this test of wool 1n the case
of cattle and other things that have been
mported since the passing of the Tanff
I want this matter to be cleared up 1
do not want Gentlemen to find fault
with the Prime Minister for doing what
bz did not do I donot think his Tanff
caused a reduction of one farthing m the
price of articles of consumption. But
I must say, with all deference to him,
that I think he himself is to biame for
having mcurred that chaige by the argu-
ments which he brought forward m sup-
port of the Tanff, for assmedly he took
the least comorehensive o1 statesmanlike

FREE TRADE IX 73

view of his measures when he proposed
to degrade prices, mstead of aiming to
sustain them by enlarging the cude ot
exchanges It 15 said that the Tariff has
caused distiess among the farmers, T
don't beheve there has been as much
mncrease n the imports of cattle as would
make one good breakfast for all the
people. Dhd 1t never enter the minds
of hon Gentlemen who are interested
1 the sale of cattle, that their customers
m large towns cannot be smking mnto
abject poveity and distress, without the
evi] ultimately reaching themselves m
the price of thewr produce® I had oc-
casion, a little tnne ago, to look at the
falling-off m the consumption of cattle
n the town of Stockpoit. T calculated
the fallmg-off m Stockport alone, for
three or four years, at more than all the
mciease 1 the importation of foreign
cattle It appears, therefore, that the
distress of that town alone has done as
much to reduce prices as all the import-
ation under the Tanff. It has been
estimated that mm Manchester, 40 per
cent, less of cattle was consumed 1n 1842
than n 75375, and it has also heen esti-
mared that the otton tiade was paymg
7,000,000/ less m wages per annum 1
1842 than m 1836. How could you
then expect the same consumption®  If
you would but look to your own mterests
as broadly and as wisely as manufac-
tuters look to theirs, you would never
fall mto the eror of supposing that you
can rum your customers, and yet, at the
same time, prosper i your puisuits [
remembei hearmng Lord Kinnaird, whose
pioperty 1s near Dundee, state. that m
1835 and 1836, the dealers from that
town used to come and bespeak his
cattle thiee months m advance; but
1842, when the linen trade shared the
prostration of all the manufactures, he
had to engage steam-boats three months
m advance to bring his cattle to the
London market. Hon. Members who
live 1n Sussex and the southern counties,
and who aie m the habit of sneering at
Manchester, should recollect that they
are as much dependent upon the pros-
penty of Lancash.re as those who live
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m 1ts immediate neighbourhood. If
graziers, on looking at the Price Current,
find they can get a better price for their
cattle in London than m Manchester
and Stockport, will they not send their
cattle up to London, to compete with
the southern graziers®

The point, therefore, which I wish to
meke known 1s, that the Tanff has not
caused any reduction m prices. There
1s nothing which I regret more than that
the Corn-law or the Tanff should have
been altered by the right hon Baionet
at all. Without this alteration, I feel
confident we should have had prices as
low at least as they are; our lesson
would then have been complete, the
landlords and tenants would have been
taught how dependent they are on their
customers, and they would then have
united with the manufactuers mn favour
of Free Trade. But, 1if the late alter-
ations i the Corn-law and Tanff are
now to be made the bugbear for fright-
emng the farmers from the path of Fiee
Trade—f they are to be told that those
measures have 1cduced their protection
30 per cent.,—then I think those pohiti-
cal landlords who were 1eturned to this
House as ‘farmers’ friends,” pledged
to defend ‘protection’ as 1t stood, and
who betrayed theiwr trust, ought to do
something more 1if they are sincere ; they
ought to reduce their rents m proportion
to the amount of protection which they
say they have withdiawn from the farmer
—they ought to do this, not for one
rent-day, but permanently; and they
should do 1t with penitence and in sack-
cloth and ashes, mstead of halloomg on
the poor farmers upon a zwiong scent,
after the Anti-Corn-law League, as the
cause of their sufferings

Now, with regard to the low prices
having been caused by the change in the
Tariff, I do not know whether a noble
Lord happens to be present who illus-
trated this very aptly, by stating that
the farmers in the West of Scotland had
been ruined by the reduction n the duty
on cheese. There could be nothing
more unfortunate than that statement,
as theie happens, n that respect, to
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have been no alieration; and yet, I be-
heve, cheese fell m piice as much as
any other article. It 1s well known
that whilst the price of cheese has fallen
in the home market, the importation
from abroad has been also considerably
diminished. There 1s another subject
upon which I must entteat hon, Mem-
bers’ forbearance, for it 15 an exceeding-
ly tender point, and one which 15 al-
ways heaid with gieat sensitiveness in
this House: I refer to the subject of
1ent  We Lave no tenant-farmers in this
House I wish we had, and 1 venture
here to express a hope that the next
dissolution will send up a bond fide ten-
ant-farmer. 1 know nothing more Iikely
than that to unravel the perplexity of
our terminology-—nothing more hkely
to put us all mn our nght places and to
make us speak each for himself on thi,
subject, The landowners—I mean the
political landowners, those who dress
thewr labourers and therr cattle in blve
ribbons, and who treat this question en-
tirely as a political one—they go to the
tenant-farmers, and they tell them that
1t would be quite impossible for them to
compete with foreigners, for, 1f they had
their land rent-fiee, they could not sell
thewr produce at the same price as they
did.  To bear out therr statement, they
give a calculation of the cost per acre of
growing wheat, which they put down
at 6/. Now, the fallacy of that has
been explamed to me by an agriculturist
in the Midland Counties, whom I should
exceedingly like to see giving his evi-
dence before the Committee for which
I am moving. He wiites me, in a letter
which I have received to-day —

‘You will be met by an assertion, that
no alteration 1n rent can make up the
difference to the tenant and labourer of
dimimshed prices. They will quote the
expense on a smgle crop of wheat, and say
how small a proportion the rent bears to
the whole expense, but that 1s not the farr
way of putting 1it. Wheat 1s the farmer's
remunerating crop, but he cannot grow
wheat more than one year m three. The
expense, then, of the management of the
whole farm should be compared with the
rent, to estimate what poruon of the price
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of cornis received by the landlord. I have,
for this purpose, analysed the expensc of
a fuum of 400 acres—=230 aiable, 170 pas-
e

‘The expenses are —

Parish and county rates £go
Interest of capital 50
Labour . 380
Tradesmen's bills 80
Manuie and lime 70
Wear of horses 20
790

Rent 800
A£1.590

So that on this farm, which 1s very farly
cultivated, the rent1s 800/, the other ex-
penses 760/ Now, 1f 1t requires 555 per
quarter 1n an average year, to enable the
tenant to pay the rent and make 150/ pro-
fit, 1t 15 obvious that without any rent he
would be enabled to pay lus labourers
and tradesmen as well, and put the same
amount of profit mto s pocket, with a
price of 305 , supposing other produce to be
reduced 1n the same propoition  But I do
not anticipate that wheat will be reduced
below 45¢., even by free trade, and meat,
butter, and cheese will certainly not fall
m the same proportion '

This, then, 152 very mmportant statement
from a competent authotity, and the gen-
tleman who makes 1t T should be very
glad to have examined before the Com-
mittee, if the House grant one. 1believe
that the writer will have no objection to
his name bemg published. he 1s M.
Charles Paget, of Ruddington Grange,
near Nottingham

Allow me now to state the method by
which I calculate the propoition which
1ent bears to the other outgomgs on a
farm I ascertain first what amount of
produce the farmer sells off his farm m
the year, and next I inquire how much
of the money biought home from market
goes to the landlord for rent I take no
account 1n this money calculation of the
seed-corn, stock manure, horse-keep, o1
other produce of the land used or con-
sumed upon the farm, because these
things are never converted nto money,
and cannot, therefore, be used 1 pay-
ment of rent, taxes, &c. Now I am pre-
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pared to prove before a Committee, by a
Scotch farmer, that one-half of the dis-
posable pioduce from a Lothian farm
goes to the landlord for rent-—that 26s.
out of every 525 for a quarter of wheat
is 1ent; and that consequently, if they
had thewr land 1ent free, and sold thewr
wheat at 265 a quaiter, they would do
as well, pay as good wages, and every-
bedy about the establishment be as well
provided for as they are now, when pay-
mgient and getting 525 for their wheat.,
With such a margmn as this, I think we
need not be m much fear of thiowing
land out of culuvation in Scotland !

I believe many hon. Gentlemen op-
posite have never made a calculation of
what proportion of the whole of the sale-
able produce goes for rent. It must be
borne 1 mind that evay acie of a farm
pays 1ent, although probably not more
than one acie m three, and 1n the best
faiming not more than one 1n four, 151
the same year devoted to the growth of
wheat, whlst a part of the farm 1s gen-
erally in permanent pastuie. My mode
of calculation, then, 1s this: ascertan
the money value of the whole produce
of every kind sold m a year, find how
many quarters of wheau 1t 15 equal to at
the price of the year, and next divide the
total number of quarters by the number
of acies m the faxm, and the 1esult will
give you the quantity of wheat sold off
each acte m the year. I have made the
calculation, and mn doing so have had the
opmions of those who have taken pams
upon the subject: and these are the
conclusions to which T have come-—I
calculate that an aiable faim, on an
average, does not yield for sale, of every
kind of produce, more than equivalent
to ten bushels of wheat per acre, sothat
a farm of oo acres would not dispose
of more than what 1s equivalent to 5,000
bushels  In many parts I believe that
this estimate 1s too high, and that the
farmer does not dispose of more than
one quarter per acre. And the result of
the inquiry would show that in Scotland
(where much of the labour on the farm
15 paid in kind) one-half of the produce
taken to market goes to the landlord as
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rent, whiist in England 1t will aveiage
mote than 205 a quarta vpon the present
price of wheat With regord to cheese,
Lam prepared to biing witnesses to prove
that more than half of the produce goes
to the landlord owmng to the fact of there
bemng less pad mwages upon duryfanns
For every 5 1ccerved for chicese, mote
than 2252 1> paid mrent . and upoa graz-
mg farms, also, forevery 54 1ecaved tor
a pound of meat, at least 2737 15 paid to
the landlord. This 15, after all. the m-
portant point 1n the consideration of this
question, because, 1t being settled, the
public would no longer labour under the
apprehension, that if fiee trade were
adopted the farmers would suffer, o1
that land would be thiown out of cultr
vation

This 1s 2 peint upon which T should
not hase entered, had not the mvestiga-
tion been challenged by my opponents
It must not be imputed to me that I en-
tertain the opimon that fice tiade i coin
would deprive the landowners of the
whole of thewr rents. I have never sud
so—I have never even said that Jand
would not have been as valuable as 1t 1s
now, if no Corn-law had ever emsted
But this I do mean to say, that if the
landowners prefer to diaw their reats
from the disties~es of the country, cau~ed
by their restrictive laws to create high
puices through scarcity of food, instcad
of dentving an honourable income of pos-
stbly as gicat, or even greater amount,
thiough the growing prospenty of the
people under a fiee tiade, then they have
no right, m the face of such facts as I
have stated, to attempt to cajole the
farmer into the belief that rent forms an
msignificant item mn the cost of hus wheat,
or to fughten im mto the notion that
he could not compicte with foreigners 1f
he had his land rent free

I shall nuw touch upon another and
more impottant branch of this question,
I mean the mterests of the farm-labourer
We are told that he 15 benelited by a
system of 1estiction which makes the
st clement of subsistence scarce. Do
you thmk postenity will belicve 1t ? They
will look back upon this doctime, 1
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less than twenty year~, with as much
amazement as we do now upon the con-
duct of ow forefathers when they buint
old women for witchciaft ' To talk of
benetitmg labowers by makmg one of
the mam aiticles of their consumption
scarce ' The agiicultural labourers ive
Dy wages: what 15 1t which 1egulates
the waoses of Iabour 1 every country ?
Why, the quantity of the necessaues and
comforts of life which form the fund out
of which labour 1s paid, and the pro-
portion which they bear to the whole
number of labouters to be mantained.
Now, the agricultuial labourer spends a
larger propoition of lus wages m food
than any other class. And yet, mn the
face of this fact, do you go on mam-
tanng a law which makes food scarce
m ordet to benefit the agucultunst. I
hold m my hand a volume which has
been presented to the House 1elating to
the state of the agncultural population
of thi> country, and which, T thnk,
ought to have been brought under the
notice of the House, by some one com-
petent to deal with the subject, long
before now.

Last yemr a Commission was ap-
pointed to mquue mto the state of
women and childien employed m agi-
cultwie I beg to make a few observa-
tions before proceeding futther upon the
manpet 1 which this mquuy has been
conducted  Some years ago the House
will recollect that a Commission was
appomted on the condition of the hand-
loom weavers. That Commission sat
two yeais , 1t> mmquiries have since been
directed to the state of other manufactur-
g nterests, and 1t 15 still, I believe,
exstence.  The inquiry upon the state
of the labourers employed m our manu-
factwies, therefore, w.l have been very
fully gone into But when an applica-
tion was made to a member of the Cabi-
net to allow the same Commussion to
mstitute a sumilar mquiry into the state
of the labourers employed 1 hasbandry,
he refused to do so; but afterwards he
agieed that an 1nquiry should be made
by the Aswistant Poor-law Commission-
ers, but thyt only thuty days could e
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allowed for such inquiry. The volume
which T hold 1n my hand 1s, therefore,
the work of four gentlemen during only
thuty days; one of these gentlemen,
Mr Austin, set forward on his task, and
consumed two days 1n travelling, He
had thus only twenty-eight days to -
quue mto the condition of the agricul-
twial population mn four counties 1 the
south of England  \We have, however,
some facts ehicited on that mqury,
which ought to have drawn forth re-
matks from hon. Gentlemen opposite
as to the condition of their own consti-
tuents.

Before T allude to the condition of the
agricultural labourers, I wish to state
that, whatever may have been the ani-
mus which mfluenced others 1n investi-
gating the condition of the manufactui-
mg districts, I am actuated by no
mvidious feeling whatever towaids the
agricalturists ; for bear inmimd that my
conduct has been throughout marked by
consistency towards both  Had I ever
conccaled the wietched state of the
manufacturing opeiatives, or shrunk
from the exposuie of ther sufferings,
my motives mught have been open to
suspicion in now bringing before yow
notice the still more depressed condition
of the agricultural poor. But I was one
of that numeious deputation from the
North which, m the spung of 1839,
knocked m vam at the door of this
House for an inquiry at yomr bar mto
the state of the manufacturmg popula-
tion I was one of the deputies who
mtruded ourselves {sometimes five hun-
died strong) nto the presence of succes-
sive Pume Ministess, until our impor-
tunities became the subject of 1emark
and complamt m this House. Fiom
that time to this we have continued
w.thout mtermission to make public 1
every possible way the distress to which
the manufacturers were exposed ~ We
did more ; we prescuibed a 1emedy for
that distress ; and I do not hesitate to
expiess my solemn belief that the reason
why, i the distmbances which took
place, theie was no damage done to
property 1n the manufacturing districts,
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was, that the people knew and felt that
an mquuy was taking place, by active
and comypetent men, 1ato the cause of
then disticss, and fiom which they had
hoped some efticient remedy would 1e-
sult.. Now I would umpiess upon hon.
Members opposite, as the result of my
conviction, that if the labouring poor 1n
their districts take a course as diabolical
as 1t 1s msane—a course which I am
soity to see they have taken i many
agricultural Jocalities—of buminng pro-
peity to make known therr suffermgs—if
I might make to those hun Gentlemen
a suggestion, 1t would be this—that if
they had come forwaud to the House
and the countiy as we, the manufactur-
«rs, have doae, and made known the
sufferings of the labouring population,
and piescribed any remedy whatever —
if that population had heard a voice pro-
claming thewr distiesses, and making
known then sufferings—if they had seen
the sympathies of the countiv appealed
to—1 believe 1t would have had such a
humamsing and consoling effect upon
the minds of the poor and misgmded
people, that i the blindness of despair
they would never have destioyed that
property which 1t was themr mterest to
protect. I have looked through this
volume, which 1s theiesult of Mr. Aus-
tin’s twenty-eight days’ tiavels through
the agnicultural districts, and I find that
durmg that pertod he visited Somerset-
shire, Devonshne, Wiltshire, and Doi-
setshire He has given the testimony
of various respectable gentlemen 1
these several locahties, as to the con-
dition of the agacultwal labourers.
Some of these accounts are highly mim-
portant  The fust that I shall 1fer to
15 the evidence of the Rev J. Guthie,
the vicar of Calue, in Wilts  He ways
(spealung of the agicultural labourars
n that district) —

1 never could moke out how they can
Ine with their present carnings’

D1 Greenup, M.1), Culne, saysi—
‘In our union, the cost of each mdnid-

ual m the workhouse, taking the average
of men wemen, and children, 1517 0d a
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week, for food only ; and, buying by ten-
der and in large quantity, we buy at least
1o per cent cheaper than the labouring
man can But, without considering this
advantage, apply the scale to the poot,
mdustrious family A man, his wife, and
two children, will require, 1f propeily fed,
6s. weekly, their rent (at least 1s5) and
fuel will very nearly swallow up the re-
mamder ; but there are yet things to pro-
vide—soapand candles, clothes and shoes,
shoes to a poor man are a serious expense,
as he must have them stroug, costing about
125 a pair, and he will need at least one
parrna year When I reckon up these
things 1n detail, I am always more and
more astonished how the labourers contrive
to ive at all *

Thomas King, Esq., surgeon, Calne,
Wilts, says i—

“ If women and boys who labour in the
field suffer in their health at all, 1t 1s not
from the work they perform, but the want
of food The food they eat 1s not bad of
1ts kimd, but they have not enough of 1t,
and more ammal food would be most
desirable, but with the present iate of
wages 1t 15 mmpossible  Their low diet
exposes them to certain kinds of diseases,
mote particularly to those of the stomach

Mr Robeit Bowman, farmei, and
vice-chairman of the Board of Guard-
1ans, Calne Umon, deposes :—

‘In the great majonty of cases, the
labourer has only the man's wages (85 or
os a week) to Ine on  On that, a man
and his wife, and family of four, five, or
six childien, must live, though 1t 1s a
mystery to me how they do live’

This was the evidence of a farmer,
Mrs. Button, wife of a farm-laboures,
says .—

*We could eat much more bread, if we
could get 1t.

Mrs. Wiltshire, wife of a farm-
labourer at Chernll, Wilts, 1n her own
pathetic way, says ~—

* Qur common drink 1s burnt-crust tea.
We also buy about half-a-pound of sugar
a week., We never know what it is to get
enouch to eat At the end of the meal
the children would always eat more Of
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bread there is never enough, the children
are always asking for more at every meal
I then say, *“ You don’t want your father
to go to prison, do you?""’

That 15 a specumen of the evidence
collected m the south of England, in
the purely agricultural districts, by M,
Austin T have myself had the oppor-
tunity of making considerable observa-
tions m the agricultural distiicts, and 1
have come to this conviction, that the
farther you travel from the much-
maligned region of tall chimneys and
smoke, the less you find the wages of
labourers to be, the more 1 leave be-
hmmd me Lancashne and the northern
parts of England, the wo1se 1s the con-
dition of the labourers, and the less 1s
the quantity of food they have Does
not this, T will ask, answer the argu-
ment that the agncultural labourer de-
rives protection fiom the Corn-laws?
Now, what I wish to bring before the
Commuttee is not merely that, m the ab-
stract, and as a geneial principle, the
working class can never be benefited by
high prices occasioned by scarcity of
food, but, that even duing your casual
high prices, caused by scaraty, the
agricultwial labourers always suffer.
Pauperism mcieases as the price of food
rises , and, i shoit, the price of the
loaf 15 m a direct 1atio proof of the m-
crease of pauperism.  An hon. Gentle-
man says ‘No, no’ I hope I shall have
him on the Committee, and, if he will
only hear me out, I am sure I shall per-
suade him to vote for the Committee

‘With regard to the condition of the
agricultural labowier, I have taken some
pamns to ascertain what has been the
relative progress of wages and rents in
agricultural districts. I know that this
15 a very sore pomnt indeed for hon.
Members opposite ; but I must tell them
that i those very districts of Whlts and
Dorset the wages of labour, as measured
m food, are lower now than they were
sixty years ago, while the rent of land
has increased from two-and-a-half to
threefold. Mind, I do not pretend to
decide whether, with a fiee trade, rents
mught not have advanced even fivefold,
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but I do contend that, under those cir-
cumstances, the increased value of land
could have only followed the mcreased
prosperity of every portion of the -
dustrious commumty ; and so long as
you maintain a law for enhancing prices
by scarcity, and raising artificial rents
for a time, and by the most swcidal
process, out of the privations of the
consumers, you must not be surprised
if you are called upon to show how the
system wotks upon those for whose
benefit you profess to uphold the law.
I find that the following were the ordi-
nary wages of the conuuon agricultural
day-labourers previous to the rse of
prices after 1790, taken fiom the ac-
counts of the 1espective counties diawn
up for the Board of Aguiculture ; not
mcluding hay-time and haivest —

Average price of wheat . .
Devonshire . . 6s. to 75 64, per week.
Wiltshire . . 65 to s "
Somersetshire  7s. to gs. "
Dorset . ... 6s to 65 64

(With wheat at 55 per bushel )
Gloucester . . 75 to 10s. per week,

445 6d.

Smce that period, m ey wages have
hardly increased in those districts ; and
wages, computed 1 food, have ceitainly
declined, while rent has progressed from
200 to 250 per cent. I will mention
another fact, illustrative of the relative
progress of rents and wages When
lately attending a meeting at Glouces-
ter, I heard a gentleman say publicly that
he had recently sold an estate which had
belonged to lus gieat-grandfather, and
which brought him ten times the price
his ancestor had given forit. But what,
m the same time, has been the course of
wages? It 1s stated m a work attributed
to Justice Hale, published m 1683, upon
the condition of the working classes,
that the wages of a farm-labourer mn
Gloucestershire were 10s, a week ; and
ne remarks :—

‘Unless the earnings of a family, con-
sisting of the father, mother, and four
children, amount to that sum, they must
make 1t up, I suppose, by begging or
stealing.’
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Whent was then 36s. a quaiter. Now
that wheat 15 40 per cent higher, the
average wages m Gloucesteishne are
only 8s. to 95, and m many cases 7s.
and 65, And Mr Hunt, a faimer 1n
Gloucestershire, who 1s also a guardian
of the poor, stated publicly at the same
meeting, that 1n lus distuct 1t was
found, when relief was applied for, that
m many mstances famibes, who were
endeavouring to cuist on wages, wcre,
taking the number of the family mto
account, only obtamning one-half the
amount which therr mamtenance would
cost 1n the workhouse. Mr. Iunt also
stated that, directions having been 1e.
caved by the guardians of the union to
keep the poor who were inmates of the
workhouse upon as low a dict as the
able-bodied labourer and Ius famuly
could obtain out of 1t, they were, on n-
quiry, startled at the small quantity of
food upon which, fiom the low 1ate of
wages, the labouning population were
forced to subsist; and upon iefernnng
the pomnt to the medical officer of the
union, he reported that 1t would not be
safe to feed the able-bodied paupers
upon the scale of food which they weie
getting out of the workhouse.

Hitherto I have spoken of the food of
the agricultural population; and when
we speak of food, 1t imphes lodging,
clothmg —1t 1mphes morality, educa-
tion, ay, and, I fear, 1ehgion, and every-
thing pertaming to the social comiorts
and morals of the people. I have m-
formed the House m what manner that
population 1s fed; but there 1s another
pomt m the volume before me which
most especially calls for the attention
of hon. Gentlemen opposite—TI 1efer to
the lodging of the agricultural poor.
That 1s a pomt that more nearly con-
ceins, 1f possible, the chaiacter of the
landowner than, perhaps, the question
of food. Mr. Austin, 1 the 1epoit from
which I have before quoted. m 1efer-
ence to the four counties I have enu-
merated, says.—

The want of sufficient accommodation

seems unnersal .\t Stourpamn, a village
near Blandford, Dotset, | measured a bed-
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room 1n a cottage The room was 10 feet
square, not reckomng the two small re-
cesses by the side of the chimney, about
18 mnches deep  The roof was the thatch,
the middle of the chamber being about 7
feet high. Eleven persons slept in three
beds 1n this room  The first bed was oc-
cupled by the father and mother, a little
boy, Jeremiah, aged one year and a balf,
and an mfant, aged four months, second
bed was occupicd bv the thieec daughters
—the two eldest, Sarah and Elzabeth,
twins, aged twenty, and Mary, aged
seven, thud bed was occupied by the four
sons—Silas, aged seventeen, John, aged
fifteen, James, aged fourtecn, and Elas,
aged ten There was no curtain or any
kind of separation between the beds '

Mr. Phelps, an agent of the Marqus
of Lansdowne, says —

‘1 was engaged 1n taking the late cen-
sis 1 Bremhill paush, and m one case,
mn Studley, I found twenty-nine people Liv-
ing under one roof, amongst them were
maried men and women, and young peo-
ple of nearly all ages. In Studley 1t1s not
at all uncommon for a whole famuly to sleep
in the same room The number of bastards
in that place 1s very great.’

The Hon. and Rev S. Godolphm
Osboine, tector of Bryanston, Dorset,
says —

“Withm this last year I saw 1n a room
about 13 feet square, three beds on the
fitst lay the mother, a widow, dying of
consumption, on the second two unmar-
ried daughters, one etghteen years of age,
the other twelve; on the thud a young
married couple, whom I myself had mar-
ried two days before. A marned woman,
of thorough good character, told me a few
weeks ago that on her confinement, so
cronwded with children 1s ber one room
they are obliged to put her on the floor 1n
the middle of the room that they may pay
Ler the requsite attention, she spoke of
this as to her tHe most pamnful part of that,
her hour of tnal.’

Mr. Thomas Fox, solicitor, Beamin-
ster, Dorset, 1n his evidence to Mr. Aus-
tin, says -—

* T regret that I cannot take you to the
pansh of Hook (near here), the whole
pansh belonging to the Duke of Cleveland,
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occupied by a tenant of the name of Raw-
Iins, where the residences of the labourers
are as bad as 1t 15 possible you can con-
cewve, many of them without chambers
earth floors, not ceiled or plastered, and
the consequence 1s, that the inhabitants
are the poorest — the woist off mn the
couniry.’' [

He 15 asked :—

¢ Are you of opinion that such a want of
proper accommodation for sleepmg must
tend very much to demoralize the families
of the labouring population®—There can
be no doubt of 1t , and the worst of conse-
quences have arisen from 1t’

Mr Malachi Fisher, of Blandford,

Dorset, says —

“That in Milton Abbas, on the average
of the late census, there were thirty-six
persons 1n each house. It i1s not an un-
commen thing for two families, who are
near neighbours, to place all the females
m one cottage, and the males in another.

And Mr. Austin, 1n his report, says :—

* The sleeping of boys and girls, young
men and young women, 1n the same room,
in beds almost touching one another, must
have the effect of breaking down the great
barriers between the sexes, the sense of
modesty and decency on the part of wo-
men, and respect for the other sex on the
part of the men The consequences of the
want of proper accommodation for sleeping
1n the cottages are seen 1n the early hicen-
t:.ousness of the rural districts—licentious-
ness which has not always respected the
family relattonship.’

I am by no means desirous of using
excitable language or harsh terms m
anything I may have to address to the
House upon this subject; but I should
not do justice to my own feelings 1f I
failed to express my stiong mdignation
at the conduct of those owners of land
who permit men, bred on the soil, born
on therr ternitory, to rcmain in the con-
ditzon 1n which the labouring population
of Dorsetshire appear, not occasionally,
but habstually to exist  [Lord Ashley :
‘Hear!'] Tam glad to hear that cheer
from the noble Lord ; I should have ex-
pected as much. You talk to us about
the crowding together of the labouiing
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population in the manufacturing towns, | to dispose of

and chaige that upon the manufacturer
and the null-owner, forgetting that the
cowding together in towns cannot come
under the cognisance of particular m-
dividuals or employers ; but m the agri-
cultural districts we find the laige pio-
prietors of land, who will not allow any
other person to erect a stick o1 a stone,
or to buald up a cottage on then estates,
nevertheless permutting men, for whosc
welfare they are responsible, to herd n
this beastly state in dwellings worse than
the wigwams of the American Indians
When we see these things, I 1epeat,
that the persons by whom they are pei-
mitted to continue, deserve to be visited
with the most unqualified reprobation of
this Hounse. It was well said by the
late Mr Drummond, ¢ that property has
its duties as well as 1ts nights,” but these
duties ate grossly neglected when a Com-
nssioner from the Government can find
people Inmg m such pigsties—or woise
than pigstics—as have been described

I have alluded to the evidence of the
Rev. Godolphin Osborne. I have not
the honowr to be acquainted with that
gentleman, and I have no doubt that in
pohtical matters we differ ‘wide as the
poles,” but I cannot but admire hun o1
any other man who will come forward
and express his opimon, and make pub-
licthe state of a population so degraded.
That gentleman, 1 a letter lately writ-
ten, says —

' Qur poor Ine on the borders of destitu-
ton . .. From one year'send to another,
there are many labounng fumilies that
scarcely touch, 1 the way of food, any-
thing but bread and potatoes, with now
and rhen some bacon  Bread is in almost
eiery cottage the chief food of the children,
and, when I know of what that bread 1s
often made, I am not surpnised at the
sreat prevalence amongst the children of
the labourers, of diseases known to pro-
ceed from an mmproper or too stinted diet,

The wages paid by farmers I do not
find exceeding 85, except, perhaps, mn the
Case of the shepherd or catter In many
panshes only 7s5. a week are pad . . A
clergymen 1n this union states to me, that
he had lately had four blankets sent to um
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In making inquiry for the
most proper objects, he found m fiftcen
families 1n his parnsh, consisting of eighty-
four mdividuals, there were only thutv-
three beds and thirty-five blankets, being
about thiree persons to one bed, with one
blankhet  Of the thirty-five blankets, ten
werein good condition, having been given
them within the last four years, the other
twenty-five were mere patched rags

Bear in mind that T am describing no
sadden cnsis of distress, such as occa-
stonally takes place m the manufactur-
mg distiicts, but the oidmary condition
of the people  The stutkes and tumults
of which you hea: so mucn m those dis-
triets, are the stiuggles of the operatives
agamst bemng reduced fiom their com-
paiatively comfortable emmmngs to the
deplorable condition 1n which the agri-
cultural population have sunk unconsci-
ously, and, I am afraid to thmk, con-
tentedly. Speaking of the union of
Tanant Hinton, the same rev. gentle-
man says i—

‘In Tarrant Hinton pansh, a father,
mother, married daughter and her hus-
band, an infant, a blind boy of sixteen,
and two girls, occupying one bed-room ;
next door, a father, mother, and six chil-
dren, the eldest boy sixteen years of age, in
one bed-room, two doors below, a mother,
a daughter with two bastards, another
daughter, her hasband and two children,
another daughter and her husband, one
bedroom and a sort of landing, the house
m a most dilapidated state! It 1s not one
property or one pansh alone, on or m
which such cases exist, the crowded s*ate
of the cottages generally 1s @ thing known
to everv one who has occasion to go
amongst the poor. In one or two cases
whole villages might be gone through, and
every other house at least would tell the
same tale, and I know this to be true out
of this union as well as m 1t, and in some
of thege worst localities, a rent of from 3/
to 5/ yearly 1s charged for a house with
only one room below and one above It
may serve to corroborate what I have
stated of the crowdmg of the villages to
add, that I have now a hist before me of
forty fambes belonging to other parshes
i the union, who are now actually resid-
g in the town of Blandford.’
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Now, mark ! the progress of the evil
is this. The landowner refuses to buld
up new cottages, and permits the old
cottages to fall down; and I speak ad-
visedly when I say, that this 1s the course
adopted systematically 1 Dorsetshire,
and the people are driven to Blandfowd
and other towns. And what a popula-
tion they are thus sending to the manu-
facturing districts ! And what are these
villages but normal schools of prostitu-
tion and vice® Oh, do not then blame
the manufacturers for the state of the
population 1 their towns, while you
rear such a people 1n the country, and
drive them there for sheltei, when the
hovels 1 which they have dwelt fall
down about them

I wish to be understood, that in speak-
ing of the condition of the agnicultmal
labourer, and of the wages he recerves,
I do not mtend to cast imputations upon
any individual. Iattack not mmdividuals,
but the system  Although I hold the
propiietor to be responsible for the state
of lodging on his own land, I do not
hold him responsible for the rate of
wages in his district. I never held the
farmers responsible for the want of em-
ployment or the price of labour, although
it has been foolishly said of me that I
did so. I challenge the Argus-eyed
opponent I have to deal with to show
that I have ever done so. But, so far
from that being the case, I have,
every agricultural district which I have
visited, told the labourers, ‘that the
farmers cannot give what wages they
please—wages are not to be looked
upon as chanty—the farmers are in no
way responsible for low wages—it 1s the
system.” I have thus spoken of the
food and lodging of the agncultural
labourers, and shall content myself with
one extiact fiom Mr. Austin’s desciip-
tion of their clothing :—

‘A change of clothes seems to be out of
the question, although necessary not only
for cleanlmess, but saving of time. It not
unfrequently happens, that a woman on
returning home from work 1s obliged to go
to bed for an hour or two, to allow her
clothes to be dried. It 1s also by no means
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uncomrmon for her, .f she should not do
this, to put them on again next morning
nearly as wet as when she took them off.’”

Now, what kind of home customers
do hon. Gentlemen opposite think these
people are to the manufactureis® This
15 the population, who, according to
those hon. Gentlemen, are our best
customeis, I should be glad for a mo-
ment to call the attention of the right
hon the Home Secretary to the present
working of the New Poor Law i Wilts,
I have obseived m a Wiltshue paper a
statement which I will read to the
House —

‘In Potterne, an extensive parish on
the south-west side of Devizes, in which
reside two country gentlemen, who are
magistrates, considerable landowners, and
staunch adwvocates of the Corn-laws, be-
sides other gentlemen of station and of
wealth, this plan of billeting the labourers
has been adopted ; and the following are
the prices which are put on those poor
fellows who cannot get work at the average
rate of 7s. a week, and of whom, we un-
derstand, there are, or lately were, about
forty —Able-bodied single men, 25 67 a
week, ditto married men, 4s ; ditto with
two or three children, 55 ; ditto with large
families, 65, a week. At these rates then
~fixed with reference to the number of
mouths to be fed, and not according to the
ability of the parties as workmen, the ob-
ject clearly being to reduce the poor's rate
—may any person i the parish, or out of
it either, we presume, command the ser-
vices of any of these forty unfortunates
We say command, for these independent
labourers, ** bold peasantry, their country's
pride,” have no voice in the matter, they
have not even the option of going into the
Union-house while any one can he found
willing to use up their sinews and therr
bones at this starvation price.’

I have seen this m the Independent
Wiltshire newspaper, and have taken it
down, and had the names of the parties
sent to me corroborating 1t. And 1s not
this, I will ask, qute inconsistent with
what is the understood principle of the
Poor Law? Heie is a shding tariff of
wages beginning at 25, 6., and ending
at 6s, the men who are the victims of
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the system having no mote voice mn the
matter than the negro slaves of Lows-
1ana |

Now, I pat it to you who are the
supporters of the Corn-law—Can you,
m the face of facts like these, persist m
upholding such a system > I would not,
were I in yow position, be a party to
such a couise —no, nothing on caith
should bribe me to it—with such evi-
Jence at your doors of the muschiefs you
are mflicing I have alluded to the
condition of the people 1n four of the
southein counties of England—m Wilt-
shire, Doisetshue, Someisetshue, and
Devonshire ; and what I have stated
regard to those places would apply, 1
fear, to all the purely rural counties in
the kingdom, unless you go northwaid,
where the demand for Jabow m the
manufacturing districts raises the rate of
wages on the land in the neighbourhood,

The hon. and gallant Member for
Lincoln says *No,  and I will concede
to the hon. and gallant Membe, for I
have no wish to excite his temper by
contradicting him, that 1t 15 not so n
Lincolnshire; T admit there 1s an ex-
ception to the general rule mn 1egard to
that county—there, I beheve, both the
labourers and farmers are m a much
better condition than n the south  But
Iam referring to the condition of the
agucultural population generally ; and
when we look at the orderly conduct
of that population, ai the patience ex-
hibited by them unde: then own suf-
ferings and privations—fortified, as 1t
were, by endurance so much, that we
scarcely hear a complaint fiom them, I
am sure such a population will meet
with the sympathies of this House, and
that the noble Lord, the Membu for
Dorset (Lord Ashley), whom I see oppo-
site, and whose humane mterference on
behalf of the factory labourers 1s the
theme of admiration, will extend to the
agncultural population that sympathy
which has been so beneficial in amelior-
atmg the condition of a laige portion
of the labouring people. But where arc
the Scotch county Members, that they

have nothing to say? In that country !
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there is an agricultural population, that,
as far as their conduct 1s concerned,
would do honour to any country. Vet
I find the following description of the
diet of these labourers i a Scotch

papel .—

‘In East Lothian, the bread used by
hinds and other agnicultural labourers 1s a
mixture of barley, peas, and beans, ground
into meal, and you will undersiand 1ts ap-
peaiance when we inform you that 1t 1s
very hke the rape and ol cakes used for
feeding cattle and manunng the fields,
and 1t 15 very mdigesuble, coaise food '

And T have received from a trust-
worthy person a letter, giving me the
subjomed account of the peasantiy of
the county of Forfar .—

*In thus county (Forfarshire), the mode
of engaging farm-servants 1s fiom Whit-
sunday to Whitsunday, m some cases the
perod of engagement 1 only for half a
vear The present average rate of wages
15 11/, per annum, or a fraction more than
4+ per week, with the additon of two
pecks or 16lbs of oatmeal, and seven
Sceotch pints of milk weekly  The amount
of wages may be stated thus —

s d

Money - P 4 ©
QOatmeal, two pecks a. 107 1 8
Seven pints of nuik at 24 12
Total weckly wages 6 10

That 15 the cutrent weekly wages of an
able-bodied agricultural labotier An old
man-—that 15, a man a liitle beyond the
prime of ife—f employed at all, his wages
are considerably lower  The unn ersal food
of the agneultural laboureisin Forfaishire
1s what 1s locally called * brose,” which is
merely a mixture of oatmeal and boiling
water, the meal 15 not boiled, only the
boiling water poured on 1. There 1s no
variation 1n this mode of living ; butcher's
meat wheaten bread, sugar, tea, or coftee,
they never taste  The outhouses they hve
1n are called *“ bothies,"” and more wretched
hovels than these bothies are not to be
found among the wigwams of the uncnil-
wed Afncans’

It really would appear. fiom the shight

notice taken here of the state of suffering
in the wural districts, that the County
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Members were sent up to this House to
conceal rather than to disclose the con-
dition of the people they left behind
them Then there 1s the case of Wales.
There can be no excuse forignorance as
1o the state of the Welsh people, for
during the time of the recent disturb-
ances we had the accounts given by the
Zimes’ reporter, corroborated by per~ons
Iiving 1n the locality, showing clearly
what was the condition of both the
faimer and the labomer m that country.
In one of those accounts 1t was stated :—

‘The mamn cause, however, of the cis-
turbances, 15 beyond question the abject
poverty of the people  The small farmer
here breakfasts on oatmeal and water
boitled, called ** duffrey” or * flummery,”
or on a few mashed potatoes left from the
previous might's supper He dines on po-
tatoes and buttermilk, with sometimes a
little white Welsh cheese and barley hread,
and, as an occasional treat, has a salt
heiring. Fresh meat 1s never seen on the
farmer's table  He supss un mashed pota-
toes. His butter he never tastes, he sells
it to pay his rent.  The pigs he feeds aie
sold to pay his rent  As for beef or mut-
ton, they are quite out of the guestion—
they never form the farmer's food.’

Then as to the labourer —

‘The condition of the labourers, from
mability mn the farmers to give them con-
stant employment, 1s deplorable They
live entirely on potatoes, and have seldom
enough of them, having only one meal a-
day ! Being half staived, they are con-
stantly upon the pansh. They hive m mud
huts, with only one room for sleeping,
cooking, and lnmg—different ages and
sexes herding together  Their cottages
have no windows, but a hole through the
mud wall to admit the air and light, into
which a bundle of rags or turf s thrust at
night to stop it up  The thinly-thatched
roofs are seldom drop-dry, and tue mud
floor becomes consequently damp and wet,
and dirty almost as the road, and, to
complete the wretched picture, huddled m
a coiner are the rags and straw of which
therr beds ate composed ’

I have now glanced at the conditinn
of the agricultural population i Eng-
land, Scotland, and Wales. You have
too 1ecently heard the talcs of 1ts suffer-
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ing to require that I should gn across
the Channel to the sister sland with 1ts
two millions and a half of paupers ; vet
bear m mund for we are apt to forget
it), mn that couniry there is a duty this
day of 18s. a quaiter upon the mmport of
foreign wheat  Whll it be beleved n
future ages, that m a country periodi-
cally ou the pownt of actual famine—at
a time when 1ts inhabitants subsisted on
the lowest food, the very roots of the
earth—there was a law m existence
which virtually prohubited the mporta-
tion of bread! I have given you some
wdea of the ordinary condition of the
agricultural labourers when at home + I
have alluded to their forced migiation
from the agricultural districts to the
towns, and I will now quote from the
report of the London Fever Hospital, a
description of the state 1n which they
they reach the metropolis :—

‘Dr Southwood Smith has just given
hits annual report upon the state of the
London Fever Hospital duning the past
year, from which 1t appears that the ad-
missionsdunng the period were 1,.462, being
an excess of 418 aboye that of any preced-
mg year A large portion of the imnmates
were agricultural labourers, or provincial
mechanics, who had come to London mn
search of employment, and who weie
seized with the malady either on the road
or soon ufter their artival, evinang the close
connexion between fever and destitution
These poor creatures ascribed their illness,
some of them to the sleeping by the sides
of hedges, and others to a want of clothing,
many of them being without stockings,
shirts, shoes, or any apparel capable of de-
fending them fiom the inclemency of the
weather , while the larger number attri-
buted 1t to want of food, being dinen by
hunger to eat raw vegetables, turmps, and
rotten apples Their disease was attended
with such extreme prostration as generally
to require the admimstration of an un-
usually large propottion of wine, brandv,
ammonia, and other stimulants The
gross mottality was r15!3 per cent. An
unprecedented number of nurses and other
senvants of the hospital were attacked with
fever, namely, twenty-mne, of whom six
died

T have another account fioni the Marl-
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borough-street police report, bearing
upon the same pont, which 1s as fol-
luws *—

‘Marlborough Street.—The Mendicity
Society constables and the police have
brought a considerable number of beggars
to this court recently The majority of
these persons are country labourers, and
their excuse for vagrancy has been of the
s«me character—inability to get work from
the farmers, and 1mpossibility of support-
mg themselves and families on the wages
offered them when emplovment 15 to he
had It 1s imposcble to describe the
wretched appeatance of these men, most
cf whom are able-bodied labowers, capa-
bie of perfornnng a hard day’s work, and,
accordmg to their own statements, willing
te do so, provided they could get anything
to do A great many of these vagrant
agricultzal labourets have neither stoch-
mes por shoes on thewr feet, and thetr
tagoed and famished appcarance esceeds
m wretchedness that of the Insh peasanty
whofind their way to this metropolis  1he
magistrates, 1 almost every instance,
found themselves obliged to send these
destitute persons. to prison for a short
penod, as the only means of temporanly
resciung them fiom starvanon. Several
ndniduals belonging to this class of
leggars wele yesterday committed

You have heie the condition of the
agucultural labourers when they fly to
the towns. You have alieady heard what
was their condition m the country, and
now [ appeal to honouiable Members
opposile, whether thens 1s a case with
which to come before the country to just-
iy the maintenance of the Corn-law~?
You are nonsuited, and put out of coutt:
vouhave not a word to say  If you counld
show in the agricultural labomers a
bloomiug and healthy population, well
cothed and well fed, and iving in houses
fit for men to hive m—if this could be
shown as the effects of the Corn-laws,
there might be some ground for appeal-
ng to the feelings of the House to per-
It an mjustice to continue white they
huew that they were benefiing a large
poition of therr fellow-countrymen But
when we know, and can prove from the
lacts before us, that the gieatest scarcity
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of food 15 to be found m the nudst of
the aguicultural population, and that pro-
tection does not, as its advocates allege,
benefit the faimer or the labourer, you
have not a solitary prctext 1emaining,
and I recommend you at vnce to give
up the system, which you can no longer
stand befoie the countiy and mamtam
The facts I have stated aie capable of
corroboiation  Before a Select Com-
mittee we can obtamn as much evidence
as we want to show the state of the agn-
cultural population. We may get that
evidence m less tume and more satisfact-
orily before a Select Committee than
thhough a Commission.  Though I hy
no means wish to undervalue mcuines
conducted by Commussions, which 1n
many cases are very useful, I am of opn-
1on that an mqury such as I propose
would be carried on with more sansfac-
tion and with less loss of time by a Se-
lect Commuttee than by a Commission
Theie 1s no tnbunal so fair as a Select
Commttee ;s Members of both sides are
upon 1, witnesses are examimed and
cro~s-enamined, doubts and difficulties
are removed, and the real facts aie ar-
rived at  Desides the facts T have stated,
if sen appomt a Commnuttee, the land-
lords may obtan evidence wlich will go
far to help them out of thewr own diffi-
culty—viz. the means of giving employ-
ment to the people. The great want 1s
employment, and 1f 1t 1snot found, where
do you <uppocee will present evils end,
when you consider the rapid way n
which the population 1s mereasing > You
may ina Commuittee recerve valnable sug-
gestions from practical agricultunists—
sucgestions which may assist you m de-
vising means for providing employment.
There may be men examined more capa-
ble of giving an opimion, and more com-
petent to help you out of this dilemma,
than any you could have had some years
ago. You may now have the evidence
of men who hav- given their attention
a~ to what can be done with the soil.
Diam-tiles are begmning to show them-
selves on the surface of the land m many
counties  Why should they not always
be placed under the suiface, and why
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should not such improvements give cm-
ployment to labourers?

You do not want Acts of Parliament
to protect the faimer—you want um-
provements, outlays, bargaimns, leases,
fresh terms, A farmer before my Com-
mittee will tedl you that you may em-
ploy more labourers by biealimg up land
which has lain for hundreds of years mn
grass, ot rather in moss, to please some
eccentric landow ner, who prefers a ptece
of green turf to seeing the plongh turnimg
up 1its furrows  Thrs coxcominy of some
landlords would disappear before the
good sense of the Eail of Ducie  You
may denve advantage fiom examining
men who look upon land as we manu-
facturers do upon the 1aw matenal of the
fabitcs which we make—who will not
look upon 1t with that superstitious ve-
neration and that abhouence of change
with which landlords have been taught
to 1egard their acres, but as ~omething
on wiuch to give empleymant to the
people, and which, by the application
to 1t of incieased ntelhgence, cnergy,
and capital. may produce increased re-
turns of wealth

Bat we shall have another advantage
from my Commuttee. Recollect that
hitherto you have never heard the two
sules of the guestion m the Commuittees
which have sat to mquire mto agiicul-
twmal suljects; and T mmpress this fact
on the notice of the night hon. Baronet
opposite as a stiony appesl to him. I
have looked hack upon the evidence
taken before these Committees, and 1
find that 1n none of them were both
sides of the question fanly stated. All
the witnesses examined were protection-
ists—all the members of all the Com-
mittees were protectionists  We have
never yet heard an enlightenad agricul-
turist plead the opposite side of the
question It 1s upon these grounds that
I press this motion upon hon. Gentle-
men opposite. I want to have further
evidence. I do notwant a man to be
examuined who i» not a farmer or land-
owner. 1 would respectfully ask the
tatl of Ducte and Lar]l Spencer to be
examuued first; and then hon Gentle-
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men could send for the Dukes of Buck.
ingham and Richmond I should hie
nothing better than that—nothing better
than to submit these four noblemento a
cross-examunation 1 would take yow
two witnesses and vou would take mine,
and the country should decide betveen
us  Nothing would so much tend to
diffuse sound views as such an eaannua-
tion  BDut you have even Membeis on
yout own side who will help ime to make
out my case. There 15 the hon Member
for Betkshue (Mr Pusey); he knows of
what land 1s capable—he knows what
land wants, and he knows well thatm
the districts where the most unskilful
farming prevails, there does paupeitm
exst to the greatest extent  What dues
he say to you? He advises that—

‘More drains may be cut, more chalk
be laid on the downs, the wolds, and the
clays , marl on the sand, clay on the fens
and heaths, ime on the moors—mant of
which should be broken up ‘That old
ploughs be cast away, the nuinber of horses
reduced, good breeds of cattle extended,
stock fattened where 1t has hitherto been
starved, root-ciops dirlled and  betrer
dunged, new kinds of those crops cult-
vated, and artificial manures of ascertained
usefulness purchased ’

It alinost appears fiom the testimony
of vour own side, that you are doing
nothing night.  There 15 nothing about
vour agiculture that does not want m-
proving  Suppose that you could show
that we are wrong 1 all our manufac-
twing processes — suppose the theonst
could come to my business, which 15
manufactuning garments, and which, 1
take 1t, 15 almost as necessary, and why
not as honowable, i a civilised country
and with a chmate like ows, as manu-
facturmg food; suppose, T say, a theor-
etical chemist, book in hand, should
come to me. and say, ‘ You must bing
mdigo from India, madder fiom Fiance,
gum from Aftica, and cotton fiom
America, and vou must compound and
work them scientifically, so as to make
your gown-pieces to be sold for 3s. each
garment.” My answer would be, ¢ We
do it already.” We 1equire no theorist
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to tell us how to perform our labour.
If we could not do this, how could we
carry on the competition which we do
with other nations? But you are con-
demned by your own witnesses; you
have the maternals for the amelioration
of your soils at your own doors you
have the chalk and clay, and marl and
sand, which ought to be mtermingled,
and yet you must have people wiiting
books to tell you how to do 1t.

We may make a gieat advance if we
get this Committee  You may have the
majority of 1ts Members protectionists,
if youwill; I am quite willing that such
should be the arrangement I know 1t
1s understood—at least, there 1s a sort
of etiquette—that the mover for a Com-
mittee should, 1 the event of its bemng
ganted, preside over it as chairman I
waive all pretensions of the so1t—1 give
up all claims—I only ask to be present
as an mdividual Member,

What objections there can be to the
Commuttee I cannot understand Aieyou
afraid that to grant it will mciease agi-
tation ? T ask the hon. Baionet the Mem-
ber for Essex (Sir J. Tyrell), whether he
thinks the agitation 1s gomng down n his
part of the count1y® I 1ather think there
15 a good deal of agitation gomg on there
now. Do you really think that the ap-
pointment of a dozen Gentlemen, to <1t
m a quiet room up-stairs and hear evi-
dence, will add to the excitement out of
doors® Why, by granting my Commuttee
vou will be withdiawing me fiom the agi-
tation for one But I tell you that you will
raise excitement still higher than 1t 1s, 1f
you allow me to go down to your consti-
tuents—your vote against the Commuttee
m my hand —and allow me to say to
them, ‘I only asked for mquury; I of-
fered the landlords a majority of therr
own party ; I offered them to go mto
Commuittee, not as a Chairman, but as
an individual Member ; I offered them
all possible advantages, and yet they
would not—they dared not grant a Com-
mittee of inquiry mnto your condition.’
Irepeat to you, I desire no advantages.
Let us have the Commuttee. Let us set
to work, attempting to ehcit sound in-
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formation, and to benent ot common
couniry. I beheve that much good
may be done by adopting the comse
which I propose,

I tell you that your boasted system is
not piotection but destruction to agn-
culture. Let us sce if we cannot coun-
teract some of the foolishness—I will
not call 1t by a harsher name—of the
domgs of those who, under the pretence
of protecting native ndustry, are mvit-
mg the farmer not to depend upon his
own energy and skill and capital but to
come hete and look for the protection of
an Act of Parlment. Letus havea Com-
mittee. andl see 1t we cannot ehcit facts
which may counteiact the folly of those
who aie persuading the farmer to prefer
Acts of Parhament to draming and sub-
soiling, and to be looking to the laws of
this House when he should be studying
the laws of nature.

I cannot imagine anything more de-
moralismg—yes, that 15 the word—moie
demoralising, than for you to tell the
faxmers that they cannot compete with
foreigners.  You bring long rows of
ficures, of delusive accounts, showing
that the cultivation of an acre of wheat
unsts 6/, or 8. per year. You put every
mmpediment 1 the way of the faimers
tiymg to do what they ought to do And
can you think that this 1s the way to
make people succeed > How should we
manufactuiers get on, 1f, when we got a
pittern as a specimen of the productions
of the 1rval manufacturer, we brought
all our people together and said, *It 1s
quute clear that we cannot compete with
this foreigner; 1t 15 quite useless our at-
tempting to compete with Geimany or
America; why, we cannot produce goods
at the price at which they do.” But how
do we act m reahity > We call our men
together, and say, ‘So-and-so 1s pro-
ducing goods at such a prce; but we
are Enghshmen, and what Amernca or
Germany can do, we can do also.” [
repeat, that the opposite system, which
you go upon, is demoralising the farm-
ers Nor have you any right to call out,
with the noble Lord the Member for
North Lancashire—you have no ught to
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go down occasionally to your constitu-
encies and tell the farmers, ¢ You must
not plod on as your grandfathers did
before you; you must not put your hands
behind your backs, and drag one foot
after the other, mn the old-fashioned style
of gomng to work.” I say you have no
right to hold such language to the faimer
Who makes them plod on like therr
grandfathers» 'Who makes them put
their hands behind their backs? Why,
the men who go to Lancashire and talk
of the danger of pourmng m of forergn
corn from a certamn province m Russia,
which shall be nameless—the men who
tell the farmers to look to this House for
protective Acts, mstead of theirr own
energles—instead of to those capabili-
ties whicl, were they properly brought
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out, would make the Englsh farmer
equal to-—perhaps superior to—any m
the world.

Because I beheve that the existing
system 1s worse for the farmer than for
the manufacturer — because I believe
that great gnod to both would re.ult
from an mquiry—because I beheve that
the present system 10bs the earth of its
fertility and the labourer of his hue, de-
prives the people of subsistence, and the
farmers of feelings of honest mdepend-
ence—I hope, Sir, that the House will
accede to my motion for—

¢ A Select Committee to mquire into
the effects of protective duties on imports
upon the interests of the tenant-faimers
and farm-labourers of this country.’
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FORTUNATELY for me, the phrenolo-
gists, who have exam:med my head, tell
me that I have neither the organ of self-
esteem nor that of love of approbation
if I had, I am sure you would spoil me
At this late hour of the meeting I should
not have mtruded myselfat all upon you
were it not for a consciousness of the
duty we owe to our visitor to-night—
the noble Lord (Kinnaird) who has so
kindly consented to fill the chair upon
the present occasion, who, possessing
great nobility and courage of natute, 1s
the second ndividual who has come
forth from lus Order to preside at owm
meeting, who has furmished us with so
many additional arguments, and who 1s
thereby able to cheer us on in the pur-
suit of our great cause  Had 1t not been
fur the duty we owe to s loidship and
to the gentleman (Mr Somers) who has
just sat down, who 1s an occupier of
land, and who, I may tell you, holds
the situation of acting chairman of the
board of guardians of the Bridgwater
Union—f 1t had not been, I say, fo1 the
purpose of paying a tubute to thisnoble
Lord and the Somersetshire farmer, I
am sure I should not have trespassed
upon your tume at this late hour of the
evening

We have here agamn another answer
to his Grace of Richmond. who stated
m the House of Peers that the faimers
lo a man are with the monopolists I
tell the noble Duke, ‘Well, you have
not yet answeted the speeches of Messrs

Hunt and Lattimore, and now are you
willing to 1eply to that of Mr. Somers ?’
We will call upon his Grace to notice
these men, and to say whether, 1n the
counties of Gloucester, Hertford, and
Somerset, from whence these three fayrm-
ers severally came, there can be found
more unexceptionable witnesses, n point
of talent, chatacter, morality, and fit-
ness 1 every iespect; whether there
could have been better witnesses brought
from the counties I have namcd than
those gentlemen These aie not the
description of men the Protectionists put
forward at their meetings as ‘ faimers ;’
their farmers geneially consist of law-
yers, land-valuers, and auctioneers—
mere toadies and creatures of the land-
lords. They are men who stand to-
wards the real farmers m a far worse
relation than the landloid himself; for
they do the dirty woik on the tenant
which the landloid personally would
scorn to do. T will tell you what kind
of people these land-valuers and auction-
eers are. I was once travellingin Scot-
land upon the banks of a loch, between
Taymouth and Killeen. A Highlander
rode with me 1 the car who was a firm
believer m witches and ghosts,  He said
his father had seen many of these ghosts,
and he himself had seen some ; that they
were exceedingly mischievous, for they
actually put stumbling-blocks m the
way of people going home ou a daik
night, and often bewitched the cattle;
‘m fact,” said he, reasoning the matter
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out, ‘I believe they aie worse than the
Evil One that sends them  Just, you
see, as the factor over there,” pownting
1 the direction of the maiquis’s factor
or land-agent’s mansion, ‘just as the
factor there 1s waw than the land’
Now, we do not bring forward these
land-valuers and auctioneers  Mind
you, the talking men 1n the faiming
districts generally are these auctioneers
and land-agents. 'We have not too wide
a choice among farmers who are Free
Traders, and who can spcak at public
meetings like thus ; but this I can tell
you from my own experience : wheiever
you find m any county of the kingdom
a man of onginal thought and independ-
ent mind, and who has wherewithal to
make him independent, and enable him
to stand erect in the world, that man
1s almost mvanably m favour of Fiee
Trade.

But, upon the general aigument of Fiee
Trade, what am I to say to you, since
you aie all agreed on the subject? 1
can only congratulate you, that during
this present week we have not been with-
out evidence of a progiess in high quar-
ters on our question We have had a
budget—I cannot say it 1s a Free-trade
one, because, when we Leaguers get m-
to power, we will bring forwaid a much
better budget than that  But still there
were some hittle things done m the bud-
get on Monday night, and everything
that was done was mn the direction of Free
Trade What have the Duke of Rich-
mond and the Protection Souety been
about? Why, I thought they had or-
gamised themselves, and assembled
his Grace's parlour, and had declared
that therr Pume Mimster had gone so
far that he should now go no farther,
But 1t 1s quite clear to me that the Prime
Minister does not dread those carpet-
kimghts much who sit in the drawing-
room of his Grace ; he 1s not very much
alarmed at that chivalry. I think he
has a great deal more 1ehance upon us
than dread of them  There 1s one thing
done by the present Government which
has been well done, because 1t was total-
ly and immediately done—I mean their
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abolition of the protection upon wool,
Twenty-five years ago theie was an up
rising of all the XKnatchbulls, Bucking-
hams, and Richmonds of that day, who
said, we msist on having a 64. duty laid
on foreign wool, to piotect our own
growth They obtamed what they asked,
Five years afterwards, Mr. Huskisson
said he had been informed by the Leeds
manufacturers, that if that duty was not
greatly altered, and almost taken off,
all the woollen manufactures would be
lost, and then the Enghish farmers would
have no market for therr wool at all
By dint of great management and elo-
quence on lus part, Mr. Huskisson was
enabled to take off at that time 54 of
the 64. which had been laid on  And
during the past week we have got nd ot
the other 14. "When 1t was proposed
to take off this duty, the agriculturists—
I mean the Knatchbulls and Bucking-
hams of the day—declared (I have often
quoted from their pamphlets upon that
subject before), that if the duty was re-
pealed, there would be no more shep-
lierds employed, but that they would all
go to the workhouse ; that there would
be no mutton m the land, and that all
the shepherds’ dogs might be hanged.
If you had heard them talk in those
days, you would have thought the poor
sheep, instead of carrying merely its
own wardrobe on 1its back, bore the en-
tire wealth and prospenty of the whole
nation. Now they are gong to cany
on the trade of sheep-rearmng and wool-
selling without any protection.

Why should they not conduct the
business of raising and sellng cotn
upon the same principle? If it is un-
1easonable to ‘totally and immediately’
abolish the duty on corn, why has then
own Pume Mmster and Government
¢ totally and 1mmediately > abolished the
protection on wool ? We find encourage-
ment and good argument in favour of ow
punciples by every step that 1s taken,
even by our professed opponents.  Take
the article of coffee ; a reform m that 15
not entirely, but 1t 1s half done. The
duties on coffee formeily weie—in-
deed, at thus moment, are—4d. per 1b,
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duty on colonal, and 8. per lb. on
toreign.  That meant just 44 per lb,
monopoly to the colonial growers, be-
canse they were thereby enabled to sell
their coffee at just 4. more than they
otherwise would have done.  Sir Robert
Peel has reduced the duty on foreign
coffee, but not on colonial, leaving the
latter with 24, per lb. less protection
than 1t formetly had I cannot <ay that
is nghtly done, but 1t 1s half done, and
we will have the other half by-and-by
Now, the next matter 1s sugar, Ladies,
vou cannot make ynwi coffee without
you liave sugar: at least, with all your
most honeyed smiles, you cannot make
itsweet. Now, we ate mn a little duffi-
culty about this sugar; for thete aie
scruples of conscience which have come
over the Goveinment of this country.
They cannot take 1oreign sugar, decause
s tunted with slavery  Now observe,
lam going to letouta seciet.  There 1s
a secret coirespondence gomg on be-
tween the Government of this country
and that of Brazil to this effect. You
I'mow that statesmen sometimes wriie
private letters and instructions to their
agents, which are unt published till
about one hundred yeais after they are
witten, when they become curiosities
Uwall just give you one that will be pub-
lished one hundied years hence respect-
mg our Government and the Biaals.
The present Minmstry turned out the
late Admunistiation on the question of
sigar Lotd Sandon, when he moved an
wunendment to the Whig proposition to
allow foreign sugar, rested his argument
on the ground that it was very improus
to con-ume slave-gruwn ~ugar  But he
sud nothing about coffec; the rest I
will explam m the words of the sup-
posed secret letter fiom onr Government
to then ambassador i Biaal :—
‘Inform the Briazihan Government
that we stand pledged to the counuy
as 1egards this arucle of suga, and,
when we bring m our budget, we shall
be obliged to tell the people of England,
who are very gullible. and who will be-
heve anything we teil them from our
places w the House of Commons, that
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it will be very mmproper to encourage
slavery and the slave trade by taking
Prazihan sugar, but, to convince the
Brazhan Goveinment that we do not
mean to do them any harm n this matter,
we will preface owr remarks about sugar
by a declaration that we will admt thewr
coffee at 27 per b reduction on the
former duty ; and as four out of five of
the slaves who are employed m Braznl
are engaged m the cotffee plantations,
and as threc-fifths of all the exports from
the Brazils are coffee, and as sugar forms
comparatively an msignificant ttem i
then production and exports{of all which
the people of England are profoundly
ignorant), this will convince them that
we do not mean any mjury to the Bra-
ziian planters, and that we are not mn
earnest when we propose to stop the
slave trade, we are simply bound to
exclade the sugar by the evigencies of
our party and our peculiar position.
But tell them, at the same time, how
cleveriy we have trpped up the heels of
the Wlugs by the manceuvre.’

That 1s the deseription of despatch which
will be published one hundied yeais
hence, as having been sent by our pre-
sent Gouvernment to thewr envoy extra-
ordmary and mimster plempotentiary at
Biazil

No doubt there are people who have
been talen n by this cant about slave
produce -+ honest, well-meanng plulan-
thropiets, 1f I must call them »so, al-
though I find 1t dificult to tieat men as
philaathropists who merely revel 1 the
enjoynient of an unreasoning conscience,
becavse tize plulanthropists have al-
ways a real ground of reason by which
to gurle their benevolence. There 15 a
class of individuals who have come mto
considerable notonety of late i this
countiy, who wish to subject us, not to
the dictates of an enhightened benevo-
lence, but to the control of mere fanati-
cism. They ate men who, under the
plea of bemg anti-slavery advocates, pe-
tition the f~overnment that they should
not allow the people of this country to
censume sugar, unless they can prove
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that 1t had not ‘the tant of slavery,” as
they callit, upon it Is there anvthing
m morals which answers to the principle
1 matenal nature that theie should be
one thing which 15 a conductor of 1m-
morality, and another a non-conductor
that coffee 1s a non-conductor of the im-
morality of slavery, but that sugar is
a conductor, and therefore you must
not take it? I have personally met with
some of these unreasoming philanthro-
pists, and have been called upon by
them to meet then objections relative
tu slave-grown sugar I remember i
particular one very benevolent gentle-
man 1 a white mushn cravat, with
whom I discussed this question? I met
him this way —* Before you -ay another
word to me on the subject, strip that
slave-grown cotton fiom your neck © He
rephed, that 1t was not practicable to
doso Irejomned, *I demandit: 1t 1s
practicable; for I know one gentleman
who has dispensed with weanng cotton
stockings 1 the summer, and will not
allow his garments to be put together
with cotton thiead if he knowsit’ Tt
18, I assure vou, a fact, that T know one
philanthropist who has made that sacii-
fice. ‘But,” smd I, “1f 1t 15 impracti-
cable for you, who stand up befme me
now with slave-grown cotton round your
neck, to abstam from slave-grown com-
modities, 1s 1t possible for the people of
England to do1t? Is 1t practicable for
us as a nation to do so? You can, if
you please, pass a law prolubiting the
mportation of slave-giown sugar mto
England, but will that accomplish your
object at all?  You receive free-giown
sugar 1in England, that leaves a vacuum
m Holland and elsewheire, which is filled
up with slave-giown sugar * Befoie men
have a 1ght to preach such doctrimes as
these, and call upon the Government
and the nation at laige to support them,
they ought to give evidence of ther sin-
cerity by the self-denying practice of ab-
stainmg fiom those articles which are
alieady consumed 1 this country.
‘What right have a people who are the
largest consumers and distributers of
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with tha ships full of cotton, then torm
up the whites of their eyes, shed croco
dile tears over the slaves, and say,
‘Heire we are with a cargo of cotton
goods, but we have qualms of con-
science, religious scruples, and cannot
take your slave-grown sugat n retmy
for our slave-giown cotton’? In the
fust place the thing 1s inconsistent, ant
1n the next 1t 1s hypocritical  Maik me,
clever knaves are using fanatics 1n oider
to impose upon the people of England
a heavy burden. That 1s just what i
amounts to  Cunning and selfish mer
are tamnpenng with the credulity of what
used to be the reasomng benevolence of
the people of England. We must put
down this sort of dictatorship, which
has no rational judgment to guwde it
Wil they venture to assert that I am an
advocate for the continuance of slaven
because I mamtam the principle of Free
Trade? No: I assert here, as everv
where, that one good, sound, and just
principle never can be at war with an-
other of a similar character. If you can
show me that Iiee Tiade 1s prowmotive
of slavery, and that 1t 15 calculated to
eatend or perpetuate 1t, then I should
doubt, pause, and hesitate whether fiee-
dom of trade and personal freedom aie
equally consistent and just in their prin-
ciples; and, as I say, primd facee, there
can be no question but that the posses
sion of human beings as goods and chat-
tels 15 contra1y to the first Chistian
precept, therefore I say at once that
slavery 1s unjust; and, 1f you can show
me that Fiee Trade would promote that
diabohical system, then T should be pre-
pared to abandon Free Trade 1tself.
But I have always been of the same
opinion with the most distinguished
writers who have ever treated upon this
subject —such men as Adam Smith,
Buike, Franklin, Hume, and others
the gieatest thinkers of any age— that
slave labour 1s more costly than fiee
labour—that 1if the two were brought
mto fair competition, fiee labour would
supersede slave labour. T find this view
so stiongly put and cleaily borne out by

cotton goods to go over tr the Biazils | a body of men whom I should thuh



1844

ought to be considered as autherities on
this matter—I mean the anti-slavery
body themselves— that I will venture to
read just three or four Imes out of this
volume, which 1s a record of the proceed-
ngs of the General Anti-Slavery Con-
vention, called by the committee of the
Bntish and Foreign Anti-Slavery So-
ciety, and held in London 1 1840. It
was denominated the ¢ World’s Conven-
uon of Anti-Slavery Delegates,’ for its
members assembled fiomall parts of the
globe  They appointed a most mtell-
gent committee to make a repoit as to
the relative value of fiee and slave la-
bour, and here 15 thewr declaration, un-
ammously agreed to by the confeience,
with Thomas Clarkson at then head
They say,—

'Resolved—That, upon the evrdence of
facts to which the attention of this Con-
vention has been directed, it 1s satisfac-
torily established as a general axiom that
free labour 1s mole profitable fo the em-
ployer, and consequently cheaper, than
slave labom ’

They go on to say,

*That of all lunds of slave labour, that
of imported slaves has been demonstrated
to be the most costly and the least pro-
ductive

And they wind up thus .—

*That the advantages of free-labour cul-
tnation cannot be faurly attested or fullv
realised under a system of husbandry and
general management which has grown up
under the existence of slavery, and which
1s attested by a waste of human labour,
that, but for monopoly prices, must have
absotbed all the piofit of cultivation
That the unrestricted competition of fiee
Iabonr mn the cultivation of sugar would
recessarily introduce a new system, by
which the cost of production would be
f_ther dimimched, and the fall of prices
that must ensue would leave no profit upon
slave-grown sugar

1nll only quote one other passage of
three lines fiom thisiepoit  There was
a long debate upon the subject, many
ntelligent witnesses fiom all paits of the
woild bore testimony to that principle,
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and the comnuttee passced those resolu-
tions unammously. [ will only read
from the report of the discussions a few
words of the speech of Mr Scoble, who
was speaking of the difference m the
price of sugais which were then mn the
market. In alluding to the fact that the
price of slave-sugar was 235 per cwt.,
whule that of free-grown sugai was 475.,
he says —

‘Now, what 15 1t that makes the differ-
ence m price between these two classes
of colomal producc but what 1s usually
termed the West Indian monopoly ®  Let
the monopoly be got nd of, and I will
ventute to say that fiee-labour will com-
pete with slave-labows sugar of any hind ’

That 1~ the tesumony of Mr. Scobie,
who, I beheve, 15 the acciedited agent
of the present London anti-slas evy body.

Now, I ask these gentlemen to do
that which we Fiee-tiaders do—to have
faith m then own pimnciples; to trust a
gieat truth convinced that it will cany
them safely, whatever there may be of
apparent difficulty in their way  We,
as Free-tiaders, do not ask for the free
admission of slave-grown suga because
we wish to consume the produce of
slaves 1ather than of fieemen, but be-
cause we object to the mfliction of a
monopoly upon the people of England
under the pietence of putting an end
to slavery  We deny that that 15 an ef-
fectual or a just mode of extinguishing
slavery.  On the contiary, 1t 1s subject-
mg the Butish public to a species of
oppression and  spohiation second n
mjustice only to slavery itself We
mantam, with Mr. Scoble and the
Anti-Slavery Convention, that free la-
bow, if placed m competinon with
slave labour, wiil be found cheaper and
more productive, and that it will, in the
end, put down slaiery and the slave
tiade, by 1endering it unmofitable to
hold our fellow-creatures 1n bondage
Why, would 1t not Le a monstrous thing
if we found that m the moral govern-
ment of this woild 1t was so contrived
that a man should have a premmum
offered him for domy injustice to lus
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fellow-man?  Plenty and cheapness
have been the reward promised from the
beginning of time to those whodo well;
but 1f the gieater cheapness and plenty
should be the reward of Inm who seizes
on his fellow-man and compels im to
work with the whip, rather than for the
man who offers a fair recompense fou
the willing labouter, [ say, if that weie
found to be true, it would be at war with
all we hold most just, and which we be
lieve to be true of the moral government
of the universe. If, then, free competi-
tion be wanted to overturn slavery, I
ask this anti-slavery body how they can
consistently present petitions to the
House of Commons praymg that this
fiee competition shall not be allowd,
and therefore that the very means they
recommend for abolishing slavery shall
not be carnted mto effect in this country ®
I am willing to beheve many of these
ndividuals to be hounest, they have
proved themselves to be disinterested by
the labours they have gone thiough;
but T warn them against being made
the unconscious motruments of subtle,
designing, and thoroughly selfish men,
who have an mterest i upholding this
monopoly of sugar, which 1s slavery
in another form, for the consumeis of
sugar here , and who, to carry their base
object, will tamper with the feelings of
the people of this countiy, and make
use of the old Brtish anti-slavery feel-
ing, i order to cairy out their selfish
and miquitous objects.

Now, ladies and gentlemen, before I
sit down, I wish to say a word to you
on a truly practical part of the question
Some allusion was made by my friend,
Mr Ricardo, to the probability of an
election, and the necessity of being pre-
pared forit, I am deshous, particulaily
m this place, where what we say goes
out to the whole world—our own organ,
the Zeague, conveys every syllable of
our speeches to 20,000 persons i all the
parishes in the kingdom—1I say, T want
to dwell especially here upon what I
concerve it 1s necessaiy that the people
of this country should do to cairy out
the principles of Fice Trade. They
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must simply adopt the plan which Sn
Robert Peel recommended to his party
— ‘Register, register, register |’ With-
out a single public meeting or demon-
stration of any kind at all comparable
with this, that party went to work, and
in the cowse of four or five years placed
their chief, who had given that good
advice, m a majority 1 the House of
Common> Now, we have mfinitely
more scope for work than everhe o1 his
supporters had. Are you aware of the
number of people who ate voluntarly
disfranchised 1 this country at this
moment?> You will be astonished when
I tell you that in the metropolitan bo-
roughs alone there are from 40,000 to
50,000 people who mght register and
vote for Members of Parliament, if they
chose, but who neglect to do so In
every one of the large boroughs, suchas
Birmmngham, Manchester, and Leeds,
there ate thousands of people entitled to
vote for Members of Parliament, but
who yet do not make the necessary claim
for that purpose. ~Why, within the
walls of the aity of London, I will ven-
ture to say that there 1s not one house
which 15 paying a lower rent than 10/
Every man with a roof over his head
there, can, and ought to, be a voter.
How will you cany your Free-trade
ticket at the next city of London elec-
tion, unless you all register yourselves,
for we do not then mtend to go for
one, but for all the four Membeis to-
gether ?

I will m a few words state to you,
and all our friends in the country, ex-
actly how we stand at this particular
moment. In about ten weeks the time
will have elapsed which will give the
people an oppoitumty of claiming to
vote for the next year  Then, observe,
that in oider to have a vote you must
have occupied a 10/, house for twelve
months previous to the 3ist of July, and
have paid all 1ates and taxes due up to
the 6th of Apnl, upon or before the
20th of July. Having done this, you
will be entitled to register your names
as voters, and be in a position to exel-
aise the elective franchise the next year,
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should there be a dissolution of ’a1ha-
ment, and a contest for Free Trade.
Maik me! By a late decision m the
Court of Common Pleas, every man
who rents a room in a house, if the
apartment be a separate tenement —that
1, if the Jodger has the key of 1t, and
has ingress and egress at the outer door
when he likes—af that room be rented
at 10/ a year or upwards, he will be en-
titled to a vote; and, if his landlord
pays the rates, it 15 a sufficient rating,
provided his own name be put down
along with lus landlord’s on the books
of the overseers. Now, that decision
alone has given the franchise to perhaps
1,500 or 2,000 people m the City of Lon-
don, and an immense number through-
out the whole metropolitan boroughs
But lodgers who are boarded and lodged
m a house, and who have not a sepaiate
room, as s the ordinary way with young
petsons, ate not entitled to a vote.
I wish they were, for I have no doubt
we should get most of them How 1s
it that there are 40,000 o1 50,000 people
m the metropolis, and many thousands
m all large towns, that are not on the
electoral hists? I will tell you why.
In the first place, I am sorry to say that
a vast number ot people m this country,
who would be shocked and offended if
we called them ‘slaves,” or did not
comphiment them under the title of
‘free-born Englishmen,” will not take
the trouble to walk across the street m
order to obtam for themselves votes,
even where there 1s no espense attend-
mgit  Inverymany cases the dufficulty
15 this, that in a great number of the
smaller class of houses the landlords
ownmg them compound for the rates,
and pay them in a lump, whether the
houses be empty or not, and by so doing
pay a somewhat less amount than they
would do 1f they paid for each house -
dividually.  If a tenant under such ci-
cumstances tells the overseers he wishes
to be put down 1 the rate-book to get
a vole, the overseers are required by law
to put their names upon the rate-books
with that of thewr landlords’.  Thats
the condition 1 which thousands, nay,
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tens of thousands, of people m this
country are situated who mught have
votes for Members of Parliament, 1if they
adopted the proper means I do hope
that all who hear me, and those who
will read what I am saying, will feel
that now the time is come when each
individual in his locality will be called
on to make an effort to enrol his own
and his neighbours’ names on the regis-
ter, against a future electoral combat.
Come when 1t may, our victory will
depend on the foice we can bring on
paper before we come into the field 1t
1s of no use going to a contest 1f we have
not previously been to the registration
court. I would counsel our friends, the
non-electors m any borough, and point
out to them how much they can do by
looking after their neighbours, and,
when they see a man just balancing and
doubting whether he will or will not
claim to vote, to urge upon him the duty
which he owes to the cause we advocate
of having his name placed on the regis-
ter. If they do not do so, the time will
come when they will hitterly regiet it.
It was only the other day that our friend,
General Briggs, at Eaxeter, where he .
nobly did the woilk for us, found that he
could not walk the streets of that city
without being followed by crowds of
non-electors, saymg, ‘I will show you,
sir, whete theie 1s 2 man who will give
you a vote.” Another would say, ‘I
have been laoking after three votes for
you ' A thud would exclaim, ‘I wish
I had a hundred votes, you should have
them all > One honest man who kept
a twinpike-gate—and we are often told
that twnpike-keepers are misanthropes
——positively would not tecewve toll from
the General, stating that as he had not
a vote to register for him, he would give
him what he could Persons of this
descuption, 1f they wll take my advice,
mnstead of reserving all their enthusiasm
until the time of contest, will duung
the next ten weeks do their utmost to
mfluence every one of their neighbours
whom they can to be emolled. It1s by
these means, and not by talking. that
the victory will be won 1 have over
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and over again told you that I have no
faith 1n talking ; it 1s not by words, but
by deeds, by pursuing a course such as
I have been describing, that when the
day of battle comes we shall be prepared
with a majority on the electoral hsts to
nect out opponents in that constitutional
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fight m which the question must be de.
cided; and if we are true to our prinai-
ples, and show but ordinary zeal 1 ther
behalf, we shall not have another geneial
election without finding a tuumphant
majortty m favour of Free-trade pim-
cples.
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LONDON, JULY 3, 1844

AFTER the narrative which our firend
Mi Vilhers has given of the past pro-
ceedings of himself and otheis mn the
Totse of Commons, in connection with
that great question, the Repeal of the
Comn-laws, I am sue 1t will be as ac-
ceptable to you as it will be pleasant to
my own feelings to express my giatitude,
as [ am sure you will allow me to do
youts, towards that gentleman especially,
who, fortunately for us and the counuy,
took possession SIX yeais ago of this
question 1 the Legislature, and who
has 0 nobly and manfully suppoited 1t
i spite of all simister mfluences, m defi-
ance of all those associations which he
himself, as a member of the arnstocracy,
must have had biought to bear upon
Inm I thank hum in your name and
behalf of the country for the consistent
mse he has followed m advocatmg
this question  He has told us that the
progiess which he has marked n the
House of Commons has been measured
by the progress of ow agitation out of
doors

Really, when I look back and re-
member what the Anti-Corn-law League
was six years ago, and when I consider
the progiess which the movement has
made since that time, I cannot help
thimking 1t affords a still greater hope
and far more encouragement to us to
praceed than even those moe obvious
gams which the figmies he has given you
respecting the divisions m the House of
Commons are able to demonstiate. I
remember quite well, that six ycars ago
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we could have mustered all the members
of the Anti-Corn-law League m one of
those stage noxes, and even then I am
afiaid that at most of our meetings we
should have had a great deal of vacant
space. Cu funds were small, collec-
uons of 51, and even at that low sum
there weie not very numerous contri-
butors  Year after year I have secn the
progress of this movement, not merely
m Manchester, but m every provincial
town, until I find we aie at length
landed here in the midst of this mughuy
metiopolis, and have been during the last
six months holding weekly assemblies 1
this vast theatre, filled on every occa-
sion, and to-night as crowded as on any
previous meeting  If this unabated -
terest of London and the Londoners, mn
the mudst of so many distracting en-
gagements, such numerous and mviting
temptations—1f this attention to our
cause 1~ not proof of the hold which
Fiee-trade prmciples have on the public
mmd. I know not where to go to find
evidence which can posably prove the
fact.  Our fizend has told you some of
the arguments that are used in the
Houses of Parliament, 1 oppositien to
our cause. Now, I am not so jealous
of any of thewr assertions o1 arguments
as I am of one which I see was used
the House of Lords last mght by his
Grace of Richmond I find he 1s now
continually stating 1 that august as-
sembly, that the tenantry of this country
arose as one man to oppose the League.
I have myself heaid the same assertions

C
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from the squnearchy m the House of
Commons, and I have heard 1t asserted
so often, that I confess the repetition
itself, if [ had known nothing else upon
the subject, would have made me rather
suspect 1ts authenticity ; for it very much
reminds me of the schoolboy, whistling
his way through the chuichyard to keep
his courage up  Why the necessity for
these assertions ? Whetrefore do the land-
loids and the dukes now state so con-
tinually that the farmers are with them?
This must, I suspect, have arsen fiom
some doubts which pervade thewr minds
as to whether the farmers really are to
be beguiled and hoodwinked by their
professions of protection. But when
they tell us that the tenant-farmers rose
spontancously and formed the Anti-
League Association, I tell them here,
in the most public place in the world,
that what they say 1s not true.

I do not wish to be offensive, and
therefore I will use the words 1t 1s not
true, m a logical sense. I sayitis un-
true’ and I will prove my assertion by
facts. I will take, for example, the
meeting which his Grace of Richmond
attended at Steyning, 1n Sussex, and I
will mention facts which cannot be con-
troverted. I know that that meeting
was got up by the anstocracy and squue-
archy of Sussex, and that 1f they them-
selves did not personally go 10und, and
canvass and entreat the farmers toattend,
that thewr land-agents, and land-stew-
ards, and law-stewards did so , that the
tenant-farmers were canvassed and press-
ed to come up to that meeting with just
the same earnestness with which they
are canvassed for a geneial election.
Nay, more ; the carriages and horses,
—the vehicles of the landlords, down
even to the deer-cart,—were put at the
disposal of the farmers, to carry them
up to the Steyning meeting. What I
say of the Sussex meeting, of my own
knowledge, is, I am well assured, a fact
as regards almost every assemblage
which has been held, purporting to be
L spontaneous meeting of the farmers to
oppose the League. In some wstances
dmners were provided for the tenantry
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at the expense of the landlord. The
tenant-farmers were moved by the land-
lords ; they were canvassed by the law-
agents and land-agents n every part of
the kingdom, often not knowing the
busmness they were going upon, and n
much more frequent cases not caring for
the object for which they were summon-
ed together. And what I am telling you
now 1s patent to the whole community ,
there 15 not an mdividual here from any
county i England where those meetings
have been got up, who will not immedi-
ately respond to the truth of what T have
stated. [A voice : ¢ Ican bear you out ']
The land-agent—mark the tribe—is the
finger of the landlord. He has but to
pomnt, and the farmer acts according to
his direction, knowing that 1t 1s the bit-
ding of his landlord at secondhand. And
who are the men who have attacked the
League at these meetings? Can you
show me one specimen of a bond jfide
intelligent, substantial farmer, like my
friend Mr. Lattimore, whom I see sitting
behmd me; or like Mr. Josiah Hunt,
who addressed us here a short time back ;
or those two worthy men who came from
Somersetshire for the same purpose?
Can you show me in all the mstances of
their meeting, bond fide respectable, -
telligent men, known to be good farmers
m their own locality, men of capital m
the world, who have taken a lead 1n the
movement? You cannot show me a
man of that stamp who has attended a
meeting, and taken the leading part n
their proceedings. But if you ask who
the men are that have been placed in the
chan, or put forward to speak upon such
occastons, you will find that a hundred
to one they are either agents, auctioneers,
or land-stewards. Who 1s Mr. Baker,
of Writtle, in Essex? He 1s the man
who has been put forward as the great
leader of the protectionists mn that coun-
ty; 1t was he who origmated the first
meeting, who has written pamphlets and
made speeches upon the snbject of pro-
tection ; and yet, who is this Mr. Baker,
of Wnittle ? I will undertake to say that
he makes moie money by agency and
auctioneering than by farmmng, You



184

may have seen his name advertised n
newspapers, i one column as the author
of a pamphlet or the wiiter of a letter
for the protection societies m favour of
the Comn-law, and i another column
advertised as the auctioneer who is going
to sell up some unfortunate farmer who
has been ruined by the Corn-law.

Does his Grace of Richmond or the
squirearchy m the House of Commons,
after the enlightenment and education
which our great peripatetic political
umversity — the League — has diffused
thiough the country, think fora moment
that the public will be so gulled by these
unfounded assertions mn either House of
Legislature, as to really believe that the
tenant-farmers spontaneously and volun-
tanly rose up to form anti-league asso-
cations, when the facts which I have
mentioned are generally known 1n every
county m the kingdom? Why, how can
they get up and talk so foolishly! It
appears to me that they must be about
as cunming as the ostrich, which hides
1ts head 1 the sand, and thinks that no
one can see 1ts unfortunate body because
it cannot see 1t 1tself. T am jealous of
this practice of taking the tenant-farmers’
name in vain, They tell us that we have
been abusing the farmers, and therefore
they have turned agamst us ; but, if there
has been one individual in the country
who has more constantly stood up for
farmers’ interests and nghts than an-
other, I am the man. I have a nght to
doso. All my ealy associations—w hich
we do not easily get nd of—-lead me 1r-
resistibly to sympathise with the farmers.
I was bred in a farm-house myself, and
up to the time of my gomg to school I
Lived amongst farmers and farm-labour-
ers, and witnessed none other than farm-
mg pursuits. Ishould beutterlyunworthy
of the class fiom which I have sprung if
I voluntanly entered upon a crusade
against one of the most industrious,
pains-taking, and worst-used classes
the commumty. I have said scores of
times, 1n all parts of the country, that I
believe the temant-farmers have been
more deeply mjured by the Corn-laws
than any other class of the community.
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The history of the tenant-farmers—sh,
that we could have the history of that
class 1 this countuy for the last thirty
years! Would we could procuie a re-
port to be presented to the House of
Commons of the number of tenants in
this country who have been s0ld up and
rumed during the last thirty years under
the blessed protection of the Coin-laws !
It would form a daik calendar of suffer-
mg, not to be equalled by the history of
any othei class of men m any other pur-
suit mn this world. An enemy to faim-
eis! If I am an enemy to the farmers,
at all events I have not feared to tiust
myself amongst them. The monopolists
did not come to meet me when I went
into the farming dustricts, and they will
not come to meet me 1f I go there agam:
that 1s the reason why I have not been
lately ; and I have often put this ques-
tion to the protectionists m the lobby of
the House of Commons : * Will you meet
me mn your own locality? Wil you let
your high-shenff call a county meeting
m any pait of the country; I caie not
where 1t 15 ; you shall choose your own
county? Wil you meet me m a public
meeting 1n any county in the kimngdom,
and theie take a vote for or aganst the
Corn-laws?’ No; they will not meet
me, because they know they would be
out-voted 1f they did. The Coin-laws
protect farmers ! Why, the faimers pay
thewr rent according to the puice of the
produce of thewr land: and after that
well-known fact you need not say an-
other woid upon the subject. If Comn-
laws keep up the price of food, they
mamtain the amount of 1ents also. The
Corn-law is a rent law, and it 1s nothing
else. But I am jealous of these nuble
dukes and squires attemptimng to make
it gppear that we are enemies to the
farmer. In fact, I feel it 1s paymg no
great comphiment to our own knowledge
and mtelligence 1f they suppose that we
should have gone on lumpmg the land-
lords along with farmeis altogether m
the way in which they lump them. No,
no; I began my career m the House of
Commons by a defimtion of this kmd :
—You landlords have calied yourselves

k2
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*agricultuists ;" mund, I do not denomin-
ate you such: you aie no more ‘agri-
culturists’ because you own land than
a shipowner 1s a sailor because he owns
ships  When the noble Duke of Rich-
mond gets up m the House of Peersand
says, ‘Oh, the Anti-Corn-law League
Dy their abuse of the agrculturists have
set the farmers aganst them,” he does
not know the language of his own coun-
tiy, and requires to study an English
grammat, 1if he 15 not aware that an
agriculturist means a cultivator of the
land. That term may be appled to the
tenant-farmer and the farm-labourer :
but his Grace of Richmond must change
his puisuits, and become a more useful
member of soctety, before he will be en-
titled to be called an agnculturist

Now, 1t 15 not only in the way you
have heard pointed out that the Corn-
law njures the fazmer—1it 15 not merely
that the Corn-law has tempted him to
make bad baigains by expecting high
Act-of-Parhament prices, and then de-
cetved and disappomnted him m those
prices—that 15 not the only way mn which
the Corn-law has woirked mischief to the
farmer It has injured him by distract-
mg his attention from other grievances
which lie nearer home—which are really
of 1mporlance—keeping his attention
constantly engaged with an (guzs fatuus,
which perpetually escapes lus grasp, and
which would not beneht him even if he
could clutch 1t What are the griev-
ances which the famer feels? He re-
quues a fair adjustment of hisient; he
wants a safe tenuie for Ins land ; he re-
quures a lease ; he must get nd of the
game which ale nowtshed 1 those
wide hedge-rows which 10b him of the
swface of the land, whilst the game
devours the produce of his industiy and
his capital  The faimer wants impiove-
ment m his homestead; he 1cquires
draming, and a vanety of concessions
fiom his landlord* and how 1s he met
when he endeavours to obtam them?
e cannot approach the landloid, agent,
and steward, and ask fora scttloment of
any of those guevances; those parties
ate all ina plot together, and they for*h-
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with tell hum, ‘This is not the matter
you should tiouble yourself with: go
and oppose the Anti-Corn-law League,
or else they will ruin you” Is thew
any other class of men who are dealt
with 1 a manner Iike this? They can-
not come to a bond fide settlement upon
any cxisting grievance, because there 15
an Act of Parlhament pomted to which
they are told they must maintain, or else
they will all be 1uined.

I have often illustrated the folly of
this practice to farmers , I donot know
whether I have ever done so to you;
but 1f you will allow me, at all events,
I will hazard the chance of its being a
repetition ; for I have found the 1illus.
tration come home forcibly to the appie-
hensions of the farmers m the country.
I have pointed out the folly of this sys-
tem in the followng manner .~~You, as
a faimer, deal with your landlord m a
manner different from the way in which
I tiansact business with my customers,
and they with me. I am a manufac-
turer, having extensive transactions with
Lmen-diapers throughout the countiy I
dispose of a bale of goods to a trades-
man ; I mvoice 1t to him, stating 1t to
be of a certain quality and price, and
representing 1t as an article which he
may fanly expect to sell for a certam
sum. At the end of half-a-year, my
tiaveller—who 15 my ¢ agent,” sumilar to
that of the landlord—goes round to the
draper and says, ‘ I have called for this
account ;' presenting the invoice  The
linen-diaper replies, ¢ Mi. Cobden sold
me these goods, promising they wete all
sound, and they have turned out to be
all tender + he stated they were fast
colours, and they have every one proved
to be fugitive  From what Mr. Cobden
stated, I eapected to get such-and-such
aprice, and I have only obtamed so-and-
so; and, consequently, have incurred a
great loss by the sale of the article’
Suppose my tiavellee—who, as I sud
before, 1s my ‘agent’—rephed to the
Imendraper, ¢ Yes, all which vou have
saxd 1s peifectly tiue ; 1t has been a very
bad bargam, and you have lost a great
deal of money; but Mr. Cobden is a
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1cal linendraper’s friend, and he will get
a Committee of the House of Commons
to mquire mto the matter.” Then, still
following up the simile of the land-agent,
if the commercial-tiaveller wete to pie-
sent hus account, and say, ‘In the mean
time, pay Mr. Cobden every farthing of
that account, for if not, he has got
anotlier Act of Parliament, called the
law of distress, by which he 1s enabled
to come upon your stock, and clea1 off
every farthing 1n payment of himself,
although no other of your creditois
should get a farthing, but, notwith-
standing, Mr. Cobden 15 a real lnen-
draper’s friend, and he wiil get a Com-
mittee of the IHouse to inquire mto the
subject.”  That 1s preciscly the modc m
which farmers deal with thewr landloids

Do vou think that lnen-chapers would
ever prosper 1f they dealt with manu-
facturers 1n that way? They would
very soon find themselves wheie the
farmers are, m fact, too often found—in
the hands of an auctioneer, agent, or
valuetr. Lincndrapers are too sagacious
to manage their business in such a man-
ner as that. I never will despau that
the farmers—the real dond fide tenant-
farmers—of this countiy will not find
out—I say they shall find 1t out, for we
will repeat the fact so often that they
shall know it—how they have been bam-
boozled and kept from the 1eal giev-
ances, the real baigamns, and actual
transactions by which they should govein
their intercourse with landloids by this
hocus-pocus of an Act of Pashiament
which professes to benefit them.

What 15 1l that these pohtical land-
loids tell the farmers at the present time
todo? Is 1t to petiion Parliament to
give them anythmng different from what
they now possess? They arein distress
Their labourers, numbeis of them
every paush, ae standing idle m the
maiket-place, wanting work and getting
none ‘They find themselves threatened
with bemng devoured with pooi-rates,
and they cannot meet ther half-year’s
rent  What 1s 1t which the political
landlords tell the famers to do in order
to 1emedy all these grievances ? Present
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petiions to Parhament, piaying them to
keep things exactly as they are! That
1s r1eally what the speeches at the pro-
tection meetings amount to. This at-
tempt at deluding the farmers 1s 2 mas-
terpiece of audacity compared with any
previous pretext of the landlords; for
tormer times, when farmers were 1ecom-
mended to go to Parhameut witha peti-
tion for a Committee to inquue into
thenr condition, it was mvariably with a
view of discovering a remedy for theiwr
evils; but now all which these political
mpostors profess to do, 15 to persuade
the farmeis to keep themselves m the
same downwaid course and hopeless
state m which they at present find them-
selves. No, no; I do not despair that
the farmers will yet find out this miser-
able delusion which has been practised
upon them  The landloids tell me that
at the meetings I have held mn the
counties I have not had the voice of the
farmers with me I am perfectly well
awate that, m holding a mecting m a
county town, even in the mjost purely
rural distiiet—such av Wiltshue and
Dorsetshire —you cannot pievent the
townspeople from assembling along
with the faimers. T am quite ready to
admit that many faimers may have at-
tended those meetings without holding
up thewr hands one way o1 the other.
They came, however, and heard our
statements, and that was all I wanted.
But maik the inconsistency of these
landlords: one day they come and tell
me that the whole population of the
aguicultural distiicts,—the shopkeepers,
mechanies, artisans,—that every man m
a county town hike Salisbuy, for m-
stance, depends upon the Coin-laws,
and benefits by this protection; and
then when, 1 say, I go down to such a
place and take the voice of the com-
munity, mncluding the tiadesmen of the
town as well as faimers and faim-
labowiers, they immediately scpaiate
that class of the community wliuch con-
sists of shopkeepers and 1esidents
towns. and state, ‘We will not take
then voices and votes as decrive m this
matter,’ though they Ine m thar own
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county; but they say, It is the farmers
and farm-labourers who alone must be
judges between us.’

There 15 one other argument which
has also been employed, and which I
did not expect to hear, even from a
duke. I see that a noble duke tells the

House of Lords that the Anti-Corn-law

League wish to repeal the Corn-laws m
order that they may reduce the wages of
therr workmen. He asserts that the
price of corn governs the rate of wages
in this country; that when bread 1s high
wages are raised, and when 1t 1s low
wages are depressed 1 say, I did not
expect ever to have heard thus allegation
made agam. even in the House of Lords
Such, however, was the statement made
m that assembly last mght, but which
was promptly met by our noble and pa-
triotic friend Lord Radnor, who 15 al-
ways at lis post. It requires a great
amount of moral courage, in an atmo-
sphere like that in which he was then
sitting, 1 an assembly possessing very
Iittle sympathy for men holding patriotic
views and taking an independent cowse,
to take such a cowse as he has always
taken; and yet that nobleman 1s always
to be found n the night place; Ius
courage never fails im; and I must say
that he meets the noble dukes with their
fallacies 1n a most clear and concise
way, and puts his extinguisher upon them
in a most admurable manner. Lord
Radnor gave the noble duke an axiom
which should always be borne mn mind
by you,—that if the labourer 15 alieady
sunk so low in wages that he cannot
subsist upon a less sum, that then the
price of labour must rise and fall with
the value of corn, because otherwise
your labourers would starve and die oft;
that, in fact, where labour has 1eached
1its munimum, the labourer 1s treated
upon precisely the same principle as a
horse or beast of burden: the same
quantity of bread is given to him in dear
years as in cheap seasons; just in like
manner as you would give as much oats
to a horse when they weie dear as you
would when they were cheap, because
1t 1s necessary to do so mn order to keep
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him 1n working condition, otherwise you
would not obwun his labour. Now,
what does this fact prove, except that
the man 1s reduced to the condition of a
slave, where the wages are not the result
of a fiee bargamn between the employer
and the labourer, but where, like the
negio in Cuba and Brazil, he has his
rations served out to him-—his 1ed her-
ring and rice — no more and no less,
whatever its price may be.

But will they ventuie to tell us that
this 15 the condition of the working
classes in the manufacturing districts o1
m the metropolis® [A person in the
pit: ‘Yes’] I ask that man who an-
swered ¢ Yes,” whether he ever knew an
instance in London m which the price
of labour followed the price of bread?
[The person in the pit: ‘Yes, mn the
manufactming districts ’] T said ‘in
London.” I will come to the manu-
facturing districts presently ; but let us
begin with the metropolss, for I see
there are some persons here who require
nstruction upon this point. In 1839
and 1840 bread was nearly double mn
price that it was 1 1835 and 1836 ; did
the shoemakers, painters, tailors, masons,
Joners, or any other operatives in Lon-
don get anadvance of wages in the dear
years ?  Did the porters of London, even,
obtam any increase of remuneration?
You have in London 100,000 men em-
ployed 1n the capacity of porters i shops
and waiehouses, 1 the stieets, or upon
the 11ver : did any of these 100,000 men
ever hear n then lives, or their fathers
before them, of wages nsing along with
the price of bread ? What is the mode
of proceeding m your Corporation?
They fix the wages of many people,
such as ticket-porters and watermen,
and the rate of hackney-coach fares is
also determined either by their orders
or by Act of Parhament. Did you ever
know of their beng altered because
there had been a change n the price of
corn? 'Who ever heard of a man step-
ping mto a boat and requesting to be
rowed from Westminster to Blackfriars-
bridge, and upon arriving at the latter
place asking the watetman what his fare
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was, and bemg told m reply, ¢ Why,
Sir, it 15 a dear year ; the quaitein loaf
15 up two-pence, and therefore we
charge more than we did when biead
was cheaper?’

As 1egards the manufacturing  dis-
tricts, I will tell you what the rule 1s
there.  You know that every word of
what I am saymg 1s taken down, and I
am not speakimg heie to you only, but
for publication, and, if untrue, refuta-
tion, 1n the north of England  If they
can contrachct my statement, there aie
plenty of good friends who would 1e-
joice to do so; we have, perhaps, one
of them now here—1 do not think there
ate more—who would be glad. if he
could, to pick a hole m my argument
I 1epeat here what was recently stated
by Mr. Robeit Gardner in Lancashne.
That gentleman, be 1t remembered, 15 a
Conservative ; the tieasurer of a fund
for building ten churches 1 Manchester,
and himself a subscuiber of 1000/ to
that object , but who, on the Free-tiade
principle, nobly threw aside party, and
at the last county election himself pro-
posed Mr Brown as a candidate for
South Lancashire,  What did Mr Ro-
bert Gaidner say? Bear m mind he s
one of ocur largest and oldest manu-
facturers in Lancashne. He stated on
the hustings there, 1 the midst of men
of his own o1der, but of different pohiti-
cal views, and who, therefore, would
have denied his statement if they could
have done so,—

1 have been engaged extensively in this
district for thirty years past, and I here
state as the 1esult of my experience, that,
so far from the wages i this part of Lanca-
shite nising and falling with the price of
bread, that there never has been an instance
during my experience when the bread has
Lecome dear and scarce, that wages and
employment have not gone down, but
whenever bread has become plentful and
provisions cheap, wages have as constantly
risen, and employment has become more
abundant,’

I quote that upon Mr. Gardaer’s author-
ity ; but I pledge my 1eputation as a
public man and pnvate citizen of this
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country to the truth of what that gentle-
man has stated

That these scandalous misstatements
should have ever agam been 1epeated,
even m the House of Lords—that any
one should have dared to venture upon
such a worn-out, mserable fallacy—sur-
passes my comprehension, 1 say here,
deliberately, that mstead of the price of
corn governing the rate of wages in the
way our opponents state, so far as the
north of England 1s concerned, the effect
15 the very opposite ; and, therefore, to
say that the Anti-Coin-law League wants
a reduction m the price of food m order
to reduce wages, and acts upon the sup-
posttion that wages can be reduced when
food 1s cheap in the manufactuning dis-
tricts, 1s to charge 1t with gomng contrary
to all expertence I do not content my-
sclf with aigming upon possibilities. I
am not a duke, you know, and therefore
I cannot content myself, hke a duke,
with argung always in the futuie tense,
and saying what will happen, and then
take 1t for granted that common ple-
betans must take my assertions for pro-
phecy ot argument, but I mention facts
and espertence, the culy ground upon
which fallible men can foim a judgment
of anything , and therefore I say, if the
members of the Anti-Corn-law League
who are manufacturers—although now a
very small mmority of that body are
manufacturers, I am happy to say—but
if those who are manufacturers want a
repeal of the Coin-laws with the idea
that to cheapen food would enable them
to reduce wages, they are the most blind,
and apparently the most besotted class
of men that ever existed ; for, if one may
trust all experience, the effect of a free
trade 1 corn must mevitably be to 1aise
the money rate of wages in the north of
England, at the same time that 1t will
give to the working class therr enjoy-
ments, comfeits, and the necessaries of
hfe at a cheaper iate than they have
lutherto had them.

You remember our first appearance m
London 1 1839 and 1840 You did not
take much notice of us then* we were
assembled in Brown's Hotel m Palace
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Yard, m a compuatively small 100m.
The reception you then gave us was a
very cold one  If you had then known
as much about the Corn-laws as you do
now, or 1ather 1f you had felt as keenly
—for I believe that at that time you
knew quite as much as your fellow -coun-
trymen—1f you had felt as you do now,
I Delieve that by tlus time we should
have had a 1epeal of the Corn-laws.
What was the state of the north of Eng-
land when we fitst came up to London?
Biead was dea. cnough to please even
his Giace of Richmond  Good wheat,
such as Chustians ought to consume,
was selling at about Sor a quarter
What was then the condition of owm
manufactuing distiicts ®  Did we come
up to Lundon because we wanted labowm
cheapened, that we nught get men out of
the agnicvlhural distets, and pull down
then wages? Why, a large porton of
our own population were mn the work-
house o1 the streets wantmg employment,
and offermg then labour at any iate
One-half the manufactorics m Stochport
were shut up: and men who weie hied
to skalful pursmits, worked npon the 10ad
at stonebieaking for 7¢ o1 8 a weck.
Such was the state of things i the
manufactaring  districts when we fust
came to London  What was ow object
n coming heie, and what 1emedy did we
propose for that distress® By a free
tiade m corn to cheapen its price, to
lower 1t mateitally fiom the piice at
which 1t then was—20s5 per quaiter

higher thamitnowis Ow object thenwas |

by thus means to enable us to employ our
people at good wages If we bad wanted
to lower the puice of labour, we should
Liave come up to Pauhament and asked
your noble dules and squires to keep
on the Coin-law ; for that was< the most
effectual way of domg 1t. No, m Lon-
don and the manufacturmg districts, m
all your cities, laige towns, and villages,
mechanics and opelatives, blacksmiths,
carpenters, and every class of people, ate
above that state at which they have 1a-
tions served out to them Iike the negioes
in Brazil or Cuba. they are superior to
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fali wich the piice of food  If the Duke
of Richmond tells me that agricultuial
laboureis ate m that state, then I say
that this class has reached the lowest
pomt of degradation which men, nomm-
ally free but really enslaved by cucum-
stances, ever reached m any Chustian
country.

For myself. I repudiate the moties
falsely attiibuted to us, of sceking by the
repeal of the Coin-laws to 1educe wages
I do not mge motive as aigument, o1 as
a ground for your confidence We know
nothing of men’s motives* they may often
be the very woist when we suppose them
to be the very best I say, fiom the facts
I have tald you, that the effect of the 1e-
peal of the Coin-laws, 1f 1t cheapen the
puice of food, will be to highten dictiess,
and to give a demand for labour by
extending om foreign tiade  If 1t re-
duce the price of bread, looking to all
past experience, the effect in Lancashue,
Yorkshure, and all the manufacturimg dis-
tiicts, must be to raise the money rate of
wages; 1 London and the large towns
of agricultwial districts leaving the wages
at least where they aie now, seeing that
wages do not follow the price of food,
and it will give all the people the neces-
sales of life as cheap as by natuie they
wete mtended to enjoy them.

There was another duke, his Grace of
Cleveland, who applauded a pamphlet
wiitten by Mi Cayley, m which the
winter has taken great hbeities with
Adam Smith — as Lord Kmnand, I
think, recently pomnted out to you fiom
this place M1 Cayley and his party
have taken Adam Smith and tued to
make him a protectiomist, and they have
done 1t w this manner: they took a
passage, and with the scissors snipped
and cut away at 1t, until by paring off
the ends of sentences, and lcaving out
all the 1est of the passage, they managed
to make Adam Smith appear m some
sen.e as a monnpolist, When we re-
fericd to the volume 1tself, we found out
theu tricks, and exposed them I tell
you what then axgument reminds me of.
An anecdote 1~ told of an atheist who

that low condition when wages 115e and .+ once asseited that there was no God.
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and said he would piove it frois Senp-
ture He selected that passage from tue
Psalms which says, ¢ The fool hath sauid
i lus heart there 1s no God * e then
cut out the whole of the pas-age, except
the words * there 1s no God,” and brought
it forwaird as proof of his statement A,
the Dukes of Richmond and Cleveland
Lave found out that theie 15 such a work
as that of Adam Smouth, T wish they
would just 1ead the eighth chapter of his
Fust Book, whete he speaks of wages
of labour T will 1ead an extiact fiom
1t to you .-~

* The wages of labour do not, in Great
Britain, fluctnate with the puee of provi-
sions  Wages vary everywhele fiom yea
to vear, frequently from month to month
Bat i many places the money price of la-
bour remains uniformly the same, sone-
times for half a century together If in
these places, therefore, the labourmg poor
can maintan then families in dear yeas,
they must be at their ease 11 times of mo-
derate plenty, and m affluence m those of
estiaordinary cheapuess,’

But I will not confine myself to Adam
Snuth : T will neither take him nor any
other wiiter, but will be guded by ex-
perience and facts within our own know -
ledge, and then we cannot go wiong
I'do not think we need aigue this mat-
ter hete to-mght, we have come tegether
upon this occasion almost as for a leave-
takimg  We have had so many delightful
meetings i this place, that T cannot help
feeling regret that I should have heaid
our chairman whisper that our wecekly
meetings are diawimg to a close. De-
pend upon 1t, we have given an mmpetus
to this question, not merely in England ;
for n Fwope, m Amenca, and every
part of the civilised globe, our meetings
liave excited the greatest attention.

I should not hike that we should se-
parate without a distinet enuncation of
what our intention 15, and, 1f opponcnts
wish 1t, what our motives me  In the
first place, we want free trade 1 corn,
because we think 1t just; we ask for the
abolition of all restriction upon that ai-
ticle, exclusively, simply because we be-
heve that, if we obtam that. we shall get
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nid of ali other monopolies without any
trouble.  We da not seek free tiade m
coun prumanly for the puipose of pwi-
chasiug v at a cheaper money-iates
we require 1t @ th: natwal price of
the world's matket, whetlicr 1t hecomes
deater with a free ttade—as wool seen.s
to be getting up now, after the abohtion
of the 1/ a pound—o whether 1t 35
cheaper, 1t matters not to us, provided
the people of this countiy have 1t at its
natwal price, end every source of supply
15 freely opened, as natwe and natuie’,
God intended it to be s—then, and then
only, shall we be satisfied. If they come
to motivee, we state that we do not be

hieve that fiee trade m corn will mpue
the farmer; we aie convinced that 1t
will benefit the tenant-farmer as much
as any trader o1 manufactwier m the
community  Neither do we believe 1t
will mjure the farm-labourer 5 we think
it will enlarge the mai ket for hus labour,
and give him an opportumty of findmg
employment, not only on the <01l by the
mprovements which agricultuiists must
adopt, but that there will also be a gen-
eral 1se 1 wages from the maeased
demand for cmployment in the neigh-
bourmg towns, which will give young
peasants an opportunity of choosing
between the Jabow of the field and that
of the towns  We do not eapect that
it will ijwe the land-owner, provided
he looks metely to his pecuniary mterest
i1 the matter 3 we have no doubt 1t wall
mterfere with is political despotusm—
that political union which now exists n
the House of Commons, and to a ceitam
extent alvo, though teiribly shattered, in
the counties of this country We belicve
it miught mterfere with that; and that
with free ttade m corn men must look
for pohtical power iather by honest
means—to the mtelligence and love of
their fellow -countrymen—than by the
aid of this monopoly, which binds some
men together by depressing and g
therr fellow-citizens  We are satistfied
that those landowners who choose to
adopt the mprovement uf' theu cslatces,
and surtender mere political power by
granting long leases to the farmer~— whe
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are content to eschew some of their feud-
al privileges connected with vert and
venison—I mean the feudal puvileges
of the chase—if they will mciease the
productiveness of then estates—if they
choose to attend to thewr own business
—then, I say, fiee tiade 1n corn does
not necessarly mvolve pecuniaty injury
to the landloids themselves.

If there be a class m the community
who may Le said to have a beneficial
interest in the Corn-laws—to whom
there would be no compensation from
therr 1epeal, 1f the price of coin were a
Little reduced-—that class 1s the clergy of
this country, and they alone. The Tithe
Commutation Act has fixed their incomes
at a certam number of quaiters of corn
per annum  Suppose a clergyman gets
200 quarters of corn for his tithe, 1f that
corn fetch mn the market 4o0s. a guarter,
it yields him as his annual stipend 400/
as the produce of his tithe ; but if the
price of wheat be 505. a quarter, then
the clergyman obtains 500/ per annum,
instead of 4qoo/ as formerly I am
willing to admut, that if the result of
Free Trade causes a reduction m the
price of corn to the amount of 10s. per
quarter—though 1 by no means use 1t as
an argument—that 1t will be productive
to him, upon such a supposition, of an
uncompensated dimnution of his mcome
as a tithe-owner. He does not spend so
much of his stipend in bread as to obtam
fiom the decrease of its price compens-
ation for the dimunution of his income
ansing fiom the same source. But, T
would ask, 1s this a nght position for
the clergy of this country to be placed
in? Isitreasonable that they who pray
for ¢ cheapness and plenty’ should have
an interest 1 mamtamng scarcity and
dearness 2 T wall put 1t to the cleigy of
this country whether, with tlis one fact
appatent to the wotld, they can, consist-
ently with the 1etention of thewr charac-
ter of 1espectability, be found m futwe
assisting Anti-lLeague meetirgs m up-
holding the Corn-laws? Why they would
not be fit to <1t upon a yuy for the trial
of the question i you might challenge
them as mterested parties, and they
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would, upon the commonest principles
of justice, be excluded the box upon that
ground. I appeal to them, as they love
thenr own reputation, and for the sake
of decency, at least to stand neutral upon
the question: that 1s all 1 1equue of
them.

We believe that Free Trade will m-
crease the demand for labour of every
kind, not merely of the mechanical
classes and those engaged 1n labonous
bodily occupations, but for clerks, shop-
men and warehousemen, giving employ-
ment to all those youths whom you are
so desirous of setting out in the woild
O, how anxiously do fathers and mothers
consult together upon this pomt ! What
letters do they write soliciting advice
and assistance ! I have fiequently had
such epistles addressed to me: ‘There
15 our boy, John, just come from school;
he 15 now fifteen years of age; we do
not know where to put lum, every tiade
is so full, we're quite at a loss what to
do with hum; we can get nothmng from
Goveinment, for they give everything
they have to bestow to the arnstocracy ’

Finally, we behieve that Free Tiade
will not dimimsh, but, on the contiary,
mcrease the Queen’s 1evenue.

This, ladies and gentlemen, is our
faith ; these our objects; and this the
ground upon which we stand. We be-
lieve that we are nght: our opponents
have acknowledged that we are so; they
have confessed that our prinuples aie
tiue; and we will, therefore, stand by
the justice of our system. Do not let us
be disheartened by the apparent diffi-
culty of our position. I neverfelt less
discouragement 1 ow cause than I do
at this moment Our labows for the
next few months may not be quite so
nowy as they have been ; probably we
have had too miuch talking ; but if they
are not so loud, be assuted they shall be
quite as efficient as any labours i which
we have hitherto engaged upon this
question, The registiation throughout
the country shall be well and systemati-
cally worked In every locality where
you may happen to mix, press upon yout
fellow-citizens the importance of watch-
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g the registration, that your own and
your neighbours’ names may be placed
upon the register, and that you may
smke off those mreclanmable monopo-
lists who are not to be brought to the
authority of reason upon this question.
Let us attend diligently to this duty, and,
if they will give us another registration
or even another after that, T have no
doubt we shall give a very different ac-
count of matters i the House of Com-
mons.

One woid more and I have done. In
order to keep our question m 1ts true
position, do not let us be used, however
we may be abused, by any of the exist-
ing political parties 1 have no objection
at all to an alliance, offensive and defen-
sive, with anybody who adopts our prmn-
ciples; but if some men are engaged 1n
the pursuit of one object, and we of
another, do not let us think of shutting
our eyes, and entering into an arrange-
ment which promises to bea partneiship.
m which the very first step we take will
find us diverging, the one gomng one
way and the other another.

Political parties are breaking up in this
country - I mean the old factions. There
never was a period in the istory of Eng-
land when an attempt was made to carry
on an opposition with a more mtangible
line of demarcation than that which se-
parates Whig and Tory at the present
moment. I venture to say, looking back
upon the hivtory of this country for two
hundred years—to the time of Charles
I, when party spirit ran so high that men
drew then broadswords to decide poli-
tical questions,—from that time down to
the present there never has been a period
when there was such an attempt to keep
up an opposition aganst a party in
power, without, appaently, one atom
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. of prmmciple or any one great public

question on which to support an opposi-
tion. There are many other subjects
which the politicians of this country
take an interest in besides Free Tiade ;
but for none of those questions has the
Opposition, as led on now by one nomi-

al chief, the support of the people out
of doers. If we cive up the griound we
have taken upon the Free-trade princi-
ples, or surrender one 1ota of owr prin-
ciples, I know the temper and character
of those who have nursed this agitation
from its commencement, and by whom
1t 15 at this moment cairted on, too well
to doubt that, if there be the shghtest
evidence of anything which amounted
to a compromise of our principles with
anv pohtical party, that moment the
night arm of every true fitend of the
League will be paralysed 1 ask you,
upon this occasion, whatever may hap-
pen n party papers, or be spoken
public agamst us, as Free Traders—and
1n no other capaaty do I prefer the re-
quest—that you who have watched ovel
this orgamisation, who have helped—as
you have so continually done by your
numbers—to sustain 1t with your sym-
pathies,—1I ask you, whatever you may
see, notwithstanding anything which
may be put out by a party press—the
pens of whose writers are often gwided
by the mntriguers of political faction—to
apply but one test to us, namely, are we
tine as a League to the principles we
advocate? If we are, depend upon 1t,
whatever obstacles there may be, if we
cling to that truth, we have only to per-
severe as men have ever done mn all great
and good objects, and 1t will be found,
that being true to our principles, we shall
go on to an ultimate and not very distant
triumph
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I was thinlung, as I sat here, that
pobably there ncver have been so many
petsons assembled under a roof m Eng-
land, or m Lurope, as we have at this
great League meeting  And the occa-
sion and the cicumstances under which
we meet afford the most encoutaging
symptoms—encomagng, masmuch as
they prove that 1t 1 fiom no transient
motive that you have jomned together
m this great cause—that 1t 15 not fiom
the pressute of distress, tempoiary dis-
tress, that you have banded yourselves
together—that the eause of Free Trade
1s, 1n your minds, something more than
a remedy for present evils—that you
look at 1it, under all circumstances, as
a great and absoibing truth—and that
your minds ciave for 1t with an mtel-
lectual and moral crtaving, which has
made 1t almost a part of the religion of
yout souls,

I venture to say that this meeting,
held under these cicumstances, with no
pressure o1 excitcment to call you to-
gether, will have more weight, more
effect upon public opinion, than a score
of those assemblies we used to hold,
when we were diven together, as it
were, under the pressure of local and
temporary distiess And quet as have
been those statistical tablesthat youhave
heard from our chanman, I venture to
say that they will strike mose tertor into
the ranks of the monopolists than the
loudest demonstrations or the must bril-
liant declamation with which we have

ever tied to interest you. Upon the
subject of this 1egistration there 1s one
thought that occuited to me as owm
chanman was giving you an account of
the proceedings mn the county revision
It 15 this, that the counties aie moie
vulnerable than the small poclet bor-
oughs, if we can rouse the Free Tiadeis
of the country mto a systematic effort
such as we have exercised 1 the case of
South Lancashire. In many of the
small boroughs there 1s no mciease in
the numbers; theie 15 no extension of
houses ; the whole piroperty belongs to
a neighbouring noble, and you can no
more touch the votes which he holds
through the property than you can touch
the balance in his banker’s hands. But
the county constituency may be in-
creased mdefinitely. It requires a qua-
lification of forty shillings a-year 1n a
fieechold property to give a man a vote
for a county. I think our landlords
made a great mistake when they 1e-
tamed the forty-shilling freehold quali-
fication, and, maik my words, i1t 15 a
10d 1 pickle for them. I should not be
surpuised 1if it does for us what 1t did for
Cathohc emancipation, and what 1t did
for the Reform Bill—give us the means
of carrying Free Trade ; and 1f1t should,
the landlords will very Likely try to serve
us as they did the forty-shilling fiee-
holders m Ireland, when we have done
the work.

The forty-shiling franchise for the
county was estabiished nearly five cen-
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tunies ago. At that time a man, 1 the
constitutional phraseology of the time,
was_deemed to be a ¢ yeoman,’ and en-
titled to political nghts, provided he
had forty shillings a-yea: clear to spend.
That was at that time a subsistence for
a man; probably it was equal to the
rental of one hundred acres of land.
What is 1t now? With the vast diffu-
sion of wealth among the nuddle classes,
which then did not exist, and among a
large portion, I am happy to say, m
this district of the superor class of
operatives too, that forty-shilling fian-
chise 1s become metely nomimal, and s
within the 1each of every man who has
the spirit to acquire it. I say, then,
every county where there 1s a laige town
population, as i1 Lancashne, the West
Ruding of Yorkshire, Scuth Stafford-
shue, Noith Cheshire, Middlesex, Sur-
rey, Kent, and many other counties I
could name—in fact, every other county
boidering upon the sea-coast, or having
manufactures m 1t—may be won, and
easily won, 1f the people can be 10used
to a systematic effort to qualify them-
selves for the vote m the way m which
the South Lancashire people have
teached to the qualfication. We find
that counties can be won by that means,
and no other. It 1s the custom with
many to put their savings mto the
savings’ banks. I believe there aie
fourteen or fifteen mullions or moie so
deposited. I would not say a woid to
lessen your confidence m that secuity,
but I say there 1s no mvestment so se-
cure as the freehold of the earth, and
besides it is the only investment that
gives a vote along with the pioperty.
We come, then, to this—it costs a man
nothing to have a vote for the county.
He buys his property ; sixty pounds for
a cottage s given—thity o1 forty pounds
i many of the neighbourmg towns will
do 1t ; he has then the mterest of his
money, he has the propeity to sell
when he wants 1t, and he has his voten
the bargamn. Sometimes a parent. wish-
g to teach a son to he economical and
saving, gives him a set of nest-eggs ina
savings’ bank : I say to such a patent,
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‘ Make your son, at twenty-one, a fice-
holder ; 1t 1s an act of duty, for you
make him thereby an independent free-
man, and put it n his power to defend
himself and his children fiom political
oppresston—and you make that man
with 60/, an equal in the polling-booth
to Mr Scarsbiick, with his eleven
mules 1 eatent of temtory, or to Mr,
Egeiton  Thi» must be done Inorder
to be on the next yeal’s 1egister, 1t re-
quires only that you should be m pos-
session of a freehold before the 31st of
next January.’

We shall probably be told that ‘this
1s very discreet—what 15 the use of
coming out m public and announung
such a plan as thus, when yow enemies
can take advantage of 1t as well as you?’
My fitst answer to that 1s, that our op-
ponents, the monopolits, cannot take
advantage ot 1t as well as we.  In the
fiist place, very few men are, fiom con-
nection or prejudice monopolists, un-
less thenr capacity for mquiry o1 their
sympathies have been Llunted by already
possessing an undue shaie of wealth
In the next place, if they wich to wige
upon others of a 1ank below them to
qualify for a vote, they cannot tiust
them with the use of the vote when they
have got 1t Dut, apart fiom that, I
would answer those people who cavil
at this public appeal, and say, ‘You
will not put -alt upon your enemy'’s tail
—it 15 much too wise a bud.’ They
have been at this work long ago, and
they have the woist of it now. What
has been the conduct of the landloids
of the countiy? Why, they have been
long engaged 1n multiplying voters upon
theu estates, making the farmers take
therr sons, brothers, nephews, to the
register; making them qualify as many
as the 1ent of the land will cover. they
have been malung ther lanl a kind of
political capital ever since the passing
of the Reform Bill  You have, then, a
new ground opened to you which has
never yet been entered upon, and fiom
which' I expect—in the course of not
more than three years from this ime—
that every county (1f we persevere as we
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have i South lancashire} possessing a
large town population may carry Fiee
Traders as their representatives to Par-
hament.

Now, gentlemen, with just these pre-
limmary remarks, I was going to notice
a common objection made 1o us duing
the last two or thiee months—that the
League has been very quiet of late—
that we have been domg nothing.
Many people have said to me, * When
are you going out mto the agrcultural
districts again? I think they will be
quite npe for you now, for most of your
})redxctlons have fallen true, and the
armers will come and lsten.” My
answer has been, ‘We aie better em-
ployed at present at home, and the
landlords are doing our work very well
for us at thewr agucultural meetings.’
What have been the features of the agri-
cultural meetings we had heard of m
the last two months? Here 15 one very
stuking circumstance, that, from the
Duke of Buckingham downwards, every
president of an agncultural association
has always begun the proceedings of the
day by saying, ¢ We must not mtioduce
political topics in the discussions of this
association.” That means, ‘It 1s not
convenient to us, the pohtical landlords,
to talk about the Corn-laws just now to
the farmeirs’—and so they talk of every-
thing else but the Corn-laws, and a very
pretty business they make of then dis-
cussions.  We hear, in every case m
which I have read their reports, of the
deplorable state of the agricultural la-
bourers. Now, I beg to premise, fiom
my own personal observation, and much
mquiry, that the agricultural laboures,
as a class, are better off now than they
were when corn was 70s. the quarter m
1839 and 1840. I watched the Poor-
law returns during those years, when
we had such deep distress in this dis-
trict, and I found that able-bodied pau-
perism was increasing faster m the corn-
grovwing counties of Sussex and Kent
than it was i these manufacturing dis-
tricts.

‘When we called together the confer-
ence of ministers from all parts of the
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country, the accounts they brought fiom
the rural villages were as heartrending
as anything we had ever known 1n these
manufacturing districts.  You did not
hear the clamours from the agiicultural
districts then, because they were drowned
m the concentrated cry from these popu-
lous regions ; but they weie suffering as
much as you were suffering.  And now,
when m this district employment and
comparative prosperity have returned
upon us, we hear of the state of the
aguicultural labourers, which has been
always bad, always at the lowest level
of wietchedness, only because you have
ceased to occupy the public mind with
your complaints and your distresses,
But, 1f what they tell us is true, that
the agricultural labourers are so dis-
tressed, what becomes of their plea n
the House of Commons, that the Corn-
law was passed and 15 kept up for the
benefit of the agncultural labouiers?
After what 1 have heard from these
gentlemen, the squuearchy n the
House of Commons, I should have
expected that they ought to have been
the last, upon the mstitution of agrcul-
tural associations, to complamn of dis-
tress and of the dangers impending over
them 1n the future—to have said, ‘I
have a nostrum in my pocket that will
quite prevent distiess among agricul-
tural labourers : have we not got the
Coin-law ; did we not pass it upon the
pretence of remedying the distress of
the agricultural laboureis? Heie 1t 15
—we have our shding-scale, and depend
upon 1t our agricultural labourers have
nothing to fear.” But, instead of that,
in no mstance do they ever allude to
the Corn-law as either a cause of em-
ployment or as a means of remedying
the evil. They never allude to any Act
of Parhament of the kind at all; and
they seek, wide and far, for some other
remedy for these distresses.

What are therr remedies® One of
the latest declared 1s the allotment of
land. To hear the outcry that we hear
fiom the landlords of the country, who,
glonifying themselves for having the idea
of giving a patch of Jand to the labourer,
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you would have thought they had re-
solved all at once to make a present of
a httle shee of thewr estates to the
labourers around them ; but what does
1t amount to > It 1s proposed that each
cottage should have a garden attached
to1t! The general advice is, 1 see, that
it should be not more than half an acre,
and some are 1ecommendmng but a
quarter of an acre n extent! It
amounts to this, that the landloids,
benevolent souls, are going to allow
the peasantry that live upon then land
to have a garden to themr cottages!
Why, there was a law passed m the
reign of Queen Elizabeth ordermg that
no cottage should be bult m this coun-
try without a garden bemng attached to
it. I do not believe that that law has
ever been repealed to this day ; and the
landlords, after violatmmg the law, aie
now taking credit to themselves, and
glonifying each other, that they are go-
g to allow their laboureis to have a
garden to their cottages !

Now, what 1s the mode 1 which these
gentlemen go to work to benefit the
agricultural labourers? They call them
together for a ploughing match, then
they bring them into the room and give
them a glass of wme, and they give a
reward of thirty shillings to one man
who has ploughed best! Then they m-
quire who has served twenty-five years
in the same place, and, perhaps, they
condescend to give hum thirty slullings
as a reward for good conduct. Then
the farmers—the farmers who sit at the
table—have their names read over, and
prizes are awarded : to one for success-
fully cultivating twmps, to another for
having produced a good fat ox, and to
another for having accumulated the
greatest quantity of lard wpon a pig.
And this 15 the way i which agriculture
15 to be improved! What should you
think 1if a similar plan was adopted to
assist you m your business? Let us
suppose that a number of monupolists
came down once a year—once a yeal,
mind you, for the lesson is only given
oncea yea, and then 1t 15 only about two
hours and a half long—that they held a
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mecung, m which they would have a
spinning match or aweaving match, And
after they had been mnto some prize mill
to see this spining and weaving match,
they sat down to dinner; and Job Har-
greaves or Fiank Smuth is biought m,
stioking his head down all the while as
he comes before the squreaichy, and
making his very best bow, to receive
fiom the chairman thuty shillmgs as a
reward for having been the best spmnex
and the best weaver! And, this beng
disposed of, imagme such a manufac-
turer getting a prize of five pounds for
the best prece of tustian ! And another
‘ditto, ditto,” for the best yard-wide
calico! Then imagme a shopkeeper
nsing from his seat to the table while
the chanman puts on a grave face, and,
addressing him 1n complimentary terms,
presents hun with five pounds for having
kept during the past year his shop-floor
and his counters i the cleanest state !
Then they call up a manufacturer, and
he has an awaid of five pounds, because
the mspectors had found his mill to be
in the best woiking condition  Then
the meichant rises up, and gets his re-
waid of five pounds for having been
found by the mspectors to have kept
his books in the best oider by double
entry.

You laugh at all this, and well you
may ; you cavnnot help 1t. Where is
the difference between the absurdity,
the mockery of bunging up men m
round fiocks to a dimner-table and giving
them thirty shillings, because they had
ploughed well, orhoed well, or haroved
well—bringing up farmers to give them
prizes for having the cleanest field of
Swedish twnips, ot for having managed
therr farm in the best way? Where 15
the difference, I a-k, between offening
these 1ewards and the giving out here
of such rewards as I bave just now al-
luded to® Let us suppose, 1f you can
Leep yowr countenances, that such a
state of things existed here. Now what
must be the concomitant order of things?
It would aigue, in the first place, that
the prizemen who were ~o ticated were
an abject and o savile class. It would
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argue that the trader who could conde-
scend to be treated so would himself be
little better than a slave  And 1if you
needed such stimulants as these to make
you carry on your business as you ought
to do, where do you think you would be
found in the race of industry as com-
pared with other classes? Wheie would
you be i1f you were so childish as to be
fondled and dandled by a body of Mem-
bers of Parhament > Why, theae would
not be a country on the face of the
world that you could compete with—
that 1s evident. You would, hke them,
be going to these same parliamentary
men, begging them to be your dry
nurses, m order that they might pass an
Act of Paxhament to protect you 1n your
trade.

The landlords do not give themselves
prizes, but they hold up thewr conduct
as something deserving of the reward of
public admiration, because they can
come forward and tell us that they make
the most of then land, forsooth! I was
reading Just now m this moining’s paper
a report of Lord Stanley’s speech at the
Agrnicultural Society’s meeting on Tues-
day, which, by the magic power of steam,
has been carried to London and brought
back to us here m Manchester 1 two
days; and Lord Stanley tells us what
must be done with land. He says .—

*And I repeat what I have already said
on a former occasion 1 this room, that
there 1s no investment n the world 1n which
a landiord can so safely, so usefully, ot so
profitably mvest his capital as m the 1m-
provement of his own farm, by money sunk
in dramming on security of the land which
belongs to htmself.’

Well, what does this amount to? That
it is the interest of the landlord to make
the most of hus land, And he goes on to
say—and he takes some lhttle ciedit to
himself and to his father for what had
been done with his land here i Lanca-
shire. He says :—

* In this last year we have laid down in
deep dramning somewhere about 300 miles
of drains, at an expense of between 5000/.
and 6ooo/, and, I think, employed about
a million and a half of draining-tiles.’
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I belicve my friend Mr. Bught here,
who has been building a mull, has duing
the same time been laying down about
a mihonand a half of bricks 1n erecting
1t 1 but you would be astonshed, would
you not, and I am suwe the squirearchy
would be 1ather puzzled, if Mr. Bught
wele to get up here and talk of that as
something for which he mght glouify
lumself, having first of all asserted 1t to
be the mo~t profitable investment any
man could make. By the way, I wish
my friend here would calculate how
much duty his million and a half of
buicks pay to the Government, fiom
which duty my Lord Stanley and his
fellow-landlords have managed to ex-
empt diammg-tiles

Now, gentlemen, I do not want to
say anything rude or uncivil, and T will
not apply my remarks personally to Loid
Stanley; but I will say this, that the
whole comse of the conduct of these
gentlemen i their exhibitions—the land-
lords—when they paiade to the world
what they condescend to do with then
land, 15 just a gratuitous piece of mm-
pertmence to the rest of the community.
What do we caie what they do with
thewr land? Whether they put down
diamning-tiles or not, all we say 1s thi-
‘If you do not make the most of yow
land, 1t 15 no 1eason why we should be
starving that you may giow rushes.” It
is a gioss humbug, to use no mulder
term, on the part of those who come
fornard at the agucultuial meelings, to
glonfy themsclves about the mode in
which they choose to dispose of then
puvate property  There 1s an absmd
delusion lmkimg underit. It 1smtended
to make us believe that we are mdebted
to them, and must wait until they choose
to supply us with our food , that 1t 15
something like a condescension, or al
least an act of favour, on their part, that
they give us their food m exchange for
our manufactures. Now, what s the
reason that the land has not been im-
proved before? Lord Staaley tells us
here when these gieat improvements be-
gan, and mairk what he says :—

‘ Even within the last few years—within
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a much shorter time than that which I have
named, within the last four or five years—
I see strides which, small as they may be
compared with what mught be done, are
gigantic when compared with what was
done before '

What was ‘done before’? What has
there been done ‘withm the last four or
five ycars’? Lord Stanley gives the
credit to the agucultual assouations.
Why, what have they been domg? Up
to within the last year, when did they
condescend to talk about the Corn-law?
Fiom one end of the kingdom to the
other they were nothmg but political
clubs, created for the purpose of diaw-
ng the poor tenant-farmers together, mn
order that they nught be dulled by the
land-agent to be made subservient at a
future voting day; and the whole talk
of these agricultural associations was,
not about 1mpioving the land, but main-
taming protection to Dritish agniculture
And now, what can these agricultural
associations do for aguculture®  They
meet once a year; they generally have
a man n the chan who begins, as Loid
Stanley docs, by admitting his practical
ynorance of the question upon which
he 15 gong to dilate; and the chanman
1s genetally the man who occupies three-
fourths of the time of the meeting by lus
specches 1 have watched the proceed-
mgs of these assouations, and I have
obsetved they have had all soits of peo-
ple except faimers m the chau apon
one occasion, m a part of Middlesey, 1
ohserved that the late Attoiney-General,
the present Chief Baion Pollock, was n
the chair as president, and 1 must do
hum the justice to say (for he 15 a most
candid and excellent man) that he began
his opening address by declaimg he did
not know anything concerning what they
had met about. \WVhat have these asso-
ciations done for agnculture? They
assemble men together once a year;
they bring prize cattle to be exhibited;
they bring agricultwral implements to be
exammed. Are impiovements only to
be sought for once a year m agriculture
Would that do for manufactuues? Only
think of a commetcial meeting once a
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domg, where there was any new ma-
chmery mvented, o1 which of the hands
had discovered some new process m
calico punting ' Could not farmers see
what superior farming was to beseen by
nding out any day m the week to look
over therr neighbours’ hedges?  Could
they not learn wheie the best bieeds of
cattle were to be had fiom the adveirtice-
ments of those who had them to sell?
and could they not get the best agricul-
twral 1mplements by witing for them
any day by the penny post, whether they
were to be found m Manchester, Lou-
don, or Ipswich? The thing 1s a farces
and when my Lord Stanley takes credit
to these agricultural associations for
having improved agriculture duiing the
last five years, I say 1t 1snot due to those
agricultmal associations, but to the
Anti-Com-law League It 1s owing to
that that the agiicultunsts and the land-
owneis have been roused flom thewr
lethargic sleep  They are buckling on
then armour to meet the coming com-
petition, winch competition will do for
them what nothing else will do, and
what 1t has done for manafactures—t
will make the agiculturists of thi- coun-
try capable of competing with the faim-
e1s of anv pait of the world  They give
up the whole case when they talk m this
Way

When they tell us what the land
might do—and what 1t ought to do they
admit 1t has not done—they plead guilty
to all we have ever alleged against them
and theu system of Corn-law. 1 ask
them this: can they bring a Member of
Paihamnent, a theonst, mto Manchester,
with hus books m hand, and can he sug-
gest a sigle mproyement m any of our
processes of manufacture, whether they
ate connected with mechanical or che-
mical science? No, I went the other
day mto sevelal establishments with one
of the most cmnent French chemists—
a man renowned m Euiope he had
nothing to say 1n visitmg the dye-works
or the prmat-works of this ncighbour-
hood, but to expiess his unqualified ad-
muation of the perfection to which they
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had brought these arts among us. Can
they come here and say, as they say of
themselves, 1n connection with therr in-
dustry, * You ought to produce thice
times as much as you do produce from
your machmery, for 1t 1s alieady done
other places which we can name to you?”’
No But what do they say of thewr own
land I hive hemd Mr Ogilvy, who
was engaged by Mr. Biooke, of Meuie,
and other landlords of this and the
neighboulng county as supeimtendent
of their estates, declare—and he 15 will-
mg to go before a Committee of the
House of Commons to prove it—that

“heshure, if properly cultivated, 1s capa-
ble of producing three tunes as much
as 1t now produces fromits surface ; and
he 15 willing the statement should be
made public upon his authornty—and
there 15 not igher authonty m the king-
dom.

I say, whatever improvement has
been male m this respect 1t 1 to the
Anti-Corn-law League we are indebted
for 1t; and more—the most bigoted of
our opponents hive made the admission
Whulst they abhor the League and de-
test 1ts principles, they have made the
admusston—‘ At all events,” they say,
‘you have done good, and are domng
good’ to agniculture. T passed last year
about this time over to Knutsford, where
I held a public meeting close to the
gates of M1 Egerton, of Tatton As I
went from the railway station across to
Knutsford, I rode, at least for five ot
six miles, through the estate of that
large proprictor, and I saw the land
was i the same state as 1 believe 1t
was at the time of the Couquest, grow-
mg just about as plentsiful a supply of
rushes as of grass It so happened that,
upon the day I was addiessing the
meeting upon the 1acecourse at IKnuts-
ford, Mr. Egerton, of Tatton, was pay-
g a visit to Manchester, to preside at
the Manchester Agricultural Assocta-
tron, and I took the opportunity of say-
ing, in the course of my 1emarks, that I
thought a gentleman who had such an
extent of tenitory as he had mught be
better employed in cxtermmatiny Ius
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rushes, and setting a better example to
his neighbotas at home, than m tiavel.
Iing to Manchester to preach up m.
provements m agticultute  The othe
day I met a gentleman who happened
lately to be at Knutsford, and he told
me that while sitting at the mn theiw
came 1 a number of the neighbourmg
farmers, whose conversation turned upon
agriculture  In the course of then con-
versation one of them remarked, ¢ What
a deal of draming has been gomg on
here since Cobden was here blackguard-
ing him about the rushes!” We have
indeed given them a fillip; we have
stirred them up a lttle ; but, gentle-
men, 1f the mere alarm of the approach
of Free Trade his done so much for
agucultuie, what will fiee trade 1n corn
iself do forwt? ¢ Why,’ they say, ‘we
should be an exporting country 1f we
only grew as much as we may grow’
I have no objection to 1t; 1f, beside
feeding the whole of the people as they
ought to be fed—no short commons—if,
besides feeding them well, they should
send four or five millions of quarters of
corn abroad, and bring us back tea and
sugar, and such hike matters in addition,
we shall have no reason to complain of
the Brtish agriculturist. But we do
complawn, that whilst they stop our
supplies from other countries, under
pretence of bencfiting agriculture, they
at the same tume come before us at these
meetings of their own, and plead gulty
to our charge, that undet this system of
protection they are not making the most
of their land.

I speak my unfeigned conviction—and
we have the very best agriculturists with
us 1 thar conviction ; men like Lord
Ducie and others, who are agricultui-
1-ts by profession—when I say I believe
theie 15 no interest n this country that
would receive so much benefit from the
repeal of the Corn-laws as the farmer-
tenant interest i this countiy. And I
believe, when the futurc historian comes
to write the history of agriculture, he
will have to state.—‘In sach a year
there was a stringent Corn-law passed
for the protection of agriculture. From
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that time agriculture slumbered 1n Eng-
land, and 1t was not until by the aid of
the Anti-Corn-law League the Corn-law
was utterly aboliched, that agriculture
sprang up to the full vigour of existence
in England, to become what 1t now 1s,
Like her manufactures, unnvalled in the
world.” It is a gloomy and most dis-
comaging thought that, whilst this
system of Corn-laws alteinately starves
the people in the manufacturing dis-
tricts and then ruins the farmers, 1t
really in the end confers no permanent
benefit upon any class, 1 told you imn
the beginming I did not believe the
agrcnltural labomer was now so hadly
off as he was when corn was 705 a
quarter 3 but I will tell you where ds-
tress in the agricultmal districts 15 now
It 1s among the tenant-farmers them-
selves. They aie paymg rents with
wheat at 45s. a quarter, which they
have bargamed for at a calculation of
wheat bemg 565, and, in many cases,
60s. a quarter. It 15 owing to this dis-
crepancy 1n the prices that the tenant-
farmers are now paying rent out of cap-
tal, they are discharging their labomers,
unable to employ them—and theirs 1s
the real cistiess mow existing In the
agricultural distnicts.

This state of things will not continue,
either here or in the agnicultural districts.
What is the language that diops from
the landlords at some of thewr meetings?
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It 15, ‘We shall not very hikely have
higher prices for corn this year; we
must watt for better times ; we will give
you back ten per cent this yeai.’ No
permanent reduction ; and why? Be-
cause they know that, by the certamn
operation of this system, m less than
five years fiom this time, this wheel of
fortune, o1 rather musfortune, will go
round agam ; you will be at the bottom
and the farmers at the top, and you will
have wheat agam at 705. o1 8os a
quarter, causing thus a pietended pros-
perity among the farmers. As sure as
you have had this 1evolution before, so
sure will you have it agamm  There 15
nothing i Sir Robert Peel's Corn-law
to prevent the recurtence of similar dis-
asters. The lawis as complete a Lar to
legitimate trade in corn as the old law
was. I speak in the presence of mer-
chants shipping to every quarter of the
globe—men who buing back the produce
of every quaiter of the globe—and I put
1t to them whether, with this shding-
scale, they daie to order from a foreign
country a single cargo of wheat in ex-
change for the manufactures which they
sell? This being the case—and 1t 1s the
whole case—you are not stimulating
other countries to provide for your
future wants, you aie laying up no store
hete or stores abroad, and there will
again be a recurrence of the disasters
we have s0 often passed through before.
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I couLp nnt help thinking, as I sat
here surveymg thisvast assemblage, how
I wished that all owr friends who are
scattered over the length and the bicadth
of this land could be piresent to-night,
to feel their pulses beat m unwson with
yours, to look you face to face, and jomn
m that tiumphant shout, which augurs
prosperity to om good cause.  Wemect
here to-mght for busimness. I am almost
sorry for 1t ; for we have to give many
statistics, which probably are not the
most captivating to five thousand peo-
ple assembled together on this occasion
and, besides, at this time I happen to
know that we have a large number of
visitors, whom I am espccially anxious to
see I am aware that theare are many
farmers in this assembly, who have come
to see the Smithfield Cattle Show, and
have been tempted to smuggle them-
selves into thus assembly. T am sony I
cannot give them a farmer's view of our
question to-mght ; but I ask them to
look round on this assembly, and then
let them, on the day after to-morrow,
Friday-—it 1s an ommous day-—wend
their way to Bond-strect, and attend the
meeting of the Duke of Richmond’s
Protection Society ; let them remember
the scene here—count the odd duke or
so, the biace or two of eails, and the
half-dozen Members of Parliament, and
the score of land-agents and land-valuers
—and then, with a vivid recollection of
this scene, let them ask themselves which
cause 1s hkely ultimately to triumph? I

beg of them to compare these two scencs,
and to remember that these meetings of
such a different character are but types of
the compaiative mertts of our two causes.
Then let the tenant-farmer go home and
attend to his own business, and not look
to dukes or Acts of Parliament to help
him.  Let hum talk about corn-rents,
such as the sagacity of the Scotch farmers
has secured for neaily twenty years, so
soon as it found out the operation of this
shding-scale of corn duties. Let the
English farmer put himseclf on the se-
cure basis of a rent of that description
—I mean rent calculated un a certan
fixed quantity of coin pet annum, fluctu-
ating 1n price as the value of corn varies
mn the averages, and then he may hid
defiance to all Acts of Parliament. 1t
makes no diffcrence to him, then, what
the price may be  He may talk to lus
landloid about a few other things, such
as game and so on, and he will be better
employed than m listening to speakers
at protection societies, or going to dukes
or Members of Parliament.

I believe we have another visitor here
to-might. I have had put into my hands
a little tract, published by the* encmy,
and vay catefully chculated. On the
title-pageof this tract—which is address-
ed to the wortking classes — there 15 a
quotation from the republican authority,
Henry Clay. I am glad they have put
his name on the frontispiece, and quoted
his sayings; for let the Enghsh operatives
remember, as my friend Mr. Villiers has
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aneady told you, that, <ince that tract |
was published, Mr Henry Clay has been
rejected as an aspirant for the Presidency
of America  He stood as candidate for
that high honour at the hands of thiee
mithons of free citizens, on the ground
of lus being the author and father of the
protective system in America I have
watched the progiess of that contest
with the greatest anxiety, and received
then newspapers by every packet. There
have I seen accounts of thesr speeches
and processions, The speeches of Henry
Clay and Damel Webster might have
done credit to the Dukes of Buckingham
and Richmond themselves  All the ban-
nets at their processions were nsciibed
with such mottoes as,~—‘Protection to
native industry.” ¢ Piotection agamst the
paupet labowr of Europe.” ¢Stand by
native manufactures’ ¢Stand by the
Amencan system ’ ‘Henry Clayandjno-
tection to native industry ° Yes, all this
was said to the American democtacy,
Just as your protection societies are say-
mg 1t to you m this pamphlet. And
what said three nullions of the American
people voting 1n the ballot-box? Why,
they rejected Henry Clay, and sent him
back to his retirement. I think this pro-
tection society, 1if they have got a large
stock of this tract on hand, will be offer-
g 1t cheap; 1t might do for highting
cgars, probably.

Well, what have you new in London?
You have heard something of what we
have been about down in the north;
what 15 going on among you? I think
I have seen some signs, not of opposi-
tion, but of something very like what I
call a diversion. You have had some
great meetings here, professing vast ob-
jects, to benefit large classes of people
in London Mr. Villiers has <hghtly
alluded to that subject; but I have a
word or two additional to say about it.
T call 1t a ‘diversion,” but 1t 15 some-
thing more ; it 1s rather an attack by
monopolists upon the victims of their
own mjustice. When the people in Tur-
key are suffering under the tyianny of a |
Grand Vazier, and are threatening to 11se
anl revenge themselves upon hum, and !
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tike his head, 1tis an old tiick for that
functionary to send emussarics among
the populace, who are to pomt to the
bakers’ shops, and say, ¢ The bakers are
selling too ngh.” The people are then
told to go and nadl the bakers’ ears
aganst the door-posts Now, our mo-
nopolists have taken a leaf out of the
Twkish Vizier's book  When we were
in great distiess and trouble in Manches-
ter and 1its neighbouthood, and the peo-
ple were starving 1n the streets, then 1t
was stated that the manufacturning capi-
talists were ‘grinding the faces of the
poor,” and depuiving them of bread

Now, when the distiess 1s i the agri-
cultmal distiicts, the landed squites meet
the farmers at their agnicultural societies’
tables, and tell them to go and employ
the labourer by laymng out more capital
upon then farms It 1s said that they
must drain theu land ; they do not say
a word about the faimer having had lus
pockets thoroughly diamned,

Agam, when some distiess has fallen
upon a large portion of the most defence-
less part of your community, I find that
a latge, a useful, a respectable class of
thot commumity, the <hopkeepers and
dealets 1n 1eady-made linen and articles
of clothing, are selected by the monopo-
hists as the objects of attack for ‘grind-
g the faces of the poor needle-women ’
Now, I stand heie to vindicate the cha-
1acter of those traders, and to turn back
the charge upon those who assail them.
I stand here to vindicate Moses and Son
themselves agamst these attacks  Yes,
I say Moses and Son themselves are
Chnstianlike m their character comyar-
ed with the men who are now assatling
them whulst they suppoit this system of
the Corn-laws ~ For there 1s this differ-
ence between Moses and Son and those
who vote for Corn-laws, and then affect
to pity the poor needle-women: if the
former buy cheap, they also sell cheap,
and have not by unfair means obtamed
an Act of Paihament to give them a
monopoly, But what shall we say of
vour landlords of Dorsetshire, who,
wlilst they are paying 7s. a-weck for
their labour, have pasted an Act of
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Parliament, by which they are enabled
to sell even the very bread that these
poor wretches consumne at an artificially
enhanced and unnatural price? And
yet here 1s a great scheme of chanty,
forsooth, to atone for this mischief, and
youare to have fifty thousand peoplekept,
I suppose, m employment by a society,
not of ‘middle-women,” but of middle-
men, ay, very middling men mndeed !

Now, I venture on a prediction : that
bubble will burst before the meeting
of Parliament, and they will try and
mvent some other. They will not fail
to charge us—or any poition of the un-
privileged class of the community-—with
bemg the authors of theirown misdomg-.
They have set up themselves as being
more benevolent than the iest of the
commumty. My friend Mr. Vihers
was talking of their being charitable, of
their settling everything by alms.  But
even if they were charitable, and more
so than other people, I agree with him,
objecting to one lmge portion of the
community being dependent upon alms
at the hands of another portion. ButI
deny that they are such philanthropists.
1 101l back the charge they make against
us, and say that the Free-traders—the
much-mahigned political economists —
are the most truly benevolent people n
the country. We had a meeting two
or three months ago n Suffolk, had
we not? There was a great gathenng
of landowners, noblemen, squires, and
clergymen, met together in a great
county assembly in order to—what?
To provide for the distresses of the
peasantry of that county by a philanthro-
pic plan. They proposed to raise a
subscniption , I believe they entered in-
to something like one on the ground ;
they separated then, and what has been
done since? How much has been ef-
fected for charity » I will venture here
to say, that there is one Leaguer in Man-
chester who has given more money for
the parks and pleasure-giounds con-
nected with that town than all the Jand-
owners and gentry of the county of Suf-
folk have subscribed for the benefit of
the peasantry.
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You will not misunderstand me . we
do not come here to boast, but mezely
to hurl back these charges which are
made agamst the great body of the more
intelligent portion of the middle clasees
of this country, who happen to take
scientific and enhghtened views upon
what ought to be the conduct of the
Government of this land  They call
us ‘poliical economists’ and ¢ hatd-
hearted utilitarians :* I say the political
economists are themost chantable people
m this country ; the Free-traders aie
the most liberal to the poor of this land
T call upon them, 1if they will have it
that the people are to live on chauty, at
all events, to give us a guarantee that
they shall not starve, by really confer-
ring that charity which they propose to
bestow upon them. Ay, it 15 a very
convenient thing for them to try and
give a bad name to a sort of police
who are Jooking after their proceedings
‘We avow owselves to be political econo-
nusts ; and we are so on thus ground,
that we will not trust our fellow-ciea-
tures to the eleemosynary support of
any class of the community, because we
behieve that if we do, we shall leave
them 1 a very hopeless condition m-
deed. We say, let the Government of
the countiy be conducted on such a
punciple, that men shall be cnabled, by
the labour of their own hands, to find
an independent subsistence by ther
wages

These gentlemen have had another
meeting to-day * they are ready m all
directions upon every soit of subject ex-
cept the right one. A gathening took
place this morning at Exeter Hall, at
which all soits of men assembled ,—
what think you for? To devise means,
and to raise a soctety, to look after ¢the
health of towns.” They will give you
ventilation -— air — water — drainage—
open courts and alleys—anything in the
world but bread. Now, so far as the
Lancashire districts go, nothing 1sclearer
—for we have it upon the authonty of
the Registrar-General’s report of deaths
in that district—than this : that the moi-
tality of that locality rises and falls, year
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by year, with the price of food ; that
this connection may be as clearly tiaced,
as though you had the evidence taken
before a coroner’smquest.  Upwaids of
thiee thousand people more per annum
were swept off during the dear years
than have died simnce corn has come down
to a more natural price, even in a very
limited district of Lancashire  And yet
these 1dentical gentlemen, who meet to-
gether and foim their benevolent socie-
ties, will talk to you of an and water,
and everything in the world but biead,
which 1s the staff and sapport of Iife. I
have no objection to chanty—I advo-
cate 1t stiongly; but I say with my
friend, Mr. Villiers, do justice fust, and
then let chanty follow m its wake, I
have no doubt these imndividuals may be
actnated by very benevolent motives—I
will not charge them here with hy-
pocrisy ; but this I dosay. that we shall
expect them to meet this question, and
not to shunk 1t. I am complaimng of
one section in particular of the landed
anstocracy, who are setting up claims
to a supernior benevolence, who are con-
saence-stricken, I am suie, from what I
know, on this question of the Corn-law,
who yet vote m 1ts support, and who
refuse to discuss it, or record their
opmions on the subject. I allude in
particular to one nobleman who acted
in this manner mn the last session on Mi.
Villiers’s motion, notwithstanding he 1s
one who professes great sympathy for
the poor of this country. He did not
attend on that debate, or take a pait n
the discussion, but came m at the last
moment, at the time of the division, and
voted agamst that motion. I will men-
tion his name : I refer to Lord Ashley.
Now, I say, let us, at all events, whilst
we admt their good mtentions, stipulate
that this question shall be discussed by
them in the same way as those 1clating
to washing and fresh air. Do not let
them bhnk this matter. What comse
do they pursue as regaids ventilation?
They call n scientific men to help them ;
they go straightway to Dr, Southwood
Smith and otheis, and say. * What 1s
your plan for remedymyg this admitted
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social evil 2’ and they take the opimion
of scientific men, who have given great
attentton to the subject.  We ask them,
on this question of supplymg the people
with food and employment, to call to
then councils scientific men, who have
devoted their ives to the mvestigation
of tlus question, and who have left en
record their opinions m a permanent
form—opinions which have been 1ecog-
nised as sound and indisputable philoso-
phy all over the world. We ask them
to take Adam Smith, as they have on
otherquestions taken Southwood Smith ;
and either prove that he 1s wrong n his
principle for providing food and em-
ployment for the people, or vote m ac-
cordance with his opimons. It will not
be suffictent to wring then hands or
wipe their eyes, and fancy that m this
mtelhgent and mtellectual age senti-
mentality will do 1n the senate ; 1t may
do very well i the boarding-school
Now, what should we say of these
same noblemen and gentlemen, who
lament over the distress of the people, if
they were to refuse to take science,
knowledge, experience to their councils,
m 1emedying another class of evils—if
they went mto a hospital, and found the
patients writhing under their bandages
after they had just gone thiough the
ordeal of surgical aid from accidents,
and these philantliopists weie to drive
out the surgcons and apothecaries, de-
nouncing them as ‘cold-blooded and
scientific utilitarians,” and then, after
wringing their hands, and turning up
the whites of thewr eyes, set to work
and tieat these patients after thew own
fashion? I like these Covent Garden
meetings. and I will tell you why; we
have a sort of mtellectual police here.
Byron said this was a canting age, and
there 15 nothing so difficult to meet and
gapple with as cant: but I thmk, if
anything has produced a sound, whole-
some, and 1ntellectual tone in this me-
tropolis, 1t has been our great gatherings
and discussions within these walls
Theie is another meeting to he held
to-night, to present a testimonial to Sir
Henry Pottinger, I wish to ay one
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word to you about that. Furst of all,
what has Sn Henry Potunger been do-
ing for these monopolists—I mean the
great monoupnlist meichants and muthon-
naires, mncluding the house of Bang and
Co , who have subscnibed 50/ 1 Liver-
pool towards the testimomal there, and
I suppose have contiibuted here also?
T a<lk, what has that baronet done to -
duce this determmation on the part of
the gieat merchant-princes m the City?
I will tell you he has been to Chma,
and extoited fiom the Government of
that country (for the bencht of the
Chmese people, T admt) a tanff.  But
of what description 15 1t>  It1s founded
on thiee prmeiples  The first 1s, that
there shall be no duties whatever laud
upon corn, o1 provisions of any kind,
mpottel mto the Celestial Ewmpue,
nay, even if a ship come~ m loaded with
provisions, not only s there no duty
upon the cargo, but the ship itself 16
exempted from port charges; and 1t 15
the only exemption of the hind 1n the
world  The second pimaple 1, thete
shall be no duties for protection,  The
thnd 15, there shall be modaate du-
ties for revamte.  Why, that 15 the
very tantf that we, the Anti-Cora-law
League, have been contending for these
five years  The difference between us
and Sn Ilenry Pottmnger 15 this, that
whilst he has succeeded by force of arms
in conferimg upon the Chinese people
that beneficial tanff, we have failed
hithaito by fuice of argument to extort
a sinular boon for the advantage of the
English people fiom our aistociacy
A further difference 15 this- that while
these monopohst merchants are 1eady to
offer a demonstiation to Sir Henry Pot-
tinger for his success m China, they
have hieaped obloquy, abuse, and oppo-
sition on us, for tiymg unsuceessfully to
do the vame thing hete.  And why have
we not succceded ? Because we have
been opposed and reasted by these very
mconsistent men, who are now shouting
and toasting Fiee Tiade for Chmma 1
would ask one question o1 two upon this
pomt. Do these gentlemen beheve that
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has obtomed for the Chinese people,
will be beneficial to them or not?
Judging by all they have said to us on
former occasions, they cannot ieally
beheve it. They have smd that low-
priced provisions and free trade m con
would mjure the working classes, and
lower then wages Do they positively
magine that the tariff will be beneficual
to the Chinese? If they do, wheie is
their consistency 1n 1efusing to giant the
same advantages to themr own fellow-
counttymen?  But 1f not, 1if they sup-
pose that tanff to bhe what they have
here assuted a simidu tandf would be
for Enghshmen, then they are no Chin-
tians, because they do not do to the
Chmnese as they weuld be done by I
will leave them on the hoins of that di-
lemma, and let them take the choice
which they will have. Thete 15 some
little delusion and fraud practised 1 the
way m which they talk of this Chimese
tariff as a commercial treaty ; 1t 15 not a
commercial treaty  Sur Hemy Pottinger
mnposed  that taff on the Chimese
Government, not as apphieable to us,
bat to the whole wald,  What Jdo
these monopolists tdl us>  “We have
no ohjection to Free Iade, if you will
give us reapiocity fromother counfires’
And hae they ae, *Huwp, lup, hip,
hunahing !’ down at the Merchant
Taylors’ Hall, at this very moment,
shonting and glovfymg Sir Henry Pot-
tinger because he has given to the Chi-
nese a tanff without recipiocity with any
country on the face of the carth.

Wil My Thomas Baimg stand agam
for the city of London, think you® e
said you were a very low sct last year.
after he had lost his election  If he
should come agam, let me give you one
word of advice. go and ask him if he
will give vou as good a tanff as Su
Hemy Pottinger gave to the Chese
If not, let lum tell you why he subscribed
to this piece of plate to Sir Henry Pot-
tinger, 1f he does not think such a mea-
swe would be a good thing forthe Eng-
hish too, as well as for the Chinese, In
Manchester we have a good many of the

this tatiff, which Su IHemy Pottinger | same kind of monopolists, who have
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jomed m this testimomal, they always | by lectwnng and disuabuting tiacts, i

do thing» on a large scale m that town,
and wlnle you have rased a thousand
pounds o1 so here, pretty ncaily three
thousand pounds have been subscribed
thete, a laige portion of 1t by owmr mono-
polist manufactmers, who aie not the
most mtelligent, numerous, or wealthy
cliss among us, although they say some-
umes they are  They have jomed m
this demonstiation to Sn Ienry Pot-
tnger A fizend of mune called to ask
me to subscribe towards i, I said, ‘1
believe Sir Henry Portinger to be a
most worthy man, a great deal better in
every 1espect than many of those who
ate joining here m subsciptions for his
testimonial ; I have nn doubt that he has
done excellent seivice to the Chincse
people: and if they will send over a Sir
Hemy Pottinger to England, and if
that Chinese Pottinger can succeed by
such force of argument (for we want no
recourse to arms heie)—by the power
of logic, 1if there be any such m China
—as will prevail to extract fiom the
stony heaits of owr landlord monupo-
hits the same tanff for England as
that which our General has given to the
Chinese, T will jomn with all my heart
m subscribing for a piece of plate for
im’

By the way, gentlemen, we must come
to business, notwithstanding. Ow wot-
thy chatrman has told you somcthing of
onr late proceedings Some of out cavil-
Ing fniends—and there ate a good many
of this class: men who seem to be a
httle Lihous at times, ard a1e always dis-
po~ed to eniticise ; mdividuals who do
not move on themselves, and, not being
gregatious anmals, ate Incapable of
helpmng other people to move on, and,
therefore, who have nothing to do but to
sit by and quartel with otheis — these
men say, ‘This 15 a new move of the
League, attacking the landloids m their
counties ; it 15 a change 1 their tactics,’
But we are altening nothing, and we have
not changed a smngle thing. I believe
every step we have taken has been
necessary, 1n order to ainve at the pre-
sent stage of our movement. We began

!

ordet to cieate an enhghtened public
opmmon ; we did that for two or three
vears necessarily,  We then commenced
operations 1 the boroughs , and never
at any tome was there so much <ystema
tic attention, laboul, and expen-e devoted
to the buroughs of this countiy m the
way of 1egistiation a< at the present time.
As regmrds our leetmes, we continue
them still; only that mstead of having
small 10oms up three pan of stairs back,
as we used to have, we have magnificent
asscmblies, as that now beforeme  We
distribute ow tiacts, butn another form;
we have our own organ, the Leayve paper,
twenty thousand copies of which have
gone out every week for the last twelve
months, I have no doubt that that
joarnal penetrates mto every paiish n
the United Kingdom, aud goes the round
of the district.

Now,in addition to what we proposed
beforc, we think we Lave had a new
Lght ; we 1ather eapect that we can dis-
twb the monopolists 1 then own coun-
ties,  The fiist objecuion that 15 made to
that plan 1+, that it 15 a game wlich two
can play at, that the monopoli~ts can
adopt the move as well as we can 1
have answeted that objection before, by
~aymg that we are in the vay fortunate
predicament of sitting down to play a
game at a table wheie vl opponents
have possession of all the stakes, and we
has ¢ nothing to lose  Thes have played
at 1t for a Jong time, and won all the
counties, my friend M1 Villias had not
a single county voter the last time he
brought forward his motiun,  There ate
152 Lnghsh and Welsh county mewbers,
and I really think 1t would baffle the
anthmetic of my friend the Membe for
Waolsethampton, to make out cleatly
that he could carty a majonty of the
House without having some of them.
We ate gomg to try if we cannot get
him a few. We have obtaimmed him one
alteady—the largest county m the hing-
dom: we have secmied South Lanca-
shite, and that 15 the most populous
distitet 1 the whole kingdom  Lord
Fiancis Egerton sat for that county; he
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is very powerful, a man of vast propeity
and possessions, and personally respect-
ed by all parties. But people are very
unforfunate who attack the ILeague
There seems to me something hike a
fatality hanging over everybody who
makes an onslaught upon 1t.

I am going to mention an snecdnte
for the benetit of ¢ Grandmanming,® of
the Jorning Herald ; she 1s wearing to
a tather shadowy and attenuated form,
and yet she still cackles m a ghost-like
tone at us. About two years ago, m the
House of Commons, on Mr., Vilheis's
motion, Lord Fiancis Egetton rose and
spoke, and after saying some pretty
hittle nothings, such as go down in the
House of Commons from a loid, but
would not be tolerated from anybody
else, he wound up his <peech by orferng
very kindly and gratmtonsly his advice
to the gentlemen of the Anti-Coin-law
League; and 1t was 1o tlus effect that
they would be good enough to dissolve;
that they could do nothing ; aund, theie-
fore, had better dicband themselves;
and concluding by saying, that he offered
that advice mnall kindness to them. Let
an election again come for South Lan-
cashire, and Lord IFiancis Egerton will
see who will dissolve first.  Somebody
has alluded to the Member for Knares-
borough (Mr. Ferrand); he was let
loose upon us a long time back. When
1 first went nto the House of Commons,
12 1841, 1t appeared to me that he had
been sent there on purpose that he might
bait me. What has been the fate of that
worthy gentleman® Why, that came
House of Commons—a large majonty
of whom hounded him upon me 1 1841
—Ilast sesston voted unamimously that
his assertions wete ‘unfounded and
calumnious’ That means, i plam
Knaresborough language, that he was a
slanderer and a ; I will not give
you the other word. There 1s one other
case, which I mention also as a warning
and an example to the Mornng Herald
At the close of the last session, Sir
Robert Peel, m speakmg upon M
Villiers’s motion, felt very anxious in-
deed to retrieve lus lost position with
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the monopolists behmnd the '[reasuy
benches; and I think he would have
stood upon his head, or performed any
other feat, to accomplhishit. He thought
he would have a fling at the League,
and therefore he warned us, 1 his solemn
and pompous tones, that we were 1e-
tarding the progress of Fiee Trade, and
setting the farmers of the country against
us by the way m which we had attacked
them. Now, mark what I say: 1t will
not be the League that will fall at the
hand of the famers; but I predict it
will be Su Robert Pcel, ¢ the fatmery
fuiend,” whom they will sacrifice.

I have said that we have one county
to present to Mr. Villiers, I should be
glad to know if he would like to repre-
sent 1t himself, I have heaid but one
opmion in Lancashie,—that, as 1t 1s the
first county we have to present him, he
ought to have the refusal of it. The
monopolists have long played this game
m the counties, and they have worked
it out. They began immediately the
Reform Bill was passed; and they have
Iynx-like eycs 1 finding flaws, or dis-
covering the means of carrymng out their
own ends. They saw i this Refoim
Act the Chandos clause, and they set to
work to quahfy their tenant-farmers for
the poll, by makmg brothers, sons, ne-
phews, uncles—ay, down to the thnd
generation, if they happened to live upon
the farm—all quahfy for the same hold-
ing, and swear, if need he, that they weic
partners mn the farm, though they were
no more paitners than you are. This
they did, and successfully, and by that
means ganed the counties. But there
was another clanse i the Reform Act,
which we of the middle classes—the un-
privileged, mndustrious men, ~who hive
by our capital and labour —never found
out, namely, the j0s. fiechold clause. T
will set that against the Chandos clause,
and we will beat them n the counties
with 1it. You have heard how dispro-
portionately large the number of votes
m the rural districts 1s to that in the
towns. We will rectify the balance by
bidding our friends qualify themselves for
the counties They do not know how
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easy a thing it is to do. I see numbers
of people here who have no borough
vote at all—men in fustian jackets—
young men hving 1n lodgings. I will
tell them how they may get a county
vote, and far cheape:r than a borough
vote. It 1s not so easy for men i all
positions to take a 10/ house, occupy
it, furnish 1t, and live up to it, with the
taxes and expenses that accrue ; but to
qualify for the county you have ouly to
mvest 50/, or 60/. (and I have known 1t
done for 35/.) in a freehold which will
produce you 40¢. a year, and you will
have a vote for the county. It costs you
nothing to keep, and nothing to buy;
for you get mterest for your money, and
you may sell your property whenever
you are sick of your vote.

Our opponents have been fond of tell-
1ng us that this s a muddle-class agitation.
I do not like classes, and therefore have
said that we are the best of all classes ;
but this I believe, that we have enough
of the middle class, and the propertied
portion of the middle class, Lo beat the
landlords at thewr own game 1 all the
populous counties m England Mr Wil-
son told you I had been mto Yorkshue
Before the 31st of January there will be
2,000 new votes qualified for the West
Riding of that county. I have a guaran-
tee which I can rely upon, that thus will
be done Now, I want you to wimn Mid-
dlesex 1 like manner. I will tell vou
where you may gam as many votes in
that county as by qualifymg new votes.
You have a thousand or two of good
Free-trade votes that aie mot on the
register ; 1 will be bound to say you
have 2,000  Look at the case of South
Lancashne ; you have heard that we
have won that county, but we have ob-
taned 1t without putting in force that 40s.
ficehold clanse. We actually won on
the register by the votes that weie al-
ready 1n existence, and that were drawn
out by that intense contest m May, be-
tween Mr. Brown and Mr. Entwisle.
The revising barnster came 1ound
October and November, and a majolity
of 1,700 was gamed by the men who
were alieady entitled to be on the regis-
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ter, but had neglected to put their names
on the ist.  'We are going to work now
in Lancashue, to mduce our friends to
qualify theie as 4os. freeholders. Our
opponents in that distrnict tell us that,
although they adnut we have won upon
the piesent register, we shall not do so
for the futwre ; now I will bet my caunse
to thens—and 1t 1s the longest odds I
know of—that we will make them a
thousand worse 1n the next revision.

I will tell you how you can qualify a
thousand o1 two voters mn Middlesex.
You have a most important district—
Hammersmith, Kensington, Chelsea,
and all the surroundmg subwbs, which
ate not in the parhamentary boioughs ;
Marylebone and Westminster do not ex-
tend beyond Pimlico. Inall thatdistrict
every house paymg 50/ of rent—mind,
not 50/ of 1ate, for a houase rated upon
an average at 40/, will pay 50/ rent—
every one of the tenants of those houses
1~ entitled to be put on the county list as
a voter; for the 50/ tenant-at-will clause
does not confine 1tself to farmers, but
extends to every dwelhing-house within
the county; and I have no doubt m the
woild that theie are 500 or Goo Free-
trade votes wn that district that might be
on the register, and ought, and may be,
next year. But, then, people must quali-
fy who have not already done so, There
are young men, cleiks, who complam
that they have not got the suffrage, and
ludgers have been agitating for votes;
I heard them once talk of forming a
¢ Lodgers' League,” mn order to obtamn
the franchise. Heie 15 a more reason-
able way of getting the suffiage; the
cheapest both to obtain and keep  There
15 a large class of mechanics who save
thar 40/ or 50/ ; they have been ac-
customed, pethaps, to put 1t m the sav-
ings’ bank. I will not say a woid to
undervalue that institution; but cottage
property will pay twice as much mterest
as the savings’ bank. Then, what a
privilege it 1s for a working man to put
his hands m lus pockets and walk up
and down opposite his own freehold, and
say—* This 15 my own; T worked for 1t,
and I have won it There mie many
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fathers who have sons just 1ipening mto
maturity, and T know that parents are
very apt to keep their property and the
state of their affairs from then children
My doctrine 1s, that you cannot give
your son your confidence, or teach him
to be intrusted safely with property, too
early. When you have a son just com-
mg to twenty-one yeas of age, the best
thing you can do. 1f you have 1t in your
power, 1s to give him a quahfication for
the county; 1t accustoms him to the use
of property, and to the exeicise of a vote,
whlst you are hiving, and can have some
little yudicious contiol over it, 1f neces-
saty.

I know some fathers say, ‘I could
give my son a quahfication, but I do not
like the ewpense of the conveyance ’
Well, go to a Free-trade lawver; you
must employ none but piofessional men
of that desciiption 1n this business. We
have drawn out a good many legal pa-
triots already; they have heard the rust-
ling of parchment, and have been caught
with the sound. I say, employ no mo-
nopolst lawyers ; for if you do, they may
leave some flaw, by which you will lose
your vote, and make 1t so that 1t will not
be a real bond fide quahification. They
will secure your title to the estate, but 1t
may not be one which will give you a
vote; and they will not tell you, but go
and mform the opjonent’s lawyers in
the 1evision court, who will come and
object to you. I tell the fathers of these
deserving sons to go to a Iree-trade
lawyer, and employ him to make the
conveyance. Now, I will give a bit of
advice to the sons. Do you offer to your
father to pay the expense of the convey-
ance yowself If you will not, and your
father will come to me and make me the
offer, T will.

Gentlemen, these are the classes that
want the qualification; and, by thesc
means, Middlesex may be made perfectly
safe against all comers before the next
election.  For, recollect, besides guali-
fying, you must take care that your
opponents have no bad votes on the hst.
I have heard of some very wise men
who have said that this 1~ an odious plan,
very hke the Catlton Club proceedmgs,
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to disfranchise the people by stnkng
them off the register 1f our opponents
will not play the game of leaving bad
votes on, and will allow no extension of
the suffrage m this way on either side,
we have no objection ; but if they are
to take the law into then hands, and
strike off our bad votes, and we are not
to do the same by theirs, I wonder when
we shall win !

Now, when you go home, and begn,
talking over thus with some of your
neighbows, who affect to be wiser than
other people, they will tell you, * Not-
withstanding all that Cobden has sad,
the Jandlords will beat you at thas move-
ment’ They will say, ‘See how they
can split up their property, and let peo-
ple have hife-rent chaiges upon it.”  As
Mr. Villiers has stated, the estates aie
not theirs m a great many mstances; 1
believe four-fifths of the parchments aie
not at home; and if they were, whom
would they trust with a dond fide hfe-
1ent charge? Therr tenant-farmers have
got the vote already. Will they give it
to the agricultural labourers, think you?
The labourer would like those allotments
very much. The only difficulty I can
foresee 1s this. Judging from the ac
counts I read of their condition m Dor-
setshire and Wiltshire, I should think 1t
15 very likely, when the revismg bains-
ters came round, these voters would be
disfranclused, one half of them bemng m
the union workhouse, and the other half
m gaol for poaching. No; the land-
owners have done therr worst. They
want money, men, and zeal m ther
cause. I believe we have stiuck the
right nail on the head. We have nevut
yet proposed anything that bas met with
50 unanimous a response from all paits
of the hingdom upon this subject. It
has taken two hours a day, i Manches-
ter, to read the letters that have come
fiom all parts of the country, unanimous-
ly applauding this plan. I may tell you,
that we have sent outcirculars from Man-
chester to everybody who has ever sub-
sciibed to the League Fund all over the
kingdom ; and I need not tell you how
many thousands they amount to Every-
where, i all parts of the country, has
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this question been taken up with the
same enthusiastic spirit,  We have re-
cewved a letter fiom Ipswich , we never
thought, never dreamt of touching Suf-
folk; but we had a letter, saying, that
it 15 peifectly easy for the towns of Suf-
fulk to carry the two divisions of the
county on this plan. We look to the
more popular districts first ; we say 1t
will not be necessary to gam the whole
of them ; 1f we obtamn North and South
Lancashne, the West Riding of York-
shire, and Middlesex, the landed mono-
polists will give up corn in order to save
a great deal more.

There is one other pont. Many peo-
ple may say, ‘This 15 something not
quite legitimate; you cannot go on
manufacturing these votes.” We reply,
The law and the constitution prescribe
it, and we have no alternative It may
be a very bad system, that men should
be required to have 40/, or 50/ laid out
on the surface of the earth, in order that
they should berepresented ; but the law
prescribes that plan, and there is no help
for1t. And we say, do not violate the
law ; conform to 1t in spuit and m fact;
and do so by thousands and tens of
thousands, 1f you can. There 15 nothing
savourmg of trick or finesse of any kind
mit; youmust have a bond fide quahfica-
tion, It will not do now, as 1t did under
the old system, to create fictitious votes;
there 1s now a register, there was none
formerly. That 15 where we will stop
them; we will put them through a fine
sieve at the registiation. No, no ; under
the old system, when the Lowthers con-
tested Westmoreland agamst Biougham
—the Ifenry Brougham that was, you
know — the contest lasted for fourteen
days, and they went on manufacturing
collusive and fictitious votes during the
whole period, making them as fast as
they could poll The voters went up
with their papers, and the day after the
polling put them mto the fire, or tieated
them as waste paper. But things are
altered now ; you must be twelve months
on the register, and your name must be
hung up at the church doors for a certain
penod, before you can vote.  Therefore
we do not mtend to win by ticks, fo
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we are quite sure the enemy can beat us
at that.

There 15 one other objection: they
will say, you should not tell this; it 1s
very bad tactics I say, you have nothing
to gaimn by sccrecy. There are tens and
hundreds of thousands n this country,
whose heaits will beat when they see
the report of this meeting, and who will
read every word of it. Those are our
friends. Ow opponeuts will turn their
heads away, and will not read what we
say. We speak to the sympathising
multitude, whose feelings and hearts
aie with us, and we make an appeal to
them , not only to you in Middlesex,
but to those whoare unquahified through.
out the length and breadth of the land.
Scotland expects 1t of you; they say m
that country—¢Oh! that we had the
40s franchise here ; we could then clear
them out of twelve counties 1n twelve
months *  Tieland looks to you, with
her 10/, franchise the same as Scotland
England, wealthy England, with nothing
but her nominal franchise of 405 a
year, with such a weapon as this in he:
hand, and not to be able to beat down
this miserable, unintelligent, mcapable
ohigarchy, that1s misgovermingher ' No,
I'will not behieve it We will eryaloud,
not here only, but on every pedestal on
which we can be placed throughout the
country, though there 1s no pinnacle
like this to speak from; we will raise
our volce everywhere, —‘Quabify, quah-
fy, qualfy.” Do it, not only for the
sake of the toilling nullions, and the good
of the mmdustiious middle classes, but for
the benefit of the anstocracy themsclves,
Yes, do 1t espeaially for their sake, and
for that of their dependent, miscrable
seifs——the agricultural labouwrers Do
it, I say, especially for the welfate of
the landed mterest, who, 1f left to thar
own thoughtless and muisguided 1gnor-
ance, will bring this country down to
what Spam or Sicily 1s now ; and with
1t will reduce themselves to the same
beggary that the Spanish grandees have
been brought to  To avert this calamity
from them, the ignorant and besotted
few, T say again — *Qualfy, qualify,
quabfy *’
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REeALLY I, who have almost hved in
public meetings for the last three years,
feel well mgh daunted at this aston-
ishing spectacle. Is there any friend
or acquaintance of the Duke of Rich-
mond here? If there be, I hope he
will describe to his Grace this scene in
Covent Garden Theatie to-mght I do
not know how he may be impressed,
but I am qute sure that if the Duke of
Richmond could call such a meeting as
this—ay, even one—in the metiopolis,
I should abandon in despair all hope of
repealmg the Coin-laws. But this 1s
only one of many; and when we look
back at the numerous gatherings we have
had of a similar kind, and when we re-
member that not one discordant opinion,
violation of order, or even bieach of eti-
quette, has occurted at any of our meet-
ngs,—why, there1s an amount of moral
force about these gieat assemblages
which T think 1t 15 1mpossible for any
unjust law long to resist.

I appear before you to-mght as a kind
of connceting hink—and a very short
one—between two gentlemen who have
not so 1ecently presented themselves
here as I have: the one (Mi. Milner
Gibson) a most able and efficient fellow-
labourer m the House of Commons,
whose speech you have just heard ; and
the other (Mr. W. J Fox) one of the
most distingwished and  accomphshed
oratois of the age, who will follow me ;
and I promise you, that, on this occa-
sion, I shall endeavour, m deference to

your feelings and in justice to myself, to
be very brief m my remarks Indeed I
scarcely know that I should have had any
pretence for appearing before you at all,
had 1t not been that we are now pre-
panng for our Parhamentary campaign,
and probably, unless I took this occa-
ston, it would be some time before I
should have a sumilar opportumty. And,
as we are preparing for our Parliament-
ary labours, 1t may be as well, 1f we can
possibly dive mto futunty, to try to
speculate, at least, upon what the cowrse
of proceeding may be, mn connection
with our guestion.

Now, I think I can venture, without
any great risk of fulure, to tell you
what will be the course which the Piime
Mmister will pursue on this guestion,
He will attempt his old arts of mystifica-
tion, Hehas acquued somehow, we ate
told, a great character as a ‘financier.’
Well, thatis a distinction which, amongst
men of business, does not place a person
always on the very highest grade of 1e-
spectability. ‘A clever financier 1’ “1le
has put the revenue of the country in a
satisfactory state!” Yes, he has done
50; and how? Why—1I hope, to yow
satisfaction, thiough the medium of the
mcome-tax. We, as Free-traders, have
nothing to do with fiscal regulations
here, nor with systems of taxation for
1evenue ; but as I foresee that 1t will be
the policy of the Government, and the
Prime Mimister in particular, to rase a
dust, shuffle the cards, and mux up rev-
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enue, taxation, and Free Trade together,
I think we cannot do better than begin
this year 1845, even at the risk of repe-
titon, by letting the country know what
we, the Anti-Corn-law League, really
want, and that we are not to be made
parties to this or that system of taxation,
masmuch as we ask fur nothing which
mvolves any change cf taxation of any
hind.

I have said agamn and again—and T
reiterate the statement—that Free Thade
means the removal of all piotective du-
ties, which are monopoly taxes, paud to
mdividuals, and not to the Government
and that, m order to carry out our pin-
aple of Free Trade, to realse all the
League wants, and to dissolve our asso-
ciation to-morrow, 1t does not iequue
that one shilling of taxation should be
removed, which goes solely to the
Queen’s exchequer; but that it will -
crease the national 1evenue in propor tion
as you take away those taxes which we
now pay to classes and to individuals.
We are told that there 1s a surplus of
revenue; and there 1s a great boast
made of it. The income-tax has been
pioductive. Those men with sharp
noses, and nk-bottles at their buttons,—
who have gone prying about your houses
and at your back-doors, to learn how
many dinner-parties you give 1n a year,
and to examne and cross-examine your
cooks and foot-boys as to what your
style of hiving may be,—these men have
managed to make a very 1espectable sur-
plus 1evenue, Now, there seems to be
a great contest among different parties
who is to have thus surplus revenue;
that is, what are the taxes which are to
be removed? The parties dealing mn
cotton goods say, ¢ We must have the
tax taken off cotton-wool?’ another
class says, ‘ We want the tax off malt ;’
and a third party steps in and says, ‘Let
us have half the duty taken off tea’
But, although there may be many par-
ties wanting a reduction of taxes, you
donot find any class of the community
organising themselves agamst taking off
any one tax. Then, how 1s 1t that we,
who simply desiie to remove the tax on
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bread, meet with such a mighty oppo-
sition 1n the land®> Why because, as 1
have just said, the tax that we pay on
bread 1s a tax that goes to the tithe and
the landowner, and not to Queen Vic-
toria. Do you thmk 1t will do us any
more harm to take off a tax that 1> pard
to the squres, that to take off one
which goes to her Majetty's exchequer?
It seems to be a principle universally
admitted, that when you come to reduce
a tax paid to the Queen, 1t will be a
benefit to the commumty at laige—the
only question bemyg which paity shall
get the most; but when you propose to
reduce the duty on biead, a thousand
mmaginary dangers aie 1mmediately
rassed.

Talk to a gentleman about the bread-
tax, and he says, ‘That 1s a very com-
plicated question.” Speak about that
other ingredient of the tea-table—tea—
and theie is not a gentleman, or gentle-
woman, who will not s1y immediately,
‘I think 1t would be a very good thing
mndeed to reduce the tax on tea." Pro-
pose the removal of the tax on bread,
and visions of mnumerable dangers rise
up directly. ¢ Why,” 1t 1s said, ‘you
want to lower the wages of the working
man, and to make us dependent for
food on foreigners’ Take the case of
sugar: we, as Free-traders, do not de-
sire to diminish the Queen’s revenue on
that aiticle; we simply want to biing
the tax down to a level with the colonial
1impost on sugar, that we may have the
same duty paid on all, and that the
whole proceeds shall go to the Queen,
and none of 1t to the owners of estates
in the West Indies. Nobody opposes
the reduction of duty on sugar, so far
as the Queen gets 1t; but if we propose
to take away the tax for the protection
of the colonial interest, as 1t 1s called,
we have a powerful body arrayed against
us, and all the same dangers apprehend-
ed which we find alleged 1n the case ot
bread. Gentlemen, this may serve to
illustrate very clearly, to those who are
not 1n the habit of reasoning upon these
matters very closely, what our object
really is. We propose to reduce the
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taxes pard to monopolists; and I putat
to any person whether 1t can be less in-
jurious to the countiy to pay taxes to
individuals who make no 1eturn i the
shape of setvices to the State— who
neither provide army nor navy, not sup-
port police, church, or any other estab-
lishment—to pay taxes to these ure-
sponsible individuals, thanto the Queen's
Government, which makes some 1eturn
for them? What I wish to guard ows-
selves aganst 15 this—that Sir Robert
Peel shall not mux up our question of
Free Trade with his dextertty in finance,
If he Likes to shift the cairds, and make
an mterchange between tea, cotton, to-
bacco, malt, and the mcome-tax, and
ply one mterest agamst the other, 1t 1s
all very well; let him do so; 1t may suit
his purpose as a feat m the jngglery of
statesmanship  But let 1t be understood
that we have nothmg to do with all this
mystification and shuffling. Ows 15 a
very simple and plam propostion  We
say to the nght hon Baronet, ‘ Abolish
the monopolies which go to enrich that
ma,ority which placed you m power and
keeps you there” We know he will not
attempt 1t; but we are quite certain that
he will make great professions of bemng
a Free-tiader notwithstanding

Oh ' I am more afiaid of owm fitends
bemg taken mn by plausibilities and mys-
tifications than anything else. I wish
we had the Duke of Richmond or his
Grace of Buckingham 1 power fo
twelve months, that they might be com-
pelled to avow what they really want,
and let us have a perfect understanding
upon the matter. We should not then
be long before we achieved the object of
ow organisation  Sir Robeit Peel will
meet Parhament under circumstances
which may perhaps call for congiatula-
tion 1 the Queen’s speech.  Manufac-
tures and commerce are thiiving, and the
revenue 15 floutshing  Was that ever
known when comn was at an immoder-
ately high price® The present state of
our finances and manufactures 15 an 1l-
lustration of the tiuth of the Free-trade
doctrines  As the chairman has told
you, I have been, during the last two
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months, paying a visit to nearly all the
prncipal towns m Lancashire and Yoik-
shire, and have seen much prospenty
prevailing 1 those places, where, four
years ago, the people were plunged m
the gieatest distiess ; and I am glad to
tell you that I have everywheie met
larger and more enthusiastic meetings
than I dul m the time of the gieatest
arts of distiess. We have passed
thiough that tiying ordeal which I had
always dreaded as the real and difficult
test of this agitanon ; I mean the period
when the manufactures of this country
regamed a temporary prosperity. We
are proof agamst that trial; we have
had laiger. more enthusiastic, and moie
mflaential meetings than ever we had
before ; and 1 am happy to tell jou,
that, so far as the noith of England goes,
the present state of prosperity in business
15 merely having the cffect of recrutug
the funds of the Anti-Corn law League.

There 15 not a working man 1n the
manufacturing districts who has not
his eyes opened to the enormous false-
hoods which have been told by the mo-
nopolists dunng the last four or five
years.  You know that the operatives
do not deal learnedly in books: they
are not all of them gieat theorists, or
philosophers ; Lut they have, neverthe-
less, a lively faith in what passes under
thew own noses  These men have seen
the puces of provisions high, and they
have then found pauperism and starva-
tion 1 their streets ; they have seen them
low, and have found the demand for
labow mmmediately mcrease, and wages
1smg n every distiict of Lancashire and
Yoikshire, and a state of things pie-
vailing the very opposite of that which
was told them by the monopolists. In
fact, m some husmesses the men now
have then employeis so completely at
then mercy, that they can dictate their
own terms to them. We have heard of
one gentleman m the north—not one of
the Leaguers, but a large employer of
labour—who 1emarked, ¢ My hands will
only woik four days a-week now ; 1f we
have fiee trade m coin, and business 1s
as prosperous as you say it would then
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be, I'should not be able to manage them
atall’

I was at Oldham the other day, and,
during our proceedings ata public meet-
wmg m the Town-hall, a working man
e m the hody of the assembly, and
begged to say a few woids upon the
whyect for which we were convened
aud his statement put the whnle question
a~ to the effect of ligh and low prices
on the wages of the operative wnto -0
clem1 a form, that I begged 1t might be
taken down ; and I will now give 1t you
vertbatim as he dehvered 1t. I think 1t
v the whole secret given m the compass
of a nutshell :—

‘Joseph Shaw, a working man, mn the
body of the meeting, said —DMr. Chau-
man and gentlemen, I rise for the purpose
of making a few remarks on the subject of
the Corn-laws 1 have but once before
spoken before a Member of Parliament,
vz, Mr. Hindley, at a public meeung at
Tees I have spoken once at Ashton and
Saddleworth, bat never before in Otdham
I have thought on the subject of the Corn-
taws for the last twenty years and more,
and I have ever seen great reason to con-
demn them  As there 1s no probabihty
that I shall ever see sir Robert Peel, as he
never comes down mto this neighbourhood,
and 1 bemng not able to bear the expense
of going to London, I wish vou (address-
mg Mr Cobden) to be so kind as to tell
im what you have heard a working man
say on the subject of the Comn-laws mn a
large and respectable public meeting 1
the town of Oldham T am now and have
been long of opiion that the Corn-lawns
are very mjurious to the working classes,
ard I will tell you how I prove it I hate
been 1n the habit of observing that when
the prices of food have been high, wages
have heen low, which sufficientlv accounts
frr the dreadful state of Stockport and the
other manufacturing towns and districts
thu or three years since At that timne,
when wheat was up to about yos a quarter,
e working man would have 255 per
quarter to pay for it more than now when
It.s down to 455., and consequently would
have 235 less to lay out for clothing and
orher necessaries for Ins comfort durmg
the ume he was consuming a quarter of
wheat. 1 have fuither to state that, since
the puces of eatables bave come down,
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I have seen a deal more uew fustian
Jackets o owr village of Lees than I have
seen for four or five vears during the time
of hmgh prices, and I will also tell you
how I account for that When provisions
are high, tle people have so much to pay
for them that they have little or nothing
left to buy clothes with, and when they
have little to buy clothes with, there are
few clothes sold, and when there are few
clothes sold, there are too many to sell;
and when there are too many to sell, they
are very cheap; and when they are very
cheap, there cannot be much paid for
makmg them and that, consequently,
the manufactuning working man's wages
are reduced, the mulls are shut up, busi-
ness 1s rumned, and general distress 1s
spread through the country, But when,
as now, the working man has the said 25s
left mm las pocket, he buys more clothing
with 1t {av, and other articles of comfort
toou}, and that increases the demand for
them, and the greater the demand, you
know, makes them rise 1 price, and the
rising 1 price enables the working man to
get ngher wages and the masters better
profits  This, therefore 1s the way 1 prove
that high provisions make lower wages,
and cheap provisiuns make higher wages '
{Cheers )

Now, 1t 15 not possible that theie can
be one ntelligent man like this, nsing
up m a public meeting, and gmg so
clear a view of the workings of this
system, without there bemng a tolerable
share of mtelhgence among Ins fellow-
workmen i that neighboutlicod. One
by one these fallacies of ouwr opponents
have been by the course of experience
cut from under the feet of the monopo-
Iists  Now, I do not see that we can
do better, at the beginning of the year,
than reiterate the grounds on which we
advocate our prmClpIc:., and state agamn
what our professton of faith 15 The
gentlemen below me, with their pens in
their hands, may diop them for the
present, for I have stated them over and
over again. We do not want free trade
m coin to reduce wages; if we, the
manufacturers {1 speak now of them as
a class, but the obseivation applies to
all), wanted to reduce wages, we should
keep up the Corn-law, because the price

k
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of labour 15 the lowest when the corn 1s
lighest.  We do not want 1t to enable
us to compete with foreigners; we do
that already. You do not suppose that
the Clunese give the manufacturer ot
merchant who comes from England a
higher price for his goods than they will
to any other people Suppose one of
the manufactuiers who votes for the
Corn-law here, sent out his goods to
Ching, and said—* You will give uws a
httle higher prce for our longcloths
than you give to these Geimans o1
Americans, for we have a Corn-law
England, and I always vote for thatside
whuich keeps up the bread-tav; and T
hope, thereforc, you will give me a
higher puce” What would the man
with a pigtail sav? He would 1eply,
¢ If you are such blockbeads as to sub-
mit to have your bicad taxed m your
own land, we are not such fools as to
give you a higher price for yow long-
clothis than we can get them at fiom the
Germans and Americans ' You com-
pete with forcigners now ; and all we
say 1s, that you will be able to do so
better 1f you have yowr Dicad ar the
same piice as vour competitors have
Then the object of fieec tiade 1 com s
simply this—to have more tiade, and
the Oldham opeiative has shown you
how more tiade will raise wages  We
want 1ncieased tiade, and that m the
articles which wall minister most to the
comfort of the working man Ivery
cargo of corn which comes m from
abioad m exchange for manufactwed
goods, or anything else—for you cannot
get 1t unless you pay for 1t with the
produce of labour—-will serve the woik-
ing man mn two ways. Inthe fist place,
he will eat the corn which 1s thus im-
potted ; masmuch as we of the mddle,
and those of the upper classes, already
get as much as we require, and the poor
must eat it, or it will not be consumed
at all  Dutt must be part for as well
as caten ; aul therefore every caigo of
corn that comes to kangland will benefit
the working men m two ways They
and therr families must cat 1t ally and
it can only be paid for by an mcieased
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demand for their labour, and that will
raise therr wages, whilst 1t moderates
the punice of thewr provisions. Doubt-
less 1t will also be of advantage to other
portions of the commumty, but 1t can
only benefit them through the woiking
class—that 15, thnough those who now
do not get enough to eat.

Then we have the faymer’s objection
to meet, and he says: ‘ If you bung i
foreign corn, for every quarter of coin
that you <o import, we shall have a
market for one quarter less in England’
That statement proceeds upon the old
assumption, that the people of thi
countiy aie now suffictently fed. The
nmiddle classes, I admt, have enough,
and a great many of the upper classes
get much moie than 1s good for them,
but the wotkmg men of this land, --and
i that tesm 1 include the Irnsh, Welsh,
Scotch, and the agrcultmal poor of
England,—I mamtain that all these awc
not half fed: I mean to say they awe
not half as well fed as the class to which
T belong, no1 as the working classes aic
i the Umrted States of America 1
have seen them on both sides of the
Atlantic, and I will vouch for the fact
We have all heard of the anecdote of
the Irishman i Kentucky : the poor
fellow had gone out to Amenca ; he did
not know how to wuite, and he asked his
master {0 write a letter for him He
began 1t thus :-—* Dear Murphy, I am
very happy and comfortable, and I have
meat once a-day.” His master said—
¢ What do you mean? Why, you can
have meat thiee tunes a-day, and more
if you ke’ ¢Ah, sure ! your houour,
that's tiue ; but they will not belfeve t
at all, at all.” Now, why should not
the workmg people of this country he
allowed to have as much meat and
bicad, if they can get 1t by the produce
of thar mdustry, as the people of
America enjoy? It 1s a hard penalty to
be obhged to send 3,000 miles for food
but 1t 15 an atrocity—ay, a fearful vio
lation of Natuie's law—if, 1 addition
to that natural penalty which the Crea-
tor himself has 1mposed upon us, of
sending acioss the Atlantic for a suzt
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ctent supply of food, men—the owners
of the so1l 1n this country—step 1, place
obstacles m the way, and prevent the
poutest people 1n the land from having
that food which their fellow-creatures
3,000 miles off are willing to send them.
T hen let the people be sufficiently fed,
and the introduction of more corn,
cattle, butter, and cheese, will not hurt
the farmer m this countiy We of the
middle classes, who now eat his good
provisions, and those who are now suf-
ficiently fed, will continue to be his
customers ; and all we say 15, let those
who now do not obtain enough, get 1t
from abroad 1n exchange for the produce
of theirr own honest labour

The reduction of duty on wool 15 an
illustration of the tiuth of what I am
now saying. Durng thelast yeai there
have been about twenty million pounds
weight more of foreign and colomal
woul brought mto this country than
there was the year before; the penny
duty was abolished totally and immeds-
ately, and here 1s this vast flus of that
article fiom abroad and yet the farm-
ers of this country have been getting
from twenty to thirty per cent moie for
then home-grown wool than they did
previously  Now, why s this? Smnply
because the extension and prospenty of
our manufactures have gone on even ma
greater ratio than this largely-mcreased
mmportation of wool. So I maintain
that, 1f you will gne freedom to the
commerce of this countiy, and let loose
the energies of the people, their ability
tu consume corn and provisions brought
from abroad will mcrease faster than the
quantity imported, whatever it may be.
1 really feel almost ashamed to reiterate
these truisms to you ; but that they are
necessary, the piesent position of our
question proves  Gentlemen, my fiun
comviction 15, that thi> measme cannot
be caired mn-doors within the IHouse
of Commons: that the next session of
Pailiament will see no progress made
by that body. We, Fiee-traders, there,
may expose their utter futibty m aigu-
ment — make them uidiculous. cover
them with disgrace, i debate, they may

FREE TRADE. XIV. ‘ t31

talk such stuff that children would be
ashamed of out of the House of Com-
mons ; but they will, notwithstanding,
vote for the Comn-law. Yes, 1t will be
like drawing the kid out of the maw of
the wolf, to extort the 1epeal of that law
friom the landowners of this countiy.

I remember quite well, five veais ago,
when we fist came up to Parliament to
petition the Legislatuie, a certain noble
eail, who had distinguished himself pre-
viou-ly by advocaung a repeal of the
Com-laws, called upon us at Brown's
Hotel  The comnuttee of the deputa-
tion had a private mterview with hiny,
durimg which he asked us what we came
to petution for> We rephed, for the
total and 1immediate repeal of the Coin-
laws. s answer was, My belief 15,
that the present Parliament would not
pass even:a I2s. fined duty: I am quite
sure they would not pass a 105, but as
for the total repeal of the Corn-law, you
may as well tiy to overtmin the mon-
archy as to accomplish that object.” I
do not think any one would go so far as
to tell us that now , I do not suppose
that, if you were to go to Tattersall's,
‘Lord Geoige’ would offer you very
long odds that this law will last five
years longer.  We have done something
to shake the okl edifice, but it will re-
quire a great deal of battering yet to
bring it down about the ears of its sup-
porters. It will not be done m the
House; 1t must be done out of 1it.
Neither will it be effected with the pre-
sent constituency ; you must enlarge it
fust. I have done somethmg towails
that end wince I last saw you. I have
assisted 1 bringmg four or five thou-
sand new ‘good men and true’ into the
electoral hist—four or five thousand
that we know of in Lancashire, Yoik-~
shire, and Cheshne; and I Leheve
there are five or ten times as many
more, thronghout the country, who have
taken the hint we gave them of getting
possession of the electoral franclisc for
the counues Some people tell you
that 1t 1s very dangeious and unconsti-
tutional to mvite people to enfranchise
themselves by buying a fiechold qualits

12
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cation. I say. without bemng revolu-
tionary or boasting of being more demo-
cratic than others, that the sooner the
power 1 this country 1s transferred from
the landed oligarchy, which has so mis-
used 1t, and 15 placed absolutely—mind,
I say ‘absolutely '—mn the hands of
the mtelhgent middle and mdustious
classes, the better for the condition and
destinies of this country

I hope that every man who has the
ability to possess hmmself of the fian-
chise for a county, will regard 1t as his
solemn and saued duty to do so before
the 31st of this month  Recollect what
it 1swe ask youtodo totake into your
own hands the power of doing justice to
twenty-sesen millions of people ! W hen
Watt presented hupselfl before Gemge
III , the old monarch asked him what
article he made; and the immortal -
ventor of the steam-engmme 1epled,
¢ Yow Majesty, I make that which kings
are fond of—power.” Now, we seck to
create a higher power n kngland, by
mducing om fellow-countiymen to place
themselves upon the electoral Iist 1 the
counties, We must have not merely the
boroughs belonging to the people ; but
give the counties to the towns, which
are their nght; and not the towns to
the counties, as they have been hereto-
fore. There 15 not a father of a famuly,
who has 1t at all mn s power, but
ought to place at the disposal of his son
the fianduse for a county ; no, not one
It should be the parent’s first gift to hus
son, upon his attamning the age of twenty.
Theire are many ladies, I am happy to
say, present ; now, 1t is a very anomal-
ous and singular fact, that they cannot
vote themselves, and yet that they have
a power of conferimng votes upon other
people. I wish they had the franchuse,
for they would often make a much better
use of 1t than then husbands. The day
befote yesterday, when I was in Man-
chester {for we are brought up now to
mterchange visits with each other by
the muacle of -team mn eight hous and
a halt), a lady presented herself to make
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mquues how she could convey a fiee-
hold qualification to her son, previous
to the 315t of this month; and she re-
cerved due mstiuctions for the purpose.
Now, ladies who feel strongly on this
question—who have the sput to resent
the mjustice that 1s practised on their
fellow-bemngs — cannot do better than
make 2 donation of a county vote to then
sons, nephaws, grandsons, brothers, o1
any one upon whom they can beneficially
confer that pitvilege The time1sshort,
between this and the 31st of the month,
we must mduce as many people to buy
new qualifications as will secure the 1e-
presentation of Lancashue, the West
Riding of Yorhshire, and Middlesex I
will guarantee the West Riding of Yoik-
shire and Lancashne; will you do the
same by Middlesex ?

I am quite sure you will do what you
can, each 1n his own private urcle. This
15 a work which 1equires no gift of ora-
tory, or powerful public appeals; 1t1sa
labour mn which men can be useful priv-
ately and without ostentation. If there
be any1n this land who have seen others
enduring probably more labour than their
share, and feel anxwous to contribute
what they can to tlis good cause, let
them take up this movement of qualify-
ing for the counties , and in their several
puvate walks do their best to aid us in
carrying out this object. 'We have begun
a new ycar, and 1t will not fimish om
woik ; but whether we win tlus year, the
next, or the year after, n the mean time
we aie not without our consolations
When I think of this most odious, wick-
ed, and oppressive system, and reflect
that this nation—so renowned for its
energy, independence, and spirit—is sub-
mitting to have its bread taxed, its -
dustry cuppled, its people—the poorest
m the land—deprived of the first neces-
saries of life, I blush that such a country
should submait to so vile a degiadation
It 1s, however, consolation to me, and I
hope it will be to all of you, that we do
not submit to 1t without doing our best
to put an end to the miquity
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AGRICULTURAL DISTRESS.

HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH 13, 1845.

{On March 13, 1845, Mr Cobden moved for a Select Commuttee to inquite mto the
causes and extent of the alleged agricultural distress, and 1nto the effects of legislative
protection upon the interests of landowners, tenant-farmers, and farm-labourers, This
motion was opposed on the part of the Government by Mr Sidney Herbert, on tlw
ground that several such Commuttees had sat, and had never led to any useful result
The motion was lost by a majority of g2 (121 to 213) )

I aMm rehieved on this occasion from
any necessity to apologise to the other
side of the House for this motion having
emanated fiom myself; for I expressed
a hope, when I gave my notice, that the
subject would be taken up by some one
of the hon, Members opposite I hope,
therefore, that m any reply which may
be offered to the observations I am
about to submut to the consideration of
the House, I shall not hear, as I did
the last year, that this motion comes fiom
a suspicious quarter. I will also add,
that I have so airanged 1its terms as to
include m 1t the objects embiaced m hoth
the amendments of which notice has
been given (Mi1. Woodhouse’s.and Mr,
S O’Brien’s), and therefore I conclude
that the hon. Members who have given
those notices will not think 1t necessary
to press them, but 1ather will concur
this motion.  Its object 15 the appoint-
ment of a Select Commuttee to 1nquue
mto the condition of the agricultural
nterests, with a view to ascertain how
far the law affecting the mmportation of
agricultwial produce has affected those
Interests.

Now, that there 15 distress among the
farmers I presume cannot be established
upon higher authonty than that of those
who profess to be ¢ the farmers' fitends,’
I learn fiom those hon Gentlemen who
have been paymg their respects to the
Pume Ministe, that the agncultunists
are m a state of gieat embarrassment
and distress, T find one gentleman from
Norfolk, Mr. Hudson, stating that the
farmers m Norfolk are paymyg rents
out of capital; while M1 Tuiner fiom
Devonshue assured the 11ght hon. Bar-
onet {Sn R, Peel) that one lalf of the
smaller farmers in that county arc m-
solvent, that the other half 15 1apdly
hastening to the same condition, and
that, unless some remedial measwes
are adopted by the House, they will
be plunged mto nretiievable poverty
These accounts from those counties
agree with what I heam from other
sources, and T will put 1t to hon. Mem-
bers opposite whether the condition of
the farmeis mn Suffolk, Witshire, and
Hampslare 15 any better I wall pat 1t
to county Members whether, locking to
the whole of the south of England, fiom
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the confines of Nottinghamshire to the
Land’s End, the faimers aie not m a
state of embairassment—whether, as a
rule, that 1> not themw condition. Then,
according to every precedent m the
House, this s a fit and proper time to
bung forward this motion ; and I will
venture to say, thatif the Duke of Buck-
wgham had a seat in this House, he
would do what he, as Lord Chandos,
dul —move such a 1esolution.

Fhe distiess of the farmer bemng ad-
nutted, the next question that auses 1s,
What 1~ the cause of this distiess® Now,
I feel the greater necessity for a com-
nnttee of mquiry, because I find a great
disciepancy of opmion as to the cause.
One 1ght hon Gentleman has saud that
the distiess 1s local, and moreover that
1t does not anise fiom legislation ; while
the hon Member for Doisetshne (Mr.
Bankes) declaied that it 1s general, and
that 1t does arse from legislation. Tam
at a loss, mdeed, to understand what
this protection to agniculture means, be-
cause I find such contiadictory accounts
@mven 1 this House by the promoters of
1t.  For instance, nine months ago the
hon Member for Wolverhampron (Mr.
Vitliers) brought forward his motion for
the 1epeal of the Corn-laws, and the
right hon. Gentleman then at the head
of the Board of Tiade (Mr. Gladstone)
stited 1 reply to him, that the last
Coin-law had been most successful in
1ts operation, and he took great credit
to the Government for the steadiness of
price obtaned underit  As these things
were ~o ofien disputed, 1t 15 as well to
give the quotation. The nght hon.
wentleman said,—

¢ Was there any man who had supported
the law in the year 1842, who could Lon-
estly say that he had been disappointed
1ts working?  Could any one pomnt out a
promise 01 a piediction hazarded in the
course of the protracted debates upon the
measure, which promise or prediction had
been subsequently falsified >’

Now, let the House 1ccollect that the
nght hon. Gentleman was speaking
when wheat was 565 87 ; but wheat 15
at present 435, The 1ight hon. Baronet
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at the head of the Goveinment said that
his legislation on the subject had no-
thing to do with wheat beng 45s.; but
how 1~ the difficulty to be got over, that
the head of the Boaid of Tiade, nine
months ago, claimed mernt to the Gov-
ernment for having kept up wheat to
that price? These disciepancies in the
Government itself, and between the
Government and 1its supporters, 1ender
1t more necessary that this ¢ protection’
should be mmquured nto

I must ask, What does it mean> We
have prices now at 45s. I have been
speaking withm the last week to the
highest authonty in England—one often
quoted m this ITouse—and I learned
from him that, with another favowable
harvest, 1t wa~ quite likely that wheat
would be at 355, What does this legis-
lation mean, if we ae to have prices
fluctuatg from 56+, to 355 2 Can this
be prevented by legislation? That 15
the question.  Theie 15 a rank delusion
spread abroad among the farmers , and
1t 15 the duty of the House to dispel that
delusion, and to mstitute an mguuy nto
the matter.

But there isa difference of opmion on
my own side of the House, and some
Members, 1epresenting great and power-
ful mnterests, think the farmers are suf-
fermg Lecause they have this legislative
protection  This difference of opmion
makes the subject a fit and piroper one
for mquiry mn a Commuttee ; and I am
prepated to bring evidence before it, to
show that faimers are labouring under
great evils—evils that I can connect
with the Corn-laws, though they appear
to be altogether dufferently caused.

The first great evil they labour under
is a want of capital. No one can den)
1t; 1t 15 notorious I do not say it dis-
paragingly of the farmeis. The farmers
of this country ate just of the same race
as the rest of Englishmen, and, if placed
in the same situation, would be as suc
cessful men of business and traders and
manufacturers as their countrymen : but
1t 15 notorious, as a 1ule, that they are
deficient in capital. Hon Gontlemen
acquamted with fayming will probably
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adimt that 10/ an acre, on arable land,
is a competent capital for cairymg on
the business of farming successfully ;
but I have made many mquiries m all
parts of the kingdom, and I give it as
my decided conviction, that at the pre-
sent moment the farmers’ capital does
not average 5/, an acie, taking the whole
of England south of the Trent, and m-
cluding all Wales. Though, of couse,
there are exceptions n every county—
men of large capital-—men faumimg their
own land—I am convinced that this 1s
tive, as a rule, and I am pepared to
back my opinion by witnesses before
a Comunttee. Iere, then, 15 a tiact
of country comprehending  probably
20,000,000 of cultivable actes, and
100,000,000/ mote capital 1s wanted for
its cultivation,

What 1s the meanmg of ‘faimmg
capital ’? It means mole manuring.
more labour, moie cattle, laiger crops
But let us fancy a country m which theie
15 a deficiency of all those things which
ought to be there, and then guess what
must be the condition of the labourers
wanting employment and food It mav
be <aid that capital would be there, 1f 1t
were a profitable mnvestment. I admut
1it, and thus the question comes to be.
—How 1s 1t, that m a country over-
flowing with capital—where thete 15 a
plethora 1n every other busmess—wheie
every other purswit 15 abounding with
money—when money 18 going to France
for railroads, and to Pennsylvama for
bonds—when 1t 1s connecting the Atlan-
tic with the Pacific by canals, and diving
to the bottom of Mewican mines for m-
vestment—it yet finds no employment
i the most attractive of all spots, the
soil of this country itself?

Admtting the cvil, with all 1ts tram
of fear ful consequences, what 1s the cause
of 1t? There can be no doubt whatever,
—it 15 admutted by the highest author-
ties, that the cause 1s this,—there wa~
not secunity for capital on the land
Capital shrinks instinctively from m-
security of tenure, and we have not n
England that securitv which will warrant
men of capital mvesting their money in
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the soif.  Ts 1t not a matter worthy ot
constderation, how far this msecuiity of
tenure 1s bound up with the ‘protection’
system of which hon Members opposite
ate so enamoured ? Suppose 1t could
be shown tnat they aie mn a vicious cucle,
that they have made politics of Corn-
laws ; that they wanted voters, to retam
Corn-laws 5 that they think the Coin-
laws a great mune of wealth, and there-
fore will have dependent tenants, that
they may have votes at elections, and
so 1etam those laws  If they will have
dependent voters, they cannot hayve men
of spuit and of capital.  Then then
policy reacts upon them , if thev have
not men of skill and capital, they can-
not have protecuon and employment for
the labourer, and then comes 1ound the
VICIOUS termination—pauperisn, poor-
1ates, county-rates, and all the evils fiom
which they are asking the Piime Mints-
ter to 1eheve them

But heie 1 have to quote authontses,
and T shall quote some of the highest
constderation with the opposite wide of
the House I will just statc the opmion
of the hon Member for Beilishire (Mr
Pusey), delivered at the meeting of the
Suffolk Agricultwial Society. That hon.
Gentleman said —

* He knew this country well, and he knew
there was not a place from Plymonth t
Berwick in which the landloids might not
make unprosements, but when the enant
was shoit of money, the landloid generally
would be short of money too  But he
would tell them how to hnd funds ‘There
were many distiiets where theie wasa great
superfliuty not only of useless but of nns-
chievous timber, and 1if they would cut
that down which excluded the sun and an,
and fed on the soil and sell 1, they would
benefit the farmer by enttung it down, wnd
they would ben_fit the faimer and Iabourer
too by laying out the proceeds m under-
draming the soil - There was another mode
m which they nught find money . He koew
that on some propeities a laige sum was
spent 1n the prescivanen of game It was
not at all unusual for the game to cost
500/ or bool. a-year, and 1if this were given
up, the money would employ a hundied
able-bodied labourers 1 wmproving the
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property This was another fund for the
landlords of England to benefit the labour-
ers, and the farmers at the same time ’

Agamn, at the Colchester agricultural
meeting—

¢ Mr. Fisher Hobbes was aware that a
spirt of improvement was abroad  Much
was said about the tenant-farmers doing
more He agreed they mught do more
the soil of the country was capable of
greater producucn, 1f he sud one-fourth
more, he should be within compass  But
that could not be done by the tenant-farmer
alone, they must have confidence, 1t must
be done by leases—by diaining—by ex-
tending the length of fields—by knocking
down hedge-rows, and cleanmg away tiees
which now shielded the corn’

But there was sull higher authonty.
At the late meeting at Liverpool, Lord
Stanley declared—

‘1 say, and as one connected with the
land 1 feel mysetf bound to say 1t, that a
landlord has no night to expect any great
and permanentimprovement of his land by
the tenant, unless that tenant be secured
the repayment of his outlay, not by the
personal character or honour of his land-
lord, but by a security which no casualties
can mterfere with—the security granted
him by the teims of a lease for years,’

Not only does the want of secunty
prevent capital from flowing to the soil,
but 1t actually hinders the improvement
of the land by those who already occupy
it.  There are many tenants who could
mprove their land 1f they were made
secuie; they either have capital them-
selves, or then friends can advance 1t ;
but with the want of leases, with the
want of security, they are deterred from
laying out their money. Everything
was kept ¢ from year to year’ It 1s1m-
possible to farm propeily unless money
1s invested 1n land for more than a year.
A man ought to begin farming with a
prospect of waiting eight years before
he can see a return for what he must do
1 the first year or two. Tenants, there-
fore, are prevented by their landlords
from carrying on cultivation properly
‘They are made servile and dependent,
disinchined to improvement, afraid to let
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the landlord see that they could impiove
their farms, lest he should pounce on
them for an mcrease of rent.  The hon.
Member for Lincolnshire (Mr Chisto-
pher) 1s offended at these expressions,
what said that hon. Member on the mo-
tion of the hon. Member for Manchester
(Mr Gib-on) last year on agucultural
statistics *—

* It was most desirable for the farmer to
know the actual quantity of corn grown n
tlns counnty, as such knowledge would 1n-
sute steadiness of prices, which was -
fimtely mote valuable to the agncultunst
than fluctuating prices  But to ascertain
this theie was extteme dificulty.  They
could not leave 1t to the farmer to make a
1cturn of the guantity which he produced,
for 1t was not for his interest to do so  If
n any one or two years he produced four
quatters per acte on land which had pie-
viously grown but thiee, he might fear lest
his landlord would say, ‘‘Your land 15
more productiie than I 1magioed, and 1
must therefore raiseyourient " The interest
of the farmers, therefore, would be to
underrate, and to furnish low 1eturns’

Here 1s a httle evidence of the same
kind that 1s to be gathered from the
meeting of the South Devon Agricultual
Association, where the Rev. C. Johuson
said,—

‘He knew 1t had been thought that
landlords were ready to avail themselves
of such associations, on account of the op-
portumty 1t afforded them of diving mto
their tenants' affairs and openmg ther
eyes  An mstance of this occurred to
him at a recent ploughing match, where
he met a respectable agricultunist whom
he well knew, and asked him if he was
gomg toit. Hesaid, “* No.” *Why?"
Because he did not approve of such things
This *“why” produced another ‘“why,”
and the man gave a reason why- Suppose
he sent a plough and man, with two su-
perior horses, the landlord at once would
say, ‘* This man s doing too well on my
estate,” and mcrease the rent’

I will ask the landed gentry of England
what state of things 1 this, that the
farmer dares not appear to have a good
pair of hoises, o1 to denve four quartcs
where the land had formerly produced
only thiee, Ifon. Members cheer, but
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I ask, 151t not so? I must say, that the
conditton of thmgs indicated by those
two quotations brings the farmer very
near down i pownt of servility to the
yot of the East. The one takes the
utmost care to conceal the amount of his
produce ; the other suffers the bastinado,
rather than tell how much corn s grown
The tenant, indeed, 1s not alraid of the
bastinado, but he 1s kept mn fear of a dis-
tress for rent.

This 15 the state of tenant-farming
without a lease, and 1n England a lease
1s the exception and not the rule. DBut
even sometimes, when there isa lease or
agreement, the case 1s still worse, for
the clauses and covenants are of such an
obsolete and preposterous character, that
I will defy any man to cairy on the
busimess of farming properly under them
I will just read a passage from a Che-
shire lease—an actual lease—to show in
what sort of way the tenant-farmer 1s
bound down :—

*To pay the landlord 20/ for every sta-
tute acre of ground, and so 1 proportion
for & less quantity, that shall be converted
mto tillage, or used contrary to the ap-
pomtment before made , and 5/, for every
hundiedweight of hay, thiave of stiaw,
load of potatoes, or cartload of manure,
that shall be sold or taken from the pie-
mises duting the term, and 10/ for every
tree fallen, cutdown, ordestroyed, cropped,
lopped, or topped, or willingly suffered so
to be, and 20/, for every servant or other
person so hired or admitted as to gain a
settlement 1 the township, and 1o/ per
statute acre, and so 1n propoiuon for a less
quantity of the sa1d land, which the tenant
shall lot off or underlet, such sums to be
patd on demand dftel every breach, and n
default of payment to be considered as re-
served rent, and levied by distress and sale,
as rent m arrear may be levied and raised ,
and to do six days boon team work when-
ever called upon, and to keep for the land-
lord one dog, and one cock or hen; and
to make no marlpit without the landlord s
consent first obtained in wnting, after
which the same 1s to be properly hlled in,
nor to allow any inmate to remam on the
premises after six days’ notice, nor to heep
nor feed any sheep, except such as are
used for the consumption of the family ’
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‘What 1s such an wnstrument as this > 1
will tell the House what 3t 15 Itisa
tiap for unwary men—a barrier against
capital and mtelligence, and a fette: to
any free man  No one can farm under
such a lease The hon. Member for

I Shorehain (Sir C. Buiell) cheered ; but

if hon Members would look mto then
own leases, though there may not be
the ‘cocks and hens, and dogs,” and
probably not the ‘team-work,” they will
find almost as great absurdities.  These
documents are generally taken fiom old
dusty, antediluvian remains, that vome
lawyer’s clerk drew from a pigeon-hole,
and copied out for every in-coming
tenant ; something that had been m e
istence perhaps for five Lundred years
You give men no credit for bemg able
to discover any improvements ; in fact
you tie them down from improving , yor
go upon the assumption that there will
be no improvement, and do your best to
prevent 1t. I do not know why we
should not have leases of land upon
terms similar to those in leases of manu-
factories, and places of busincss; nor
do I think farming can be cariied on as
it ought to be until then. A man may
take a manufactory, and pay 1,000/. a
year forit. An hon Member near me
pays more than 4,000/, a-year rent for
his manufactory and machmery. Does
he covenant as to the manner m which
that machinery 1s to be worked, and as
to the 1evolutions of his spindles > No ;
his landlord lets to ham the bucks and
mortar and machmery. The machinery
was scheduled to him, and, when his
lease is over, he must leave the ma-
chinery in the same state as when he
found 1t, and be paid for the improve-
ments. The Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer (Mr. Goulburn) cheers that. T
want to ask his opinion on a simla:
lease for a farm.

I am rather disposed to think that the
Anti-Corn-law League will very hikely
form a joint-stock association, having
none but Free-traders in that body, to
purchase a joint-stock estate, and have
a model farm, taking care to have 1t mn
one of the rural counties where they all
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thmk there 15 the gmeatest need of im-
piovement—perhaps Buckinghamshire ,
and there establish a model faim, and a
model honvestead, and model cottages
(and Iwill teil the noble loid, the Mem-
ber for Newark [Lord ] Manners] that
we shall have model gardens, without
any outcry about 1t) ; but the great ob-
ject shall Le to have a model lease.
We shall have as a faimer a man of in-
telligence, and a man of capital. Iam
not so unreasonable as to say that you
ought to let your land to a man without
capital, and to one who 1s not intelli-
gent 5 but sclect such a man, with -
telligence and capital, and you cannot
give im too wide a scope. You will
finidd such a man, and let him haie a
farm, and such a lease as my hon. fuend
took his factory with.  He shall do what
he hkes with the old pasture ; 1if he can
make more of it with ploughing 1t up,
he shall do so. If he can giow white
crops evely year, he shall do so. 1
know persons who are domg that n
mote places than one 1n this country.
If he can make any mmpiovement he
shall make it. We will let lum the
land with a schedule of the state of till-
age on the faim, and will bind him to
leave the land as good as he found 1t.
1t shall be valued ; and 1if 1n an inferion
state when he leaves 1it, he shall com-
pensate us for 1t . 1f 1t be m a superior
state, he shall be compensated accord-
gly by the association.  You will think
this somethmg very difficult, but the
association will give him possession of
the farm, with everything on the soil,
whether wild or tame. We will give
him absolute contiol; there shall be no
gamekeeper prowlng about, and no
sporting over his farm. Where 15 the
difficulty ? You may take as strimgent
means as you please to compel the
punctual payment of rent; you may
take the right of re-entry if the rent be
not paid ; but take the payment of rent
as the sole test of the well-doing of the
tenant, and so long as he pays that um-
formly, 1t is the only test you need have ;
and if he be an mtelhigent man and a
man of capital. you will have the strong-
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est secunity that he will not waste your
propetty.

I have sometunes heard hon Gen-
tlemen opposite say, ‘It 1s all very well
to propose such leases, but we know
many farmers who will not take them.’
An hon. Member cheeis that. What
does that argue? That by a process
which the hon. Member for Lincolnshire
(Sir John Trollope) has described —that
degrading process which renders these
tenants servile, hopeless, and dejected—
they aie satisfied to remain as they aie,
and do not want to be mdependent.
Hear what Professoi Low says on this
subject

*The argument has again and agam
been used against the extension of leases,
that the tenants themselves set no value on
them , but to how different a conclusion
ought the existence of such a feehing
amongst the tenantry of a country to con-
duct us! The fact itself shows that the
absence of leases may render a tenantry
1gnorant of the means of employmng their
own capital with advantage, mdisposed to
the exer tions winch improvements demand,
and better contented with an easy rent and
dependent condition, than with the pros-
pect of an independence to be earned by
mereased exeruon ’

But whilst you have a tenantry in the
state described and pictured by the hon.
Member for Lincolnshire, what must
be the state of our population? The
labourers can never be prosperous where
the tenantry 1s degraded  You may go
through the length and breadth of the
land, and you will find that, where capi-
tal 15 most abundant, and where there
1> the most mtelhigence, there you will
find the labouring classes the most happv
and comfortable. On the other hand,
show me an impovenshed tenantry, and
there I will show you a peasantry m the
most hopeless and degraded condition ;
as 1n the north of Devonshire, for in-
stance. I have proved that the want of
capital is the greatest want among the
farmers, and that the want of leases is
the cause of the want of capital. You
may say, ¢ You have not connected this
with the Corn-laws and the protective
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system ” 1 will read to you the opinion
of an lLion, Gentleman who sits on that
ithe Opposition) side of the House ; 1t
v 1 2 published letter of Mr. Hayter.
lie sad *—

*The mote I see of and practise agri-
culture, the more firmly am I convinced
that the whole unemployed labour of the
country could, under a better system of
husbandry, be adsvantageously put into
operauon , and, moieover, that the Corn-
laws have been one of the principal causes
of the present system of bad farming and
consequent pauperisim  Nothing short of
their entire removal will ever induce the
average farmer to rely upon anything else
than the Iegslature for the payment of
his rent, his belief being that all rent 1s
paid by cotn, and nothing else thancorn ,
and that the Legislature can, by enacting
Corn-laws create a price which will make
his rent easy  The day of therr (the Corn-
laws) entne abolition ought to be a day of
Jubilee and rejoicing to every man intei-
ested 1n land ’

T do not stay to collect the causes affect-
mg this matter, and to mqure whether
the Com-law and our piotective system
have caused the want of leases, o1 have
caused the want of capital. I do not
stop to prove this, for this reason —we
have adopted a system of legislation by
which we propose to make farming
prosperous. I have shown you. after
thirty years' tiial, what 1< the condition
of the farmeis and labourers, and you
will not deny any of my statements It
15, then, enough for me, after thnty
years’ trial, to ask you to go mto Com-
mittee, and to mquire if something bet-
ter cannot be devised I am going,
wdependently of protection, and mde-
pendently of the Coin-law, to contend
that a free trade mn corn will be more
advantageous to the farmers, and with
the farmers I include the labourers;
and I beg the attention of the hon
Member for Gloucestershire {(Mr. Char-
teris) and the landowners. I am going
to contend that free trade m coin will
be more beneficial to these classes than
1o any other classes 1 should have
~ontended so before the tanff, but now
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I am prepated to do su with ten times
mole force.

The 11ght hon. Gentleman opposite
{Sir R Peel) has passed a law to enable
fat cattle to be unpoited, and there have
been some foreign fat cattle selling
Smithfield Market at 15/ o1 16/ and
1/. duty ; but he has not taken off the
duty on the r1aw matenal He did not
do so with regard to manufactures. M
Huskisson had not doneso but, on the
contrary, he began by taking ofl the
duty on the raw matenal, without takmg
off the duty on foreign manufactures
You (the Ministers) have begun., on this
question, at the opposite end. I would
admit gram free, which should go to
make the fat cattle.

I contend that by this protective <ystem
the farmers throughout the countiv ate
more njured than any other class of the
community. I will begin with clover
The hon Member for North Noith-
amptonshue (Mr. Stafford O'Buien) put
a question to the night hon. Baionet the
other mght, and looked <o alumed
whilst doing so that I wondeied what
was the matter e asked the night
hon. Baronet ‘if he was going to adnut
clover-seed fiee?” That 15 to be ex-
cluded ; and for whose benefit® T ask
that hon. Member or his consutuents,
ate they in the majonty of cases selleis
of clover-seed? Iwill undeitake to <ay
they ate not. How many counties are
protected by the sale of clovei-seed
bemng secured to them? I will take
Scotland ; that countiy mmpoits 1t fiom
England ; 1t does not grow it. | will
undettake to say that not ten counties 1
the United Kingdom are interested m
exporting clover-seed out of thewr own
borders. There 1s none in Ireland

Take the article of Egypuan bews
I see the hon. Member for Essex (Sn J.
Tyrell) m his seat: m that county they
can grow beans and wheat and wheat
and beans alternately, and send them to
Maik-lane; but how 1s 1t with the poor
lands of Surrey, and with the poor lands
of Wiltsiure? Take the country through.
and how many counties aie exporters
of beans to market? You are tauing
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the whole of the farmers who cannot
export beans for the benefit of those few
counties that can grow them. And mark,
where you can grow beans. It 1s where
the soils are better ; it 1snot 1n one case
m ten that a faimer can grow more than
for his own use, or be able to send any
to market ; and when that 1s the case,
the farmer can have no interest in keep-
ing up the price to prevent importation.

Take oats. How many farmers have
oats on the credit side of thewr books,
as an 1item to rely on for paymng their
rent? They grow oats for feeding thewr
horses; but 1t 1s an exception where
they depend on thewr crop of oats for
the payment of rent. Ireland has just
been mulcted by the tax on clover-seed.
Is 1t a benefit to the farmers who do not
sell oats to place a tax on their 1mport,
they having no mterest in keeping up
the money price of oats?

Take the article hops We have a
protective duty on hops for the protec-
tion of particular districts, as Kent,
Suffolk, and Surrey ; but they in return
have to pay for the protection on other
articles which they do not produce

Take cheese.  There 15 not a farmer
but makes his own cheese for the con-
sumption of hus servants ; but how many
send 1t to maiket? The counties of
Chester, Gloucester, Wilts, and part of
Derbyshne and Leicester, manufacture
this aiticle for sale. Here are fow or
five counties having an terest m pro-
tecting cheese. But you must recollect
that those counties zie heavily taxed m
the aiticles of oats and beans and corn
for these are the districts where they
most want artificial food for their cattle.

Take the whole of the hilly distrcts.
I hope the hon Member for Notting-
hamshite (Mr. Kmght) is present. He
lives in Derbyshire, and employs him-
self i 1earmg good cattle on the hulls ;
but he 1s taxed by protection for his oats,
or Indian corn, or beans. That hon.
Member told me the other day that he
would like nothing better than to give
up the protection on cattle, 1if he could
only go mto the market and purchase
his thousand quarters of black oats free
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from protective duty. Take the hilly
districts of Wales, or take the Cheviot
hills, or the Grampian hills; they are
not benefited by their protection on these
articles ; they want provender for their
cattle 1n the cheapest way they can get
it. The only way in which these parts of
the country can improve the breed of
their stock, and bring their farms into a
decent state of fertiliry, is to have food
cheap.

But I will go further, and say that
the farmers ou the thin soils—I mean
the stock farmers in parts of Hertford-
shire—farmers of large capital, arable
farmers—are deeply mterested i hav-
ing a free 1mportation of food for therr
cattle, because they have poor land
which does not contain or produce the
means for its own fertility ; and 1t 1s only
by bringing m artificial food that they
can bring their land into a state to grow
good crops. I have been favoured with
an estimate made by a very experienced
and clever farmer m Wiltshire: it 1s
from Mr. Nathamel Atherton, of Ring-
ton I will read this to the House ; and
T think that the statements of such men
—men of ntelligence and experience—
ought to be attended to. Mr. Nathaniel
Atherton, Rington, Wilts, estimates,—

“That upon 4oo acres of land he could
increase his profits to the amount of 280/,
paying the same rent as at present, pro-
vided there was a free importation of for-
eign grams of all kinds He would buy
500 quarters of oats at 15s., or the same
amount in beans or peas at 145 Or I55 a4
sack, to be fed on the land or in the yard,
by which he would grow additional 160
quarters of wheat and 230 quarters of bar-
ley, and gain an mcreased profit of 300/
on his sheep and cattle. « His plan em-
braces the employment of an additional
capital of 1000/, and he would pay 150/
a-year more for labour.’

I had an opportumty, the other day,
of speaking to an mtelligent farmer
in Hertfordshire—Mr. Lattimore, of
Wheathampstead ; he stands as high
in the Hertfordshire markets as any
farmer, as a man of skill, of abundant
capital, and of unquestionable intels



1845

Ligence  He told me that he had paid
dmmg the last year 230/ 1 enhanced
price on the beans and other provender
which he had bought for his cattle, n
conserquence of the 1estrictions on food
of foreign growth, and that this sum
amounted to I4s a quarter on all the
wheat which he had sold off lus farm
With regard to M: Atherton and Mr.
Lattimore, they are as decided advocates
of free tiade mn gram as I am.

I have before told hon Gentlemen
that I have as wide and extensive an ac-
quaintance with farmers as any Member
i this House.  In almost every county
I can give them the names of furst1ate
fanmers who ale as much Free-tiadeis as
lam I told the Sectetary of the much-
dieaded Anti-Corn-law League to make
me out a list of the names of subsciibers
to the Leaguc amongst the faimers.
There are upwards of a hundied m
Lkngland and Scetland, and they com-
prise the most mtelhgent men that aie
to be found in the kingdom. I have
been into the Lothians myself — mto
Haddmgtonshue I wentand spent two
or thiee days amongst the faimers there,
and I never met with a more mtclhgent
or hiberal-minded body of men m the
kingdom. They do not want 1estric-
tions on coin , they say, ‘Let us have a
fiee mportation of linseed-cake and
corn, and we can bear competition with
any coin-growets m the woild ~ But to
exclude provender for cattle, and to ad-
mit fat cattle duty fiee, was one of the
gleatest absurdities 1 legislation that
ever was’  We have heard of absurdities
i commelce—of sending coffee from
Cuba to the Cape of Good Hope, to
bring 1t back to this countiy under the
law ; but mn ten years' time people will
look back with more amazement at
our policy,—that whlst we are sending
<hips to Ichaboe for manuie, we are ex-
cluding oats, and beans, and Indian coin
for fattening out cattle, which would give
us a thousand times more fertilising
manure than this wiich we now send
for.

On the last occasion on which T spoke
on this subject m this House I was
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answered by the night hon Gentleman
the President of the Board of Trade
(Mr. Gladstone), and that gentleman
talked of the Free-traders thiowing poot
land out of cultivation, and throw mg
other land out of tillage mnto pastute, 1
hope that the Anti-Corn-law League
will not be reproached agam with any
such designs My behef 15, that the
upholders of protection are pursuing the
very course to throw land out of cultiva-
tion and to make poor land unpioduc-
tive. Do mnot let the Free-tiadeis be
told agam that they desue to draw the
labowcis fiom the land that they may
reduce the labowers' wages 1n factories,
If you had abundance of capital em-
ployed on yomr faims, and cultivated the
so1l with the same skll that the manufac-
turers conduct then business, you would
not have population enough to cultivate
the land. I had yesterday a letter fiom
Lord Ducie, and he has given the same
opinion, that if the land were properly
cultivated theire would not be sufficient
labourers to till 1t And yet, whilst
that 1s the fact, you are chasung your
population from village to village, and
passing a law to compel the support of
paupers  You are smugghng the people
away and sending them to the antipodes,
wheieas 1f your lands were propeily
cultivated you would be trying to lure
them back, as the most valuable part of
your possessions. It 1s by this means
only that you can avert very serious dis-
asteis m the agricultwal districts.

On the last occasion of my addiessing
this House, a gicat deal was said about
disturbing gieat interests. It was said
that this mquiry could not be gone mto,
because 1t would distwb a great imnterest
I have no desire to undervalue the agr-
cultural mnterest. I have hemd it smid
that the agncultural classes are the
greatest consumers of our goods, and
that we had better look after our home
trade Now what sort of consumets of
manufactures do you think the agricul-
tmal labourers could be with the wages
they get » Understand me, I am arguing
for a pumciple which T solemnly Leleve
will 1aise the wages of the people. 1 be
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lLieve thete would be no men starving on
75. a week if there weae abundance ot
caprtal and sk:ll employed n culuvating
the soil.  But, T ask, what 1s this home
consumption of manufactures? I have
taken some pams to ascertain the amount
laid out by aguicultural labourers and
their families for clothing. It may pro-
bably startle hon Members when I tell
them that we have exported more goods
to Brazil in one yca:r than has been con-
sumed 1 a year by the agncultural pea-
santry and thewr fanulies.  You know,
by the last census, that there arc 960,000
agucultwal labourers m England and
Wales, and I can undertake to say, from
inquiries 1 have made, that each of these
men does not spend 30s. a year in manu-
factures for his whole famuly, 1if the ai-
ticle of shoes be excepted I say thar,
with the exception only of shoes, the
agicultwal labomers of England and
Wales do not spend 1,500,000/ per
annum in the purchase of manufactured
goods, clothmg, and bedding. Then, T
would ask, what can they pay, on 8 a
week, to the revenue? I am satisfied,
and hon Members may satisfy them-
selves, fiom the statistical returns on the
table, that agricultural labourers do not
pay per head 157, ayear to the revenue,
the whole of their contributions to the
revenue do not amount to 700,000/ a
years and, I ask, when hon. Members
opposite have by their present system
brought agriculture to 1ts present pass,
can they have anything to fear tiom
nsking a change, or, at any 1ate, from
risking an mquiry ?

On the last occasion that I addressed
the House on this subject, I laboured to
prove that we have no 1eason to fear
foreign competition 1if restuctions were
removed, and I stated facts to show that.
On the present occasion I shall not dwell
on that topic ; but still, as many people
are possessed with the 1dea, that if the
ports were opened corn will be to be had
for nothing——and that is one of the fa-
vourite fallacies—I may be allowed to
offer a few remaths upen the subject.
People contmue to hold this doctime,
and they argue, ‘ Now that prices ale
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low, corn 1s comg i, but if you had
not a duty of 205 a quarter, is 1t possible
to say what would be the quantity that
would come m?’ This 1s said: but I
hiope 1t 15 not dishonestly saxd ; I hope
the argument 1s founded on a confusion
hetween the nominal and the real price
of corn.  The puice of wheat at Dantaic
15 now a nominal price  In January,
1838, wheat at Dantzic was at a nomual
price, there bemng no one to purchase
trom England ; but in July and August
of that year, when a failure of the harvest
here was appiehended, the price at
Dantzic 10se, and by the end of Decem-
ber 1 the same year the price at Dantzic
was double what 1t had been m January,
and wheat there averaged Jos a quuter
for the three years 1839, 1840, 1841,
Now, I mention this for the purpose ot
asking the attention of hon Membeis
opposite to 1t, and I entreat them, with
this fact before them, not to go down
and alarm then tenantry about the dan-
ger of foreign competition.  They onght
to take an opposite com~e—the comse
which would enable them to compete
with foreigners, Then present courwe 15
the woist they could take, 1f they wish
to compete with foreigners

I was about to allude to a case which
1eferred to the hon Baronet the Membe:
for Shoreham (Sir C Buriell), who has
lately let 1n a new light upon agricultwal
gentlemen. The country was now told
that 1ts salvation is to a11se from the cul-
tivation of flax ~ This was stated by the
Flax Aguicultural Improvement Assoct-
ation, Lord Rendlesham president, of
which I have m» my hand a report,
wherem, after stating that Her Majesty's
Mimisters were holdmg out no hopes of
legislative assistance to the agricultwal
body, they then called upon the nation
to support them, on the giound that
they wete gong to1emedy the gilevances
under which the agricultural mterest la-
boured. I obseive that Mr. Wainer,
the great founder of this association, was
visiting Sussex lately, and at a dmner at
which the hon Baionet (Sir C. Buriell)
presided, after the usual loyal toests,
‘ Mr, Warner and the cultivation of flax’
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was proposed. No'v, when the hon

Baronet did this, probably he was not
awale that he was furmshing the most
deadly weapon to the lccturers of the
Anti-Corn-law League. ‘Ihe country 1s
told that unless they have a high protect-
we duty the farmers cannot get a remu-
newative piice for the wheat they giow.
They have a protective duty of 20¢ a
quarter on wheat, and one quarter of
wheat was just worth a hundiedweight
of flax; yet, although wganst Polish
wheat they have a protection of 204 , the
protective duty on a hundredweight of
flax s just 14 Now, T did not hear a
murmur when the nght hon Daronet
proposed to take off that tax of 14 But
we are told that the English agriculturist
cannot compete with the foreigner, on
account of the abundance of labour he
has the command of, especially i the
case of the serf labour which 15 employed
somewhere up the Baltie. Now, flax
comes from up the Baltic, anl yet they
have no protection upon 1t Then 1t 15
msisted that we cannot contend against
foreryn wheat, because 1t takes so much
labowr to raise wheat m tlus coantry,
yet 1t takes as much labowm to raise flax.
How, then, are we to contend agamst
foreign flax® Nevertheless, the hon.
Baronat undeitook to 1estore prosperity
to the country by mecans of his flay,
which was m this helpless state for want
of protection.

The hon. Baronet will foigive me—I
ain sure he will, because he tooks asif
he will — while 1 allude agam to the
subject of leases The hon Daronet,
on the occasion I have alluded to, com-
plamed that 1t was a great puy the
faamers did not giow mote flax; but it
15 curious that I should have smcee seen
1t stated m a Diughton paper—the hon
Baronet’s county paper—I donot know
how truly—that the hon Baionet’s own
tenants have leases which foibid them
to grow flax.  However, 1t1s quite pio-
bable the hon. Baionet dots not know
what covenants there aie 1 his leases;
but, be that as 1t may, at any rate 1t 1s
very common, I know, tomseit n leases
a prohibition to cultivate flax. ‘This
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! just shows the manner in which the
landlords carry on the agucultme of
the countity  The onigmmal notion of the
injury done by flax to the land was de-
rived, T believe, from Vg, who «tated
something to the effect that flax was very
scourging to the land T have no doubt
1t was from this source that some learned
lawyer has denived the usual covenant
on this subject 1 leases

I have alluded to the condition of
the agricultural labourers at the present
time; but I feel bound to say, that
whilst the farmers are m a woise poss-
tion than they have been for the last ten
years, 1 believe the agricnltuial labour-
e1s have passed the wmter, though it
was a five-months’ winter, and severe,
with less suftenng fiom distress than the
previous winters. 1 miention this be-
canse 1t is a 1emmkable proof of the
degree m which a low price of food 1s
benenicial to the labomiing classes. T
can demonstiate that m the manufac-
tunng disticts, whenever food 1s dea,
wagas are low; and that whenever food
1~ Jow, wages 1se That the manufac-
turcis can prove. Then I stated 1t as
my own opmion, that the agricultural
labourers a1e m a better state than they
wele m previous winters  bBut does not
that show that the agireultwial labow ers,
having only just so much wages as wil.
find them n sabsistence, daive benefit
from the plenty of the first necessaties
of life? Their wages do not 115 m the
same propoition as the puce of food
1~es, but then neither do thar wages
fall i the same proportion as the price
of fond falle.  Therefore m all cases the
agticultural labouters are m a better
state when food 1s low than when 1t is
high

Now, I am bound to state, that what-
ever 15 the condition of the agiicultural
labouter, I beheve the faimer 1s not 1e-
sponsible for that condition winle he 1s
placed as at prescnt. 1 have heard
many exhortations to the faimer that he
must employ more labour. I believe
the farmer 15 very unjustly 1equired to
do this "t he farmer stands betw cen the
landlotd and the suffering peasantry. it
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is rather hard in the landlord to pomt
the farmer out as the cause of the want
of employment for labour—as the man
to be maiked. Loid Haidwicke has
lately made an address to the labourers
of Haddenham, in which he said,—

‘ Conciliate your emplovets, and, 1f they
do not perform therr duty to you and them-
selves, address yourseh es to the landloids,
and I assure you that vou will find us ready
to urge our own tenants to the prope: cul-
tivation of their farms, and, consequently,
to the just employment of the labourer’

That 1> the whole question I think
the daty rests with the landlods, and
that 1t 1s the landlords, and not the em-
ployers, who are m fault ‘lhe land-
lords have ab-olute power in the coun-
try  There 1s no doubt about 1t -they
can legislate for the benefit of the la-
bourers or of themselves, as they please.
If the resalts of thewr legislation have
failed to secure due advantages to the
labourer, they have no right to call on
the farmeis to do their duty, and furnish
the labourers with the means of support.
1 lately saw a labourer’s certificate at
Stowupland, 1 Suffolk, placed over the
chimneypiece in a labouter’s cottage. It
was this :—

‘West Suffolk Agricultural Association
established 1833, for the advancement of
agticultute, and the encouragement of m-
dustry and skill, and good conduct among
labourers and setvants in husbandiy  Pre-
sident, the Dule of Grafton, Loid Lieu-
tenant of the county —This 15 to certfy,
that a prize of 2/ was awaided to Wilham
Buch, aged 82, labourer, of the parish of
Stowupland, 1n West buffolk, September
23, 1840, for having brought up nine cliil-
dren without rehef, except when flour was
very degar, and for having wotked on the
same farm twenty-eight years  (Signed)
Robert Rushbrooke, Chanman.’

After a severe winter, with little em-
ployment to be had, I congratulate the
country that we have fewer agricultwal
labourers 1 the workhouses, and fewer
pining 1n our streets from want, than in
former years; but a bad case at the best
is the condition of the agiicultural la-
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bouter, and you will have to look out,
before 1t 15 too late, how you ate to em-
ploy lim. The last census shows that
vou cannot employ yow: own labourers
n the agnicultural districts  How, then,
ate you to employ them? You say,
there are too many of them. That 15
an evil which will press on you moie
and mote cvery year: what, then, are
you to do” Aje you, gentry of Eng-
land, to sit with yom arms folded, and
propose nothimg? I am only heie to-
night because you have piroposed no-
thing. We all know that the allotment
system has been taken up; 1t 1s a play-
thing ; 1t 15 a failwe, and 1t 15 well for
some of you that you have wiser heads
to lead you than your own, or you would
shortly be m precisely the same sitnation
as they are in Ireland, but with this -
ciease to the difficulty of that situation,
that they do contnive to maintamn the
ughts of property there with the aid of
the Enghsh Exchequer and 20,000 bay-
onets; but buing your own country into
the same condition, and where will be
your rents?

What, then, do you piopose to dov?
Nothing this year to benefit the great
mass of the agiicultural population ' You
admit the farmer’s capital 1s diminished
— that he 1s m a worse state than he was.
How to mcrease the confidence of capi-
talists 1 the farmers’ power of retnev-
ing themselves? How this 15 to be done
15 the question. I cannot believe you
ate gomg to make this a political game.
It was well said that the last election was
an agricultural election ; and there aie
two bundied members sitting behind the
right hon Baronet ; that 1s the proof of
it Don’t quarrel with me because I
have mmperfectly stated my case ; I have
done my best ; I ask what have youdone?
I tell you this ¢ protection,” as 1t 1s called,
has been a failure. It failed when wheat
was 80s. a-quarter, and you know what
was the condition of the farmer in 1817.
It failed when wheat was 60s., and you
know what was the condition of the
farmer in 1835. And now 1t has failed
agam with the last amendments you
have made in the law, for you have con-
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fessed to what 1~ the condition of the
agricultural temantiy.  What, then, 1s
the plan you propose? I hope that this
question was not made a pretence—a
pohitical game~—at the last election; that
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you have not all come up as mere poli-

ticians.  There are polticians m this
House who look with ambition—and
ptobably m their case 1t 15 a justifiable
ambition—to the high offices of the
State, there may be men here who by
thuty years’ devotion to politics have
been piessed mto a groove m which 1t 1s
dufficult for them to avoid going forward,
and aie, may be, maintamng the same
course agamnst their convictions  Imake
allowance for them; but the gicat body
of you came up not as polhiticians, but as
fiiends of the agnicultural nterest; and
to you I now say, what are you gomg
to do? You lately heard the 11ght hon.
Baronet at the head of the Government
say, that if he could restore protection,
1t would not benefit the agricultwial -
tetest  Is that your belief? or ate you
acting on your convictions, or peirform-
mg your duty m this House, by follow-

mg the night hon Baronet nto the lohby |

when he refuses an inquiny and mvesti-
gation mto the condition of the very
men who send you up here? With
mere politicians, I have no nght to hope
to succeed ; but give me a committee,
and [ will explode the delusion of agrn-
cultural protection; I will produce such
a mass of evidence, and call authorities
~o convincing, that when the blae-book
shall be sent out. I am convinced that
protection will not hive two years.
Piotection 1s a very convenient vehucle
for politicians; the cry of *protection’
won the last election; and politicians
looked to secure honouts, emoluments.
places by 1it; but you, the gentry of
England, aie not sent up for such ob-
jects, Is, then, that old, tattered and
torn flag to be kept up for the politr-
cians, or will you come forwaid and de-
clare that you are 1eady to inquue into
the state of the agricultmal mterests > I
cannot think that the gentlemen of Iing-
land can be content to be made mere
drum-hecads, to be sounded by the Pime
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Minister of England—to be made to enut
notes, but to have no articulate sounds
of then own  You, gentlemen of Eng-
land, the Ingh anstocracy of England,
your furefathers led my forefathers; you
may lead us agam if you choose; but
though—longer than any other ansto-
cracy—you have kept yow power, while
the bautle-field and the hunting-tield
were the tests of manly vigow, you have
not done as the noblesse of Fiance o1
the dalgos of Madiid have done, you
have been Englishmen, not wanting in
courage on any call.  But this 15 a new
age, the age of social advancement, not
of feudal sports; you belong to a mer-
cantile age; youcannot have the udvan.
tage of commercial 1ents and 1etam yow
feudal puvileges too  If you identify
yourselses with the spit of the age, you
may yet do well; for I tell you that the
people of this country look to their ans-
tocracy with a deep-1ooted prejudice—
an hereditary prejudice, I may call it—
in then favour; but your power was
never got, and yon will not keep 1it, by
obstructing the spuit of the agen which
you hive. If you aie found obstructing
that progiessive sput which s caleulated
to knit nations moxe closely together by
commeicial mteicoutse, 1f you give no-
thing but opposition to schemes which
almost give hife and breath to mammate
natwe, and which 1t has been deciced
shall go on. then you arte no longer a
national budy.

There 15 a widely-spread suspicion
that you have been tampermg with the
feehngs of yowr tenantry—you may read
1t 1n the organ of your party—this 15 the
time to show the people that such a
suspicion 1s groundless. T ask you to
go mto this committee—T will give you
a majoiity of county members—you shall
have a majority of members of the Cen-
tral Agucultural Piotection Association
n the committee; and on these terms |
ask you to mquire into the causes of the
distress of our agncultmal population
I trust that neither of those gentlemen
who have given notice of amendments
will attempt to mterfere with me, for 1
have =mbraced the substance of then
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amendments i my motion. I am ready
to give those hon. Gentlemen the widest
range they please for their inquuies, I
only ask that this subject may be fairly
mvestigated  Whether T establish my
puneiple, or you establish yours, good
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must result from the inquiry; and I da
beg and entieat of the hunowable, m-
dependent country gentlemen mn this
House, that they will not refuse, on thie
occaston, to sanction a far, full, and
mpartial inquiry

JE - s e o L
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I courp not help thinking, as my
friend the chawrman (Mr. G Wilson)
was gining you those interesting and
somew hat novel statistics, that I am fol-
lowing him at some disadvantage, ma-s-
much as I fear thereis httle chance of
my being able to communicate anything
s0 new, or even so agieeable, to you as
he has done. He has just retuined fiom
the notth, wheie he has been making up
s accounts; I have just come fiom a
Railway Comuuttee, whete I have been
on the tread-wheel for the last three
weeks—as much a prisoner as though I
wete 1n Newgate, and with the disad-
vantage of bemng conscious that I am m
a place where there 1s moie time wasted
than even in that distinguished gaol
Yet even under the 100f of St. Stephen’s
there has been something of late passing
of rather a cheeinng chalacter, and |
think I may say, I do bummg good news
fiom the House of Commans It 15 not
such a bad place, after all, especially
for agntation. Last year we madea little
mistake at the beginning of the session;
we laid our heads together, and came to
the conclusion that we could employ
outselves better out of doois m visiting
~ome of the counties and 1ural districts,
and agitating a little 1 the country;
this year we have changed our tactics.
and we thought that Parhament. after
all, was the hest place for agitating.
You speak with a loud voice when talk-
g on the floor of that House ; you are
heard ail over the world, and, if you
have anything to say that huts haid, 1t 1s

a very lung whip, and reaches all ovar
the kingdom.

We determmed {o confine ouiselves
durmg this session to Parhament, and I
think the result has shown that 1t 1s the
best field for our labows, We brought
forwaird a succession of motions. We
began with one, in which we challenged
our opponents to meet us in Committee
and examme the farmers and landown-
ers, to show what benefit the Coin-laws
had done them ; they iefused om pio-
posal,—and I have no doubt the country
put the night interpretation upon ther
motives. Then my fitend Mr. Bught,
who 15 an active-minded man, looked
about, and thought that, amongst all
these buidens upon land, he did not
think there was one greater than the
game that was cating up 1its produce.
He felt anxious, 1if possible, to pomt out
to the landowners where they could find
a margm 1n their account-books to turn
a penny, and compensate themselves for
repealing the Corn-laws by abolishing
the Game-laws. And, therefoie, he
moved {or his Committee, and was more
lucky than T have been, for he has got
it; and I have no doubt that in due
tume, when the seciets of that pison-
house come out at the end of the session,
he will be able to show you, fiom the
mouths of the most ntelligent farmers

| 1 the country, that theie 15 one hurden

which they consider heavier than all
then local taxes, county-1ates, ighway-
1ates, and even thewr poor-iates—and
that 1s the buiden of thise eatessaive



48

game preserves  Then we had ot friend
Mr. Ward’s motion, by way of sweeping
the ground clear for Mr Villiers to pass
ovel with his great annual motion. Mr.
Waid proposed that they should give
a Committee to mquue what was the
amount of these special burdens of which
we had heard so much, 1n order that we
might compensate them, pay them off,
and havedonewiththem. Theysaudthey
would not have any inquiry made into 1t
Now, you who ate Londoners know
an old trick, called a “dodge,” which 1s
sometimes practised on the credulous and
the philanthiopic m your streets A
mendicant 1s sometimes seen walking
about with his arm bandaged up: le
has a spectal buiden, 1t 1~ a grievance,
and he makes money by it But some-
times, if oue of the Mendiaity Society’s
officers come and ask him to let lim
undo the bandage to see what this special
damage 15, you find these artful dodgers
very loth to comply. Now that 1s the
case with ow landloirds — I mean the
protectiomst landloids—only the protec-
tromists : they have been going about
exciting the henesolent feelings of the
community upon the plca that thev are
labouring under some serious disadvan-
tage, or great and heavy burden ; and
when Mr., Ward comes forward and
offers to undo the burden to let them go
free, and take the bandage away, they
are like the impostors in your streets—
they take to their heels and run away.
Those were our motions mn the House
of Commons; that was our place of
agitation* but I must adnut that we have
not done <o much for our cause as has
been done by our opponents. I must
say that I think their motions, resolu-
tions, and amendments have been of
much more 1mportance to us than any-
thing we could have done. They had
the geat and immortal grease debate;
and they brought forward their motion
for the rehef of farmers by 1epealing
thenr local burdens ;—and what do you
think one of them was? I heard it with
my own eais, or I would not have be-
lieved it—that i the maritime counties,
where siipwiechs and acaidents acou,
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dead bodies a1e washed on shoie, and
they have to hold mnquests on them, and
the expense 1s charged to the county-iate,
Well, that 15 an argument of the great
landed mnterest  Then came the annual
debate, brought {orward by Mi. Villiers
with his accustomed talent and eainest-
ness Now, we heard a rumour 1n the
House,— for these things ale always
known, because they aie concocted at
clubs—we always know what the dodge
1s 1n the House,—we heard a rumow,
before the debate began, that they chd
not mtend to have any discussion on the
other side . 1t was determined they would
not talk; and 1 believe, if my friend
Mi. Villiers had not dexterously alluded
in the course of his speech—pomtedly
alluded—to thiee of thewr county mem-
bers m such a way that they were forced
to stand up and speak, —I1eally believe
not one of them would have opened his
mouth, But, however, there were three
o1 four of them that spoke. The most
sigmficant part of what they said was,
as an Irishman would say, what they
did not say. They did not say a word
about the farmers upon this occasion,
not a syllable about the farmers bemg
mterested i the Com-laws. But what
a change ! Three or four years ago, to
my knowledge, they talked of nothmg
else but the farmeis; how they would
stand by them, and how they came theie
to protect the interest of the tenant-
farmers. 1 do not know whether 1t was
our challenge to discuss that pownt in
Commuttee, or whether 1t was from the
falt that we happen to have some of the
best and most extensive farmeis with
us, — for 1 find myself just now seated
between Mr. Houghton on one side and
Mr Lattimore on the other,—I do not
know whether we may take credit to
ourselves, or whether we ought to give
the honour to our excellent agricultural
friends who have come amongst us , but
so it 1s, that nothing 1s now said in the
House of Commons about the farmers
having an interest in the Corn-laws;
nothing 15 sa1d about special burdens,
for fear we should ask them to undo the
bandage,
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But the most significant part of that
discussion was 1n the declarations of
opimon by the leading men on both sides
of the House—by Sir Robert Peel and
Sir James Giaham on one side, and Loid
John Russell on the other. I was very
curious to know what Sir James Graham
would say upon the occasion. He had
spoken a few nights before on Loid John
Russell's motion, and he then biought
out 1n a most gratuitous manner, — [
feel deeply indebted to him for 1t, though
T did not see that 1t was quite relevant
to the occasion,—bat he then brought
out voluntarily, from official sources,
some of the most startling proofs that I
have ever met with i my experience,
showing the extensive evils, physically
and morally, that anse fiom scaicity of
food, and the great blessings that over-
spread the country when food 1s abun-
dant and cheap. He showed, by the
statistics of pauperism, crime, discase,
and mortahity, that all the best interests
of our nature are indentified with an
abundance of the first necessaries of hife
My friend Mr. Valliers followed him,
and with that prompuitude for which he
excels, and m which he has no nival, I
would venture to say, i the House, he
turned to account every fact that the
Home Secretary had diopped, and ap-
piied them instantly and with immense
force as proof of the truth of the doc-
trine which he had so long been arguing
And when my friend brought forward
his motion a few nights afterwaids, he
again pinned the Ilome Secretaty to the
nference which naturally followed fidm
the speech of the pievious evening. 1
was curtous to hear what Sir James
Graham would say: I hstened with
gieat anxiety to what he would say to
the public when he spoke upon the sub-
ject I thought he must draw back a
little, to please those who sat with blank
faces behind him; but no: he got up
and reiterated all he had said before.
He stated that he did not withdraw one
word of what he had uttered ; that he
did not recant one syllable of what he
had said ; that those were his principles,
and he would abide by them.
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S1ir Robert Peel followed ; and though
he has been going at rather a quick pace
lately—I hear somebody calling out
¢ Punch,’ well, he 15 an admirable an-
thority to quote—an excellent comment-
atol, an admrable critic, 15 Pusnch—he
15 never wiong. he 1s mialhbly nght.
Punch represented S R. Peel as gong
fast ahead of Loid John Russell on this
occasion 3—but I must say that, fast as
he had been travelling before, he scemed
now to have quickened hispace  ‘What
a contrast did the specch of Sit Robert
Peel present to that which be delvered
last year on the same occastun!  Then
everything was said for the puipose of
concihiating the men behind and Lelow
him on the same benches; and eveiy-
thing that could be uttered was said to
msult the Free-traders  but he had not
then had the grease debate, nor had he
found out the quality of the men then
He has had a twelvemonths' expertence :
they have set up for themsclves, they
have found out therr weakness, and,
what 15 more, they have let Sir Robert
Peel find 1t out also ; and now he can
atford to treat them as he hikes The
right hon, Baronet tells them that he -
tends to carry out the pumaples of Fiee
Trade gradually and cautiously ; but still
that they must be carzed out

We had Loid John Russell, and he
voted with us I wish he had done so
without any qualification ; but, however,
as we have got lim amongst us, 1 hope
we shall amend hun.  Loid John Russell
proposes a very little fixed duty ; but
the same speech m which he propounds
this, he tells us he does not approve of
a tax on coin . he thinks 1t 1s one of the
most objectionable taxes that could be
1aised.  Then why does he piopose 1t?
IHe does not mtend to keep 1it, he
merely proposes 1t just to put those
people m the wrong who refuse even to
put a httle tax on corn. I have no
doubt next year he will give up that
mconsistency, and will be m favour of
total repeal

Well, we came to our vote; and
though we had the verdict m our favour,
as fa1 as words could convey 1t, the
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votes were agamst us  But that cannot
last long  In this country you must be
governed by one of two methods; you
must be raled either by moral or physi-
cal force.  Moral force means governing
accordimg to night principles, when those
principles are acknowledged to be true
They may govern by a species of moral
force when they can manage to persuade
men that, while they are governing
wrong, they are governing nght; bat
you never can rule by moral force when
you yowselves avow that you are carry-
my on prmciples which you believe to
be umust and untrue.

I think we ought to feel deeply indebt-
ed to such meetings as this, which have
stoord by this question, which have cheer-
ed on public men in 1ts advocacy ; which
have aided m dissemmating the know-
ledge that has gone forth fiom this vast
bulding, m wlich we have brought the
public mund on both sides so far to defer
to the expression of public opmion as
to show that they are bound to acknow-
ledge the justice of our punciples.

Now, there is but one umversal opin-
1on—that 1t is a question of time. Three
or four years ago everybody used to tell
me that 1t was a species of msanity to
think of carrying this punciple of total
repeal  Noweverybody says, ¢ There 15
no doubt you will effect the total repeal ;
the only question 1s as to the time~ We
have narrowed the controveisy ; we have
reduced 1t down to one little word. The
whole question hinges upon one mono-
syllable—* when?’ I think the Zimees
newspaper put out a very fair challenge
to the League of the day before yester-
day, in a very beautiful article, n which
1t said we wete called upon to argue this
question upon that ground; to show the
Justice, expediency, and policy of our
doctrine of ‘immediate repeal.” I have
no ohjection to answexr that appeal ; and
m domg so, if I am matter-of-fact and
dull, you must bear with me, and that
patiently, because I shall be followed by
those who can treat the subject with
greater mterest. Mark me, 1t 15 quite
right, if I am to lay the basis of a mat-
ter-of-fact aigument, that I should come
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fust. I will be the heavy foundation-
stone ; and here behind me are the Co.-
inthuan capital and the gorgeous pedestal
—the architectural beauties that are to
grow upon this foundation. It 1s right,
too, that we should have this kind of
vartety ; because one of the boasts of the
League 15 this, that we can find audi-
ences such as could only be assembled
m ancient Rome to witness the brutal
conflicts of men, or that can now be
found 1n Spain to witness the brutish
conflicts of amimals ;—we can assemble
multitudes as great to lister to the dry
disquisitions of political economy.
That 15 our boast. Now to our argu-
ment. As Sir Robert Peel would say,
‘there are thiee ways of dealing with
this question ” Furstly, you may acknow-
ledge the justice of the principles of total
repeal, and you may defer 1t untal 1t surts
your party, oruntil circumstances compel
you to abolish the Corn-laws totally and
unmediately Secondly, you may abolish
it gradually by a vanishing duty, putting
an 8. tax, and shding off Is. a year till
it comes to nothing , that may be done
by an Act of Paliament, and would m-
volve the principle of a total repeal,
Or, thirdly, you may adopt our principle
of total and immechate 1epeal. Now,
firstly of the fitst. The policy of our pre-
sent Government appears to be this :—
‘We will acknowledge the principle ;
that will stave off debate. We could
not meet them n debate if we did not
acknowledge the principle ; if we took
the same ground as the Members for
Essex, Somerset, and Sussex, we should
be rolled over and over m the mud in
debate by these Leaguers, and be hooted
and hissed at the corners of the streets,
when we walked out of the House’
Well, they give up the primciple of pro-
tection But they say, ¢ We will not ap-
ply ow1 principle of Free Trade ; we will
tell them, this 1s not the time ; and more,
we will not tell them (we will take care
of that) what 1s the time ; that shall be
as it swts our party’ What would be
found 1n the mnermost hearts of these
men ? or, if you could get to then private
conferences when they are behind the
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scenes, what are they thinking about as
to the repeal of the Corn-law? I know
1t as well as though I were in thewr heaits
It1s this: they are all agreed that this
Corn-law cannot be maintained — no,
not a rag of ww—during a period of scai-
city prices, of a famine season, such as
we had 1 1839, 1840, and 1841. They
know 1t They are prepared, when such
a time comaes, to abolish the Corn-laws,
and they have made up therr minds to
it ‘There 1s no doubt in the world of 1t
I5 that statesmanlike, think you?

First, for the farmers. They have told
them, with all the lgh authority that
belongs to their life and station, that the
Coin-laws will be abolished ; they tell
ther tools, the napers, ike Giandmam-
ma, to deal out 1 their diurnal twaddle,
the argument that 1f the Corn-laws are
abolihed the farmers would be ruined
even 1f they paid no rent. That 1s the
language of Grandmamma of to-day.
That 1s the sort of slip-slop manswer to
theadmuableaiticlemn yesterday’s Zimes |
How does this work ? In the fust place, |
the fmmers are told by Sir James Gra- |
ham and Sir Robert Peel that the Corn- |
laws must be abolished and Free Trade !

|
i
i
|
1
I

be established ; but it must be done grad-
uallyand cautiously. Now, I appeal tomy
friends Mr. Lattimore and Mr. Hough-
ton, both expeilenced and able men,
whether they could put the farmers in a
more disadvantageous position than that
in which they aie now, under the pre-
tence of benefiting them® They hang
them up on the tenter-hooks of suspense. |
These party newspapers are alarmuing |
them with all sorts of raw-head-and- |
bloody-hone stories of what Free Trade
is going to inflict on them ; and the Prime
Mimster 15 telling them that, notwith-
standing all that, he 15 prepared to carry
out Free Trade. Nothing could be woise |
for the nterests of the agncultunsts,
whether farmers or labowers—for the
welfare of any class of capitalists, especi-
ally for one having such a vast amount |
of capital and so large an interest at stake
as the farmers—to place them 1n the po-
sition which these pretended friends of
theirs do by their present pohcy. Now, .
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what 1s that policy morally > They will
not deal with this question now, when
they can do 1t calmly and deliberately :
they wait for a peniod of excitement and
clamour  They ale calculating on re-
pealing these Corn-laws some day when
Palace-yard 15 crowded with famshing
thousands  What 1s the effect morally
of such a proceeding as that? It 15 to
mduce the belief among the pcople of
this country, that moial influence has no
effect whatever on their legislation  May
they not, after such an example as that,
appeal to their countrymen upon any fu-
ture occasion, when a body of men shall
be found willing to exert themselves
through a period of years, as the League
has done, to effect a gieat and bemgn
change 1 owt laws, —may they not ap-
peal to such an example as that, and say,
¢ What 15 the use of your agitation? o1
what 15 the use of your printing, passing
resolutions, and sending petitions to Par-
hament ? The League tried that for
years; they perseveied for seven, eight,
oL nine years ; but when 10,000 people
met 1 the street, called aloud n the
voree of menace, and threatened with
danger the persons of then legislators,
then they yielded, but never dreamt of
domg so till then’

Now, the second plan of doing this
work 15 the passing a fixed duty of 8s,
and diminishing 1t 1s, every year. What
1s the effect of such a change as that on
the farmeis? They begin with a fixed
duty of 8, orany sum you please. The
farmer 1s told by the land-agent o1 by the
landlord humself, ¢ Well, we have passed
a duty of Ss., but you know you have
only been getting an average protection
of 6s. o1 7s. for the last ten years for corn
mported, we must try and see what the
effect of thiswill be. We need not talk
anythmg about game-laws, under-diam-
g, sub-soil ploughing, clearing away
these hedge-rows, or adjusting rents.
wait and see how this law operates.’
The consequence is, nothing 1s done, but
all must wait.  The farmer goes on; next
rent-day comes ; the landlord or his agent
says, * Well, Farmer Hobbmns, I don't
think much harm 1s done by this change
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in the Coru laws . 1t does not seent to
have been of so much good to us, after
all. We will wait a year or two; I don't
think there will be much harm.” And
so nothing 1s done : the farmer goes on,
m the mean nme, exerng mself to
meet the comng danger which 1s appre-
hended when duty 1s low Whatis going
on abroad m the mean time > Why, the
foreigner 1s told, as soon as that 8s. duty
comes down to 25, to 35, then there will
be a wide door opened for giam n Eng-
land. The foreigner 1s mduced to 1n-
crease the production every year more
and more, expecting to find a market,
and when the low duty does come, he 13
prepared to pour into this country corn,
swampwng the farmer at the end of this
seven or eight years, just as he 1s now
swamped in the month of May or June
by an 1nundation of corn under this slid-
g scale

Then we come to our principle of
total and immediate repeal In answer
to the word ‘ when,” we say ‘now.” The
landlord says 1itwll create a panic, and,
in order that that aigument may not
wear out, theyset then newspaper organs
to frighten the farmers and keep the
argument alive, Well, but what 1s there
to be feared from this total and imme-
diate 1epeal ? We are told there ate
vast quantities of corn lymg somewhere
abroad ready to be poured nto this
market when we repeal the Corn-laws
I think this argument was dealt with
so admirably by the 7imes newspaper,
that I will just 1ead an extract from its
columns of the day before yesterday :—

¢ Count up evety quarter of corn in every
one of earth's richest grananes, track all
her winding shores, penetrate esvery creek
and every stream, measure every diluvial
delta and every sheltered valley, the natural
fertility of the plamns and the artificial pro-
ductiveness of the hills, take the sum of
all the warehouses, all the heaps, and all
the standing crops, and we entertain no
doubt whatever that reasonable and candid
men will be astonished above measure at
the ‘“ universal nakedness of the land "
The Baluc and the Euxine, the Gulf of
Genoa, the St. Lawrence, the Mississippi,
and even the rivers that flow under our
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fuet, are names of tertor to some minds, as
if they flowed with corn.  But nvers of
coin are as pure and 1mpossible a fiction
as rivers of gold  Once you begmn to in-
vestigate, to measte, and to count, you
find the most formidable acenmulations
dwindle into a few months’ or a few weeks’
sustenance for such Ining and growing
multitudes as London, Manchester, or
Glasgow  There 1s not too much corn on
earth, nor will there evel be till the saddest
and awfullest words that ever were spoken
are finally unsaid, which they never will be
m this mottal world *

Now, there s the profoundest philoso-
phy presented 1n all the chaims of poetic
language.  But I like to go to expei-
ence: I never like to deal mn the future,
or to argue on what will happen ; but
let us take the lights of expernence to
guwide us m ow paths for the futme. We
have had occasions mn this country, when
we have had as sudden a demand for
corn all over the world for this country
as though we had a total and immediate
repeal of the Corn-laws. In 183g,
1840, and 1841, dmmg all those three
yeats, the average puce of corn m
tlus country was 67s.  We ransacked
the woirld for corn during those thiee
years; our meichants sent everywhere
for 1t; we swept over the face of the
earth, bribing every nation to send their
corn to this 1ch market, and gamn this
high puce for their produce. I will
give you a hist of places from which we
recetved corn 1n one year during that
period  from Russia, Sweden, Norway,
Denmaik, Prussia, Germany, Holland,
Belgium, France. Portugal, Spain, Gib-
raltar, Italy, Malta, Ioman Islands,
Tuikey, Egypt, Tripoli, Tunis, Algiers,
Morowco, Cape of Good Hope, Mauri-
tius, East India Company’s terntory,
Austialia, Canada, United States, Chili,
and Peru. Every region on the face of
the globe — Europe, Asia, America,
Afiia, and even Australia—were ran-
sacked for coon How much do you
think we got in the course of that year,
—bribing the nations of the earth with
the high price of 675 a quarter? In
1839 we received in wheat and flour to-
gether equivalent to 2,875,605 quarters,
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about one-eighth of the annual con~ump-
tion of the wheat of this countiy, In
1840, when we had given them a yeai's
stinmulus, the mmpotts weie 2,432,765
quarters of corn In 1841, 2,783,602
quarters, During those three years we
xmported 8,091,972 quarters, bemg an
average each year of 2,700,000 quarteis
Now, mark me, that corn was sent out
for by our merchants with a knowledge
that the price m this country for corn
was neat l_v 708 a quarter, and was
brought here with the belief and under
the conviction that every guater of 1t
would be admitted nto this country
under a Is. duty. There was, therelore,
during those three years virtually a total
and 1mmediate repeal of the Coin laws;
and you see the result m the supply for
this market

Now, we say, pass an Act for the total
and ymmediate 1epeal of the Corn-laws,
and you do not put us i the same
position that we were m during those
veals m stimulating other countites to
send us corn; for now our coin 1y 46w
a quarter instead of 675, as 1t was then,
and, therefoie, if you were not mundated
with corn 1 those dear seasons. wheie
1 the corn to come fiom that 1s to nun-
dateyounow? No, there1s no such thing
as a store of corn abroad m the woild,
there 1s no provision made by penple
for a contingency that they do not ex-
pect to anse. There 15 no cultivator on
the face of the carth that has ever put a
plough mto the ground, o1 a yoke upon
his hoise, with the 1dea of producing
one buchel of wheat n order to meet
the demands of this countiy consequent
on the total and 1immediate repeal of the
Corn-laws. Thele 15 no stock alnoad,
therefore no supply, eacept that which
has been provided for a2 kuown and ex-
pected market; and if we 1epealed our
Corn-law to-mornow, there 15 luerally
not a quarter of wheat provided n order
to meet the demands 1 consequence of
such an abolition of our Com-laws.

But 1t 15 our opponents who want to
mtroduce an unnatural and aitificial m-
undation of corn m this market: they,
by withholding the tune, by promising
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tiat 1t shall come, by telhng foreigners
abioad that when 1t does come they can
compete with our faimers, though they
do not pay a shulling of rent,—or. whoe
say to the foreigners, ¢ Wait unul Sir
Robert Peel 15 pressed on by the ay of
distress to repeal the Coin-laws, and
then you may supply all England with
corn, for our farmers cannot compete
with vou "—those are the men who are
mviting this imundation of corn; whao,
not content with cuculating fallacies at
home, ae trymg to spread delusion
through the Ukraine and m the valley
of the Mississippy, over all the face of the
habitable globe, and wherever then false
and delusive fallacies can reach

I have argued this question as though
there were only fariners concerned
1it, 1 have dealt with it with a view to
the mnterests of the parties supposed to
be likely to be mjured bv 1t: but ae
there no other parties to this question?
Why do we advocate the temoval of this
bad law2—bccause 1t 15 destructive to
the mtaests of the gieat body of the
people.  This movement has not taken
place — this agitation has not had 1its
origin 01 been sustained by the vast pro-
portion of the mtelhigent and humane
population of this country. because 1t 15
an errot m political economy—it 15 op-
posed because the Coin-law 1s intended
to restuict the supply of the food of this
country and to put the nation on short
commons  That 1s why we opposc this
Corn-law, and we do so m the name,
not merely of faimets and landowners,
but of the great body of the penple.

If we can show that the law 1~ unjust
as respects the iterests of the geat
mayonty of the people, then, though its
total and mnmediate 1epeal did mvolve
mjuly to that class for who-e benefit 1t
has been unjustly maintained, it is not
an aigument that would weigh one m-
stant with me in opposing 1its total re-
peal. Who ever ~aid this Jaw was passed
tor the great body of the people of this
countty®>  We have never heaid any at-
tempt to show that. We have heard 1t
urged that it was good fur the landlords,
Lo compensate them for the peeuhar bur-
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dens that I have described just now; but
you know we have found out that that
was an unposture : we sent the Mendicity
Soctety officer after them We have
heard 1t mamtained that 1t was for the
benefit of the farmeir ; but farmers are
only 250,000 people out of the 27,000,000
inhabitants of these 1slands ; that 15 therr
proportion m Great Bntam, but who
ever heard them aigue that it was for the
Lenetit of the great body of the people?
They have given up that case, when
they say the law ought to be abolished
at sume tme; for I maintan that 1f this
law, whicli has been m existence for the
last thuty yeats, 1> not a law for the
benefit of the people, they never ought
to have passed 1t ; and 1t 15 a shame to
themselves, and they ought to hude then
faces for ever. for having maintamed 1t,
if 1t 15 not for the bLeneht of the gieat
body of the people

I say, 1f 1t 15 not for theiwr benefit—and
1t never was—why on eaith should they
come furwaird and say that it should ever
be 1epealed? And 1f 1t 15 to be repealed
at all, 1 say, let 1t be 1epealed immed.-
ately, a~ 1t 1s an unjust law. They may
set up other mterests I beheve Sir R,
Peel 1s frequently talking of a due con-
sideration to the great and important
interests that have grown up under this
law I plead for the vastly greater und
mote mmpoitant interests that have been
ciushed to the earth under this law 1
they want any proof of this, Tbrng their
own Home Seuetary, with s Piron
Report and the statistical tables, nto
the witness-box, to prove what the law
has done.  Now, then, for the sake of
that class—the most numerous of all—
for the sake of all the unpuivileged classes
of this country—I plead for the total and
immediate 1epeal of thin Comn-law I
do it upon the ground of expediency, as
bemg better at this moment than any
other time 1 which you could repeal the
law. I do 1t on the ground of justice,
because T say, 1f 1t 15 not a good law you
have not a nght to retain 1t one wstant

What will be the effect on the great
body of the people when the tume comes
at winch we bcheve Government con-
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template the repeal of the Corn-law?
They are going to 1epeal 1t, as I told
you—mark my words—at a season of
distress That distiess may come, ay,
three weeks of showery weather when
the wheat 1s m bloom or rnipening would
1epeal these Corn-laws. But how? We
had a taste of 1t 11 1839, 1840, and 1841,
Arve the people of this countiy to he
subjected to another ordeal before this
Coin-law 1s repealed » "What provison
15 made agamst that calamty? For
here 15 probably the most important
consideration for us at the present mo-
ment.  Divine Providence has 1epealed
the Corn=laws for this year by an abund-
ance at home. He has i a great degice
1epealed the Corn-laws, but He has not
given us the benefit we should have if
we had an unlmited 1ange over all
wluch He designed for the good of His
creatures over this earth’s fair surface,
but still we have a mitigation by His
bouaty of the ngours of the landowners’
Com-law,

Suppose another such reverse to take
place as we have witnessed 1n this coun
try within the last six yeais—such a
1evolution as the youngest man amongst
us has beheld during the peiod of his
life—or ~upposing 1t to come this yea,
what provision 1s made against such a
calamity > T have told you how much
corn could be got heie m 1839 after our
farlng harvest of 1838; but thete 15 no
such supply available now, as those na-
tions are increasing 1n numbers along
the whole of the maiitime districts of
Burope.  They are wanting more and
more of the coin of the interior. The
Atlantic States of Ametica are increas-
mg, and consuming moie and more of
the coin of thewr mnteno: ; and we offer
them no inducement to spread them-
selves out from the cities—to abandon
their prematurc manufactures—in order
to delve, dig, and plongh for us; and
they ate mote and moie i a condition
to consume all that they produce.

I heard m the House of Commons,
fiom Mi. Mitchell, a gentleman himself
practically acquainted with the subject,
who m an admurable speech that riveted
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the attention—as all practical speeches |

m that place do, where men will content
themselves with speaking only upon
what they do understand—I say, in an
address which rniveted the attention of
every one 1 that House, Mr. Mitchell
exposed the bankrupt condition of this
country, so far as its future provision of
food goes, looking to the whole woild
as our resource. We have now 300,000
quarteis of foreign corn m this country.
Where 1s the supply to come fiom?
Ought we to be called upon to answel
that question® No! but 1t ought to be
answered by our Government ‘That 1s
a question which ought to be thrust up-
on them. I do not beheve they have
nerve enough to bear the responsibility
that will be cast upon thewr shoulders,
if that argument is pressed upon them.
Then look at the position mn which
our unprivileged middle classes and ca-
pitahists will be placed, as well as the
poor, who first suffer fiom famune, for
want of biead. They are not allowed
to starve m this country: they have a
right to claim elief, and justly so, from
those above them, and, if you have a
scaicity, 1t 1s the nmmddle classes who will
have to support the lower and working
classes, and at the same time mamtan
themselves, with a very inferior business
to do 1t with. Look at our capitalists
spreading out then wings. Go down
to the House of Commons; look mto
the lobbies; go into one of those gioups
whete I have the misfortune to be at
present.  There they are contemplating
railways all over the length and breadth
of the land. What would be the effect
of a bad barvest upon those men who
have subseribed thewr thousands ond
tens of thousands to some new 1ailway
scheme, and have signed the parhament-
ary contract > It 15 all very fine and
plain saihng now when everything 1s at
a premium, evelything 1sup; get shaies
to-day, sell them to-morrow, pay for
them the next day, and get 20 per cent.
But these shares will be held by some-
body; and if we have a failing harvest,
whenever 1t comes, then the day of
reckoning for the holders of these shaies
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and scrips will arnve. T would advise
every speculator in railway shares to
keep a shaip eye on the barometer. He
should take 1n two papers—a raillway
paper, and the Aark-lane Express; and
when he has seen the pnce of shares,
then let lim go and observe the piice of
wheat in Mark-lane.  But if a bad har-
vest comes, and a rise i prices takes
place, they are a class that will suffer;
and not merely they and their families,
but it will entail misery and disasters on
every section of the commumty Now,
these are the points that I want to see
utged upon the Government at the pie-
sent moment. Throw on the Govern-
ment—as a Government, do not let us
be misunderstood—throw on them the
whole of the responsibility of this state
of things.

That 15 about the completion of my
case at piesent in favour of the total and
immediate repeal of the Corn-laws, As
the lawyers say,—¢Gentlemen, that 1s
my case ’ But I want to know, 1f there
1> nothing to be said n answer to this,
why we should not carry the 1epeal of
the Coin-laws, and caniy itnow? Itis
merely partisanship  These men cannot
make up then mmds to admt that they
may have been wrong at some former
time.  What I want to do 1s this,—to
open a door as wide as possible for the
conversion—the avowed conversion—ot
our opponents I wish we could burn
Hansard, and all the debates that have
ever taken place, in order to let these
statesmen be at hberty to adopt a new
course of policy, dictated by their pre-
sent convictions, But they are afraid of
being taunted with having said some-
thing different before fiom what they are
ready to say now. We have all said
something different before from what we
have said now. Have we not all gtown
wiser? Have we not all learned some-
thing by the discussions for seven years ?
I want to see these men get up n the
House of Commons and avow that they
have learned something by our discus-
sions 1 that assembly. [ set myself up
to teach people years ago; I have been
lesrning more than anylody clse evary
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day since; and why should not they
make that fiank and free admiwsion?
If they would make an admission and
make a clean breast, and confess that
they cid not know so much formerly as
they do now, they would never be
taunted afterwards.

I have only one word to say, before
I sit down, upon another subject 1
want to see the people of this country
feel alive to the ensuing registration
This next regstiation will, m all pro-
babihty, deaude the fate of the Corn-
laws  Most likely we shall have a dis-
solution next vear. I want every man
to make that s business as much as he
makes his Jedger or his counter his bu-
simess—every man who 15 convinced
that the Coin-law ought to be abolished
to feel 1t hus paramount duty to look
after his votes and the votes of his
neighbours before the next registration
The work begmns on the zoth of this
month for the counties  This 15 the
time for men to look after their own
votes, and to find everybody else they
can that have got votes and will sup-
port Free Trade  There 1s another
duty : there aie a great number of bad
votes on the list for counties. Some
say we want to disfianchise the people.
I do not want to disfranchise any one ,
but this I do say, that if we are to fight
faitly we must hght on equal terms. If
we put on false votes, our opponents
strike them off we cannot fight them
with ow legal votes aganst their 1llegal
votes, and, therefore, we must stike
them off

I have no hesitation m telling you that
there are counties where there are many
bad votes I will be bound to say that
in Buckinghamshue, for mstance, you
will find at the very least 1,000 I have
heard competent people give a surmise
that theie are 2,000 spuitous votes on
the 1egister 1n that county ~ There they
are ; nobody lonks after them, nobody
ever thinks of gomg and objecting to
them  Everybody 1s afiaid, because
they hear there 15 some man they call
the Duke of Buckingham ~ Why, 1if they
would only consider these things a hitle
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more 1rationally, they would see that the
Duke of Buckingbham, as I assure you,
is not a more formidable man in the
registration court than any of you here,
You, who are Leaguers, consider your-
selves as umited with a body that can
protect you morally, legally, and pe-
cuntatily, agamnst 150 dozen Dukes of
Buckingham.

Now, there 15 East Suriey; what a
scandal 1t will be 1if that county should
return two monopolists at 1its next elec-
tion! There 15 not one man 1 1001
Southwark and Lambeth that is upon
county hsts, and yet, if you go down m-
to the aguicultural districts, you will find
one m 30 or 4o. It 1s one m 30 1n the
agricultural parts of East Surrey, but
only vne m 100 1n the metropohitan dis-
tricts I say it 1s the daty of every man
to get himself on the Iist, and lus neigh-
bours hkewise. There are thousands,
I believe, qualified to be there who have
not thought of 1t 1t will be a scandal
to the people on that side of the uver if
they do not see to this, We will take
care of Middlesex ; we have 1t in hand,
and will ook after it.  There are a few
more counties which we will give you a
good account of m due time. I do not
consider any county hopeless

I will tell you that we have some-
thing else 1 view besides registration
we will apply our orgamisation to con-
testing counties as well as registration.
Why should not the principle of co-op-
eration that we have exercised so long
and so usefully be cartied out mn the
work of contesting counties where theie
15 a chance of wmning them? Why
not have m each#atish m every popul-
ous county an earnest man who will
devote himself, as far as he can, to
bingmng persons to vote, and appealing
to their patizotism and good feelmg to
vote, without putting the candidate to
one shilling expense? I say we can
contest counties, ay, at one per cent. of
the expense of that which 1t costs our
opponents, if we adopt our organisation.
Iiow can monopolists contest a county
without expense? What motives can
they appeal to?  Where 15 their organ-
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isation? Tt is gone. They are all
backbiting each other i their counties
One of their Members 15 accused of
voting with Sir Robert Peel, and another
voting agamnst hum. When they meet
im Committee they are all pullmg each
other to pieces just hike so many village
gOSSIPS.

Beai in mund that the Leagne hasa
plan 1 store, by wlich we mtend to
prepare the counties and tocontest them
and I entreat fiom this place every man
mterested m this question, that he will
make 1t his paramount duty, from this
time, for the next two months, to give
his attention to the subject of registia-
tion If we do this, we shall totally re-
peal the Corn-laws yet, before a famine
comes In doing so, you will set a
glorious example to all future times of
the way in which such questions ought
to be carried. I really hardly 1egrer,
though it has been attended with very
heavy sacrifice, that the agitation has
lasted so long. If we had carned the
repeal of the Corn-laws by a multitu-
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dinous shout m 1839, 1840, and 1841,
1t would have been somethmg hike yield-
ing to brute force and clamour; but
now, besides the advantage of repealing
the Corn-laws—ow agitation will have
been attended with many other advan-
tages  We have been teachwg the
people of this country something more,
I hope, than the 1epeal of the Coin-laws

We have taught the farmers, [ trust,
to begin to think for themselves; we
have made landloids and farmers think
of improving then lands, we have
taught the middle classes, I hope, that
they have a moral power, if they choose
to exercise 1t, and a power of applying
1t as great as the monopolists, if they
will avail themselves of 1t; but I hope,
mn addition, that we shali set an example
of truth to the working classes, showing
them that these questions can be carried
by moral means, and that. if they will
accomphsh anything for their benefit,
then they will adopt precisely the same
orgamsation which we have before done
to accomphsh our object,
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MANY as have been the meetings
which I have had the honour of address-
g i Manchester, yet I think I can
truly say that none will lay clam to
surpass the present in numbers and -
telligence ; and, 1if I look around me on
the platform, I am led to the conclusion
that for weight, nfluence, and moral
power, this constitutes altogether about
one of the strongest meetings I have
ever known held 1 this country  As I
came along the street just now, I saw
such a rashmng and stiuggling to gan
access to this meeting, that I could not
help asking myself what 1t was that we
were called together for. You have
nothing particular to leain, we have
nothing particular to communicate m
reference to this cause, and yet there
seems to be something 1n our question
which naturally and mstinctively draws
us together.

I think there 1s some danger of a
nusapprehension on the pait of some as
to the particular object which agam
draws us together to-mght m this build-
mg.  Our business here to-might 15 to
state the position m which our cause
stands at the present moment, to draw
some consolation fiom the particular
postute i which we are now placed,
and to make some allusion to the
dilemma 1n which our opponents, as
many suppose, are now placed. We
are not met here to-might to exult m the
fallen and menacing condition of ow
unhappy sister 1land, Ireland, whose

inhabitants, in consequence of the faul-
ute of the potato crop, and the defici-
ency of the wheat harvest, seem to have
starvation starmg them 1n the face, and
famine 1mpending over them. But,
ladies and gentlemen, let it be perfectly
undeistood that we do not meet here to
eault over the calamity mn which a Jarge
poition of our countrymen are Likely to
be placed, or over the scarcity and
fam'ne which impend over our unhappy
sister 1sland  The objects for which
we have labouwted for seven years have
been abundance and cheapness  “Plenty’
15 our motto— ¢ Plenty always and every-
where !’ And if theie be drought, or
scarcity, or famine, here or elsewhere,
we, at all events, of all our fellow-
countrymen, may fairly claim to stand
guiltless of the cause of that famime and
distress  We are told that i a country
wheie the great bulk of the population
are always upon the verge of famine,
where that gaunt spectie now thicatens
to stalk through the land-—that misery,
starvation, and even death, may be the
poition of millions of our fellow-coun-
trymen 1 Ireland

Now, what 15 the remedy for this?
We do not come to talk about the prin-
ciple which 1s applicable to all times and
seasons ; but what, T a<k, is the natural
and obvious remedy, under existing cui-
cumstances, agamnst the gaunt fuumne
that threatens a country like lieland?
You would say, ¢ Open wide the potts,
and adaut the biead of the whole world
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to feed the people” That 1s the ob-
vious and natmal remedy—that 1s the
remedy which an enlightened despot
would at once fly to. Witness Russia,
witness Turkey, or witness Germany,
Holland, and Belgium ; these Govein-
ments have not waited, but when therr
people have been threatened with want,
they have at once thrown open their
poits, and 1 some cases stopped ex-
pottation, 1 order to supply ther
people with  abundance of the first
necessaties of hife.  Why has not owm
Government taken a simlal  course ?
Why have they waited to learn Christi-
amty from the Turk, or humanity fiom
the Russian® Is it because oww Govein-
ment 1s less merciful than that of the
Mahometan Sultan? Is it that om
boasted constitutional power 15 less
humane than that of the dcspot of
Russia? Or 15 1t that our Puime Min-
Ister, who holds the 1esponsible position
of Sultan 1 this countiy—s 1t because
he 15 afraxd that if he takes the step—
the obvious and natural and necessary
step—he will not have the support of
the country in throwing open the ports
of this kingdom to foreigr corn? If
that be his doubt, we meet here to give
him all the suppoit which we can give
him, I hesitate not to say, that what-
ever may be the attempts of the ans-
tociacy to thwart the Minister in taking
such a cowse, there 15 popular power
enough m the country to support hun n
that act of humamty. We support him
here m this magnificent meeting ! What
we say, South Lancashire will say when-
ever he appeals tc it.  We speak the
voice of the West Riding of Yorkshue
whenever he chooses ; and Middlesex
will endorse what we say 1 ths hall
You have ammated the hearts and
hopes of this empue; and a Mmister
having the support of the vast multitade
m this countity—having then mtelhgence
at s back, which he may have when-
ever he chooses to draw upon 1t—1 say
heis a ciiminal and a poltroon if hie hesi-
tates a wint He has the power. There
i» no man, whether he be the Giand
Turk, o1 whether he be a Rustian despot
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~—there is no man 1n the woild that hns
more power than Sir Robeit Peel hasm
this country. His party cannot do with-
out im. Let anybody sit i the House
of Commons as we do, opposite to Su
Robert Peel, and watch the proceedings
of his party. He comes down to the
House might after might.  With the ex-
ception of his colleague, Sir James Gra-
ham, the whole of the <ide of the House
upon which they sit may be called a
drealy waste, as far as statesmanship 15
concerned, Sn James Graham, although
I admit he has manifested great admin-
strative talents, has not exactly anved
at that state of personal populanty
this countiy that he can take Sir Robert
Peel's place  Su Robert Peel 1s there-
fore absolute with his party: and, with
ghe power he possesses, he must be con-
tent to take the 1esponsibility which at-
taches to power. I need not tell you
that that woid ‘1esponsibility ’ has an
ugly and a smuster sound 1n the ears of
the Prime Minister; but let us be under-
stood. By responsibility, we mean mo-
ral 1esponsibility :—he 15 responsible to
his country, he will be 1esponsible to
history, if he fails, upon this occasion,
mn taking that step which he 15 bound to
take to savea laige portion of the people
of this country fiom famine.

Many people now say, ‘Admitting
that Sir Robeit Peel opens our ports,
and foreign corn comes m, that will not
settle the question,” and this is a pomt
that I wi-h paiucularly to draw the at-
tention of tlhis meeting to, for 1 see a
dispostition upon the part of many of my
friends to throw up then caps and con-
sider this question as settled T do not
exactly see my way to the settlement of
this question yet.  ITwish I did. T do
not think the opeming of the ports will
settle this question  We had the ports
opened m 1820 : but they passed the
shidiug scale m 1828, with all its hoinble
imquities It 15 not because Iiedand
wants feeding that we shall necessarily
have a repeal of the Coin-laws  Ireland
has been 1 a state of semi-famine for the
last thuty years; and m 1822 you had
subscriptions m England—every cliuich
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was thrown open—you had 250,000/

raised in England, and sent to Ireland,

to save the two provinces of Connaaght
and Munster from a state of actual fa-
mine ; but nobody said a word about re-
pealing the Corn-laws then; not the
shghtest syllable was said about 1eliev-
ing the people of Ireland by admutting
foreign cown ; and what I wish to 1m-
press upon you now 1s this, that it 1> not
the opening of the poits alone we want,
but we want to sct our backs agamst
them to prevent them from ever bemg
shut agaim Do you not think we may
find some arguments nearer home
favour of this prmaiple? (Cites of “Yes )
1 believe many of you a1e brought here
because you have an idea that things are
not Jooking quite 50 promising as they
have been 1 Lancashie. You are nog
arrtved exactly at that state they are
m Ireland, where they have commission-
ers sent over just now, learned doctots,
to see how much the patient will bear,

to see how much 1t can endure. They
have got 1t upon the rack, and there aie
learned doctors round 1t feeling the pulse,

to see 1f the patient will Iive a Iittle
longer, or to see whether 1t should be
taken off the rack. Then the Stanaard
newspaper tells us, that even 1f the pa-
tient 1s taken off the rack, 1t shall be put
on agam as soon as 1t will bear it. Now
you are not exactly arnived at that state
yet ; but what 15 the price of oatmeal ?
I beheve that what used to be a guinea
15 now 355 : and I believe, too, that
flour has advanced fifty per cent ; that
the dozen pounds of flour which used to
cost 15 84 ale now selling at 25 64

Am I nght? (Loud cries of ¢ Yes, yes’)

Then you have bread still dearer, be-
cause flour makes more than its own
weight 1 bread ; and every man who 1s
now spending half-a-crown 1 bread 1s
jnst getting one-third lIess for it than he
did this ime twelvemonths Every man
will then have one-third less to spend
upon the other thags which he uses

We thus come to the old story again—if
he has so much moie to spend 1n what
he eats, he will have less to spend m
what he wears, and 1f there is more gues
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to the baker, and through him to the
muller, there will be less to go to the
draper and to the wholesale dealer. You
will then have less work, while you wifl
have more to pay for your food. Then
the masters will cry out at their short
profits : then there will be no more
stiikes for higher wages. It 1s the old
thing coming round agam, and I believe
many of you here have felt 1t, and that
you are come here to see whether you aie
likely to get nid of the cause. It will not
be got nd of, however, by thiowmg up
your caps, because a lord has wrntten a
very ambiguous sott of a letter, or be-
cause certam honourable gentlemen
make speeches, the meaning of which
you cannot tell, and mdeed they do not
appear to comprehend 1t very clearly
themselves,  You must not thiow up
your caps, and fancy you are going to
have the Corn-law abolished by any such
adventitions aid as that. 1t will have
to be done by your own nght aim, 1f 1t
15 done at all.

‘We have a new class i this country
that I think are more deeply mterested
m this question than they have been yet
considered to be. I wonder if we have
any people here that have got any mter-
est m ralways? (Loud laughter and
cheers.}) I should thmnk, judging by
that response, that almost every lady
and gentleman heie has a Iittle sym-
pathy in that direction, Now the rail-
way people have got—a king! Xings
sometmmes make speeches, though we
never expect much from kings’ speeches.
Cobbett once wrote a grammar for the
purpose of teaching statesmen how to
write better kings’ speeches; but I do
not think that your railway-king has
studied that grammar. You have a
‘king,” and he has lately been railing at
the League at Sunderland. He1s given
to zazing, and he calls the League a
‘selfish’ body; he denounces us, I
think railway kings and theiwr subjects
are more deeply mnterested just now n
the success of the League than any other
class of the community. Did you ever
take a look at the trans starting from
the Leeds or Sheffield station, o1 out by
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Ashton?  You who have got shaies in
rallways, just go and take stock of your
business see who your customers are:
inquire from the secietary or one of the
directors how much they ieceive for
first-class passengers, how much for se-
cond-class, and how much for thud-class,
and then you will be able to understand
how much you are indebted tv the work-
mg classes for the prospeuty of your
lines. Leain where the cheap trams go,
how much they cainy, and how much
they pay; and then just make a little
caleulation.  Here 1s John Tomkins, his
wife, and seven children; they eain to-
gether a guinea a~-week . his wife comes
and says, ‘John, I'm paymg 3s 2d.
more for flour than I did three months
ago.” *Then,’ says John, * we must give
up the trip to Alderley—we shall not be
able to take that.’ Go and tell your
‘king’ this. They sometimes call him
the railway Bonaparte. Recollect that
a man mav be a Napoleon among na-
vigators, and only a navigator among
statesmen! I am not happy at mck-
names, but I will give hum a tstle He
shall be one of those pasteboard poten-
tates that shuffle and cut, and win tricks
—call him ‘the King of Spades!’

I do not know how 1t 1s, but theie 1s
nobody who attacks the League, but you
may be almost ceitam, whatever fame
or reputation he had before—you may
take 1t for granted, I say, that that man
1s at the end of his tether, he 1s just at
the brink of the precipice, and that all
his public fame and character goes ovel-
board  We were attacked by an ex-
chancellor once, and what a figure he
has been cutting m Punck ever since'
Then we have had Minsters attacking
us, Prime Minsters too, who said we
should be mad 1f we persevered for Free
Tiade What 1s become of them? And,
mark my words, the railway ‘ king’ will
twn out only a ‘pretender.’ Depend
upon 1t people will soon avoid running
their heads against that stone wall called
the Anti-Corn-law League. 1 wonder
theie 1s any man who has laid out Ius
money upon railways that has not bought
a county qualification, I cannot imagme
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a man showing less calculation or sound
foresight than the man who lays out his
50/ o1 100/ 1n buyng a couple of shares
m a railway, 1ather than upon a freehold
qualification, Itisthe 405 qualification
that can make railways profitable, by
giving us Free Trade. I like these rail-
ways t0o, and I will tell you why. They
aie carrymng commoen -ense, that 1,
when the raiway-hing does not travel
upon them, 1nto the agnicultural districts,
The gieat proprietor and squie mn the
west and south of England have all been
anaous to have radways For many
years they have wanted 1ailways to their
own houses, and they found out that, if
they are to have them, they must come
to Lancashnie or Yorkshue, for there
was nobody else that had ether the
money or the wit to make them. That
makes them sympathise with the pros-
perity of Iancashne and Yorkhshire;
they come mto contact with business
men, and they understand men of busi-
ness.  They are beginning to feel that
1ailways ate the barometer of the state
of tiade, as you all will find 1t out by-
and-bye. 1 lke 1ailways, they are
diawmg us more together, they ame
teachmg the landownet to feel for the
manufacturer, and placing the manufac-
turer upon better terms with the land-
owner. I wish them to go on: but
they cannet prosper unless you have
something to cairy upon them. The
more tiade you have—the moie Free
Trade—the more profits will your rail-
ways biung  Nobody objects to rail-
ways now; but how was it twelve yeus
ago with the landloids in this respect?
Twelve years ago, the Marquis of
Chandos then, but Duke of Buckingham
now, presited st a public meeting at
Saltisll, near W.ndsor, at which the
fellows of Eton College and other great
and distinguished men of the county as-
sembled, to celebiate the first defeat of
the Great Western Railway bill ~ What
do these gentlemen say now? Why,
even the Pope himself 1s now 1 advance
on these subjects, and they ae only
some ten years in advance of the Pope
Is it not just as possible that they may

(53
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be as much mistaken about then true
interests in the matter of Free Tiade as
they weie i the case of rarlroads?
This 15 encouraging Indeed, we are
only now about thiee or four years in
advance of the monopolists with our
arguments.

About three or four years ago we put
out placards, stating that the population
of this country was increasng at the 1ate
of a thousand a day. 1 was passing
by when I heard a man with a shovel
m s hand 1eading 1t upon the wall
¢That’s a lie, anyhow !’ he smd. But
that incredible fact at that time has
Deen so well established, that now even
Lord Stanley and Su James Graham
admit 1t 1s true, and are compelled to
acknowledge that 1t 1s necessary to make
provision for the large and ncreasing
population  This also is encouraging;
1t shows that the principle we contend
for 15 good, and that we need only con-
tinue the efforts hitherto used to set our-
selves free. It begins to be seen now
on all hands, that the present Corn-law
cannot stand ; but 1t seems to be very
doubtful, at present, what we shall get
mstead of 1t. Are we to have another
Corn-law? Are we to have a shding-
scale or a fixed duty? Only think of
the number of Corn-laws we have had
during the last few years ! The present
has been in operation three years, and
now we are talking of getting rid of 1t.
Why 1s 1t 50?  Because just now there
15 a probability of scarcity; we want
food, and this law, which Sir John
Tyrell tells us 15 to give us * plenty, and
security for plenty,’ stands in the way of
our obtamng it. It 15 a law at once
unnatural, mmpolitic, and 1inexpedient,
and meant only to suit the pockets of
those who believe themselves nterested
n 1its continuance  There will be at
tempts made to cheat us out of the de-
mand we make, and there 15 every pro-
bability that those attempts will succeed,
unless we, as Free-traders, stand fast to
the punaple we have espoused, by
showing to our opponents that we are
nerther to be used nor abused by the
aceeptance of cither a shding scale o1 a
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fixed duty. I think we have made out
a sufficient case, and by that we must
stand, without any attempt at com-
promuse,

We do not ask to be Lenefited at the
expense of any other portion of the com-
mumty; Ihaveall along repudiated that
1deas but I think we have fully demon-
strated that monopoly 1s the bane of agn-
culture; and Peel says ditto to it And
we shall contmnue to labour and to wige
this cause, whether the ports be immedi-
ately opened or not, until not the shightest
ground is left to the monopolists, or until
every rag and vestige of the protective
system 1> done away with. We have told
them in the House of Commons that the
farmers are robbmg one another, and
that position was not controverted, but
must be acquiesced 1n, by all who are in
any way acquainted with the subject.
But since the close of Parhament I have
had an oppertunity of consulting with
many of this class of men, and have
obtained a variety of statistics and de-
tails on the subject, which go to show
that the farmer, instead of bemg a gainer,
18 2 most material loser by this so-called
system of protection. It has been proved
to me, that the better off the farmer 1s,
the more he suffers by protection. The
large stock farmers, as they are called,
are more seriously injured than any other
part of the community. They are con-
sumers of Indian coin, oats, beans,
cheese, butter, beer, and of all other
taxed articles, and they are made to pay
artificial prices for all these articles fou
protection 'We have now had thirty
yeats of protection, and during the whole
of this tume the farmer has been the
dupe of every blockhead who gave the
cry of ‘protection!’ But 1t 1s not
enough that we demonstrate the iniquity
and mmpolicy of these laws, and the
mjyury they imnflict upon all classes of the
community, We may make this clear
and unanswerable by the most direct
and logical of piocesses. There shall
not be found a man in the House of
Commons, with any pretension to mtel-
lect, who shall daie to controvert it.

Yet you cannot carry the abolition of
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this system unless you ale active and
energetic 1n putting yourselves m a post-
tion to have the power of carrying out
your principles  Talkmg will not do 1t
I admit we can show owr enenues aie
wiong ; but still you cannot make men
do night unless you have the power to
compel men to it. I believe that powe:
w1 your hands, We have done some-
thing already by resorting to the consti-
tutional weapons of war which have been
already 1eferred to, the 405 fiecholders
We called upon the West Riding Free-
traders this time twelve months, and we
asked them to qualfy 2,000 voters, to
rescue that county from the grasp of
monopoly , they have nobly 1esponded to
that call. They have put 2,300 upon the
register  They have converted the ma-
jouty that formerly existed mn favour of
monopoly of 1,100, 1mnto a majority of
1,600 for Free Trade. Now I ask them
not to rest satisfied there, I ask them
to go on again, and by the same process
quahfy 2,000 more by the 3Ist of next
January; for if they do that, they will
save themselves much trouble and ex-
pense at the next election. An election
must come m twelve months, or a little
moie. A contest for the West Riding of
Yorkshire will cost each paity 10,000/,
and by the expenditure of 1,000/, between
now and the 31st of January, our friends
may mduce as many more to buy free-
holds as will render a contest hopeless,
and thus save themselves the expense.
T ask them to put themselves in the same
posttion as South Lancashire We have
1 majority of 3,0001n South Lancashire.
Mark the extraordinary change that we
have witnessed In 1841, at the dissolu-
tion of the Liberal Goveinment, the
Whig committee of that time took the
registration books m hand, and looked
at them with the view of contesting the
ccunty. They found, if they had con-
tested it, they would have been m a
minority of 2,000. Fow years have
elapsed ; the League took the registra-
tions m hand. South Lancashire was
wholly abandoned by the so-called Whig
party  The League took the registration
w hand, and in fowr years the mmonty

FREE TRADE. XVII

163

of 2,000 has been converted mnto 2 ma

jority of 3,000, You willhave no con

test wn South Lancashire. Nobody wnll
be such a fool upon the side of the mo-
nopohsts as to mcur the expense of 2
contest m South Lancashire,  We have
a majority m the Manchester polling
district alone laige enough to cover the
monopolist majonty n all the distriefs
whete they have one  We made an ap

peal to Noith Cheshire. We axked them
to qualify, to put themselves into a ma

jorty, and they have done so  Yo»
will hear the paiticulars when the time
comes. But I ask them now not tores
satished where they a1e. T am jealous
of North Cheshire. I want to see the
county (for a boiough in which I have
the honow to sit), so safe m thiee months

time, that Mr Egerton will not think «f
coming to contest1t. This 1s easily done

North Lancashire—ay, we shall make
an example of the monopolists in Noith
Lancashire. There is some pluck m
North Cheshue; but they aie a poor,
beaten, coward, craven set in North
Lancashire. They have no heads. Make
hight work of them i North Lancashire

‘Why, they have turned Loid Stanlev
and famuly to the nght-about, and set up
therr own little champion ; but I think
they will have to go and seek the Derby
family to come and help them out of the
scrape, for they seem sadly in want of a
leader. Middlesex we have won; South
Lancastire, the West Riding of York-
shire, North Cheshire, South Stafford-
shire, North Lancashire. Thisis nothing
but a basis. This 1s only the basis of
our operations o begin with. Having
done what we can down here, we must
now appeal to the country at large to
follow our example.

Wherever there 15 a man above tle
rank of an unskilled labouter, whether a.
shopkeeper, a man of the middle class,
or of the skilled working class, that has
not got a county vote, o118 10t striving to
accumulateenough toget one, let us pomnt
the finger of scorn at him ; he s not fit
tobeafieeman. Itisanavenue by which
we may reach the recesses of power, and
possess ourselves of any constitutional

G2
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rights which we aie entitled to possess.
They cry shame upon us for inviting the
people to qualfy. Why, the revising
barristers everywhere have not only pass-
ed the qualifications that have been
made, and have not only admitted them
to be strictly legal and nght, but they
have gone out of their way, and said that
they considered 1t honowable for men to
purchase property with the view of ac-
quiring the franchise. For myself and
friends, I mav say that we consider it
our duty to enlist as many of the counties
as possible in the cause of Free Tiade;
we have a list of twenty, and we intend
to visit every one of them We will have
them organised on the plan that has been
so successful in South Lancashue, under
the supenntendence of our excellent
chairman I mention this to account to
our friends for the neglect of many visits
we may have been expected to pay 1n
vartous quarters. They must allow us to
proceed with this 1egistration busmess ;
for assuredly 1t is of the utmost impo1t-
ance. There 15 nothing that will so much
alarm the monopolists as to be told that
the League has got hold of the counties.
What are their pocket boroughs i com-
parison with South Lancashire, Middle-
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sex, and the West Ruling of Yorkshire?
With these constituencies to back them,
the primnciples of Fiee Trade would be
found more powerful than all the boi-
oughmongers.

Don’t et any fitend of the cause, how-
ever, entertan the vam hope thataletter
fiom any noble lord will secure the full
triumph of the Free Tiade canse. This
principle for which we have been so long
contending will prove successful when
the Fiee-traders are prepaied to work
out theirown1edemption, and not before
We have everything to encourage us,
however ; and 1 for one believe that the
day of our iedemption draweth mgh.
But we must not relax i our labours ; on
the contiary, we must be more zealous,
mote energetic, more laborious than we
have ever yet been When the enemy 15
wavering, then 15 the time to press upon
hun. I call, then, upon all who have
any sympathy in our cause, who have any
promptings of humamity, or who feel any
interest 10 the well-bemg of their fellow-
men, all who have apprehensions of
scarcity or staivation, to come forward
with their efforts to avert this horrible
destiny, this dreadful and impending vi-
sitation.
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| The first indications of the potato disease of 1843, were noticed 1n the month of August.
On Oct 13, Sir Robert Peel, mn a letter to Sir James Graham, said that there was no
effectual remedy to 1mpending scarcity, except the removal of ‘impediments to 1n-
port.” On the gist, a meeting 1n Dubln, presided over by the Duke of Leinster,
memoriahsed the Lord Lieutenant, to the effect that the Government should, without
hesitation or delay, take the most prompt measures for the relief of the Irish people
On Nov. 1, Sir Robert Peel declared that 1t was impossible ¢ to maintain the existing
restrictions on the free importation of gramn * The majority of the Cabinet were op-
posed to this step  In consequence, Sir Robert Peel resigned office on Dec 3, and
Lord I]ohn Russell was nstructed to form a Government. On Dec. 20, Lord John
Russell announced that he was unable to form a Government, and Sir Robert Peel
resumed office. Lord Stanley (the late Lord Derby) declined to take part in this new
Government, the basis of which, though not vet declared, was the gradual abolition
of the Corn-laws. Parhament opened on Jan 22, and on Jan. 27, Sir Robert Peel pio-

posed his plan of a total repeal at the end of three years ]

I FEEL deeply indebted to you for the
kind manner i which you have recerved
the announcement of my name, and I
may add that I am truly encouraged and
gratified by the aspect of the meetmg,
anl the numbers which have assembled
here this evening  The greatest gratifi-
cation next to that which I received from
the manner m which the electors of
Wholverhampton returned my friend, M.
Vithers, to Parhament, 15 that such a
tibute has been paid to hin by the men
of Bnmingham on this occasion, because
it will put mto s hands additional
weapons i the House of Commons,
which I am swie he will use night man-
fully for the common benefit of us all
I did not come here for the purpose of
making an aigumentative speech on the
subject of commercial freedom, for all
now are made awate, from experience
of the 1esults, how injuriously the re-
stiiction of commercal ficedom acts,

and the poorest and least informed can
see that those consequences which were
predicted from the existing system aie
approaching, We aie now near a state
of fanune, and this, as my fuend, M.
Villiers, has already stated, 15 one of
the 1esults which were frequently pre-
dicted as to be expected from the law
which prevented the mportation of
cotn It was a prediction which had
been made by every enhghtened speaker
and writer on the subject, from the time
of Lord Gienwille’s protest i the Houce
of Lords, m 1815, down to the last
pamphlet which had been written m
relation to the question. We have to
expect, from time to time, anudst oc-
castona! gleams of happmess and pros-
perity, such seasons of gloom as that
which we now witness m ccisequence
of the operations of the Corn-law, for
that 1s 1ts necessary result A conse-
quence, which has been well described
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by my friend, C»l Thompson that ve-
tetan champion of Free Trade, m one
of those graphic comparnsons for which
he 1s s0 remaikable, when he said the
country, under the influence of the law,
was hlie a bnd fastencd with a <pual
spring—1t mught wing 1ts way aloft for
a short time, Lut oniy to be agam -
evitably diawn back to wheie it ascend-
ed from.

What, then, 15 to be done? It seems
that we have been deluding ourselves,
when we thought that the Governnient
was gomg to do somethmng We, 1t
seems, have not a Government such as
several conunental nations enjoy  Aae
you nnt exceedingly giatified that you
are not decued worthy of as good tieat-
ment at the hands of your Government
as the Ru~ains, Twiks, and Dutch 1e-
cerve from thens? When these Goveirn-
ments find that theie 15 likely to be a
scarelty, they do that which common
sense would dictate to any one; wlhich
any communty out of Bedlam would do
at once, if left to their own unbiassed
Judgment  Seemg that there was a
prospect of an msufficient supply of food
at home, they opened wide their ports
to admit the needed supply from any
patt of the world fiom which 1t nught
come. This was precisely what we ex-
pected fiom our 1ational Government
What have thirteen noblemen gnd gen-
tlemen been lately meeting m Cabinet
Counal to discuss® I wish I had the
names of the thirieen notables, for they
would be historic cuniosities to be handed
down to postenity What have they
been dehiberating upon® Was it whether
they, from their own rents and reveuues
should make a large purchase of giam
a1 potatoes ahroad, m order to supply
the wants of the people at home?  Was
1t whether they should vote a subads
out of the public taxes, with which to
buy food for a starving people? It was
none of these  ‘The difficulty upon
which they solemnly deliberated was
this — whether they should allow the
people of this country to feed them-
selves?—and 1t seems they have decided
that they shall not. Rumours 1each you
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—we cannot tell you Low well founded
—that there is m the Cabinet a division
on this matter. You are told that Sir
Robert Peel and Sir James Graham have
ranged themselves on the one side, and
the Duke of Wellington and Lord Stan-
ley on the other—that they are thus at
vauance with one tnother on this ques-
tion, and that the Duke and lus party
have decided that you, the people of
England, shall not be allowed to feed
yourselves Now this 1s the question on
which we are at 1ssue with these mighty
personages. 1f I mistake not, you hasve
tiied the metal of the noble warrior be-
fore m Bumingham. He 15 a man whom
we all hike to honour, as possessing
those quahities which entitle men to ow
esteem wherever possessed—high com-
age, firmuess of resolve, and indomitable
peiseverance  But let me remind the
noble Duke, that, notwithstanding hiws
victories on the field, he never yet en-
tered mto a contest with linglishmen
m which he was not beaten. I say we
skhall feed ourselves. And, now that this
battle must and shall be fought, T hope
the veteran Duke will ive long enough
to test the quality of his countrymen
agamn

But, after all, 1t 15 not the ruke who
1s the Goveinment—it 15 Sir Robert Peel.
We hear m the House of Commons, m
the palmy days of prosperity, when Peel
brings forwaid his measures, and dictates
to his servile colleagues what his pohicy
shall be, the little word “I,’ repeated
over and over again, reminding us that
‘1, as Premuer, act upon my own respon-
sibility —that ‘I’ do this, and ‘I’ do
that  If he1s the Prime Minster, we
hold him responsible for ms acts. Now,
I see many attempts made to shirk that
responsibility, and sometimes m a very
shabby manner, by trying to make 1t
appeat that we who cry out against this
responsibiity mean to do lum some
personal violence. 'Was ever such a
schoolboy trick as that resorted to by
a man m his situation? He 1s fanly
ashamed of it now, as are all who sit
behind him, and who faithfully sup-
ported Ium 1t But we nind the news
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papers still dealing with this hypocitical
and absurd argument Why, for my
own part, I would not touch a hair of
his head, were he ever so much in my
power. But what 1s the meaning of this
responsibility on the part of a Mimster ?
The Queen, with us, 15 not 1esponsible
If we were governed by a Czar, or by a
Grand Turk, we would then hold the
sovereign responsible.  In a system of
constitutional government hke ows,
however, it 15 the Minster alone who 15
responsible  None but the Queen can
1ssue an Order in Council for the open-
mg of the ports, and the Queen would
have done this long ago, but that she
has to wait until Sir Robert Peel chooses
to inform her that the Cabimnet have con-
scnted to her domg so.  We, then, as
loyal subjects, are only pursuing a con-
stitutional course when we bring lum to
the bar of public opinion, and declare
lum responsible for the acts of the Go-
vernment

We are told, to be sure, by those who
<tll put forth their daily nonsense
defence of monopoly, that to admut for-
cign corn 1s not to hit the right way, by
wnich the present difficulties can be sur-
nwounted.  Instead of enlarging the sup-
ply of food, we aie told that certamn
yieat public woiks are to be undertaken.
Railroads are to be constructed and
lands to be drained in Ireland, and the
ti-heites are to be promoted, and all
these devices are to be cartied thiough
by the mstrumentality of the public
purse.  Anything will be done but the
ught thing. That reminds me of the
old story of the man who had a hoise,
winch was in the last stage of dechne,
for want of sufficient nourishment, and
who told his fitend that the horse would
not thrive, although he had given lum
otd shoes, chips, and even oyste1-shells,
His friend replied to him, * Suppose you
uy corn.” Now we say to those gentle-
men who want to feed the people with
pickaxes, shovels, fishing-nets, and
draining-tiles, ¢ Suppose you try a little
corn’ You, who do not sit mm the
House of Commons, would be aston-
whed how reluctantly we bung our op-
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ponents’ noses to the corn-erib. Now,
mark me. Be prepaied in the present
emeigency, and constantly on yowm
guaid Theie will be an effoit made
to exfiact some enormous Jobbery out
of the anticipated famine. The land-
lords in Ireland have not cultivated
their lands, their bogs, and wastes, as
they should have done; and now they
will get the Government to do 1t for
them out of the public taxes of all which,
of course, they will 1eap the benefit
Now, be on your guard I have no
objection, after everything else which
should first be resorted to has been done
—after the ports have been thrown open,
without let or indrance—if charity 1~ to
be admumistered to the Insh people,
that 1t should 1ather be bestowed m the
shape of payment of wages than as elee-
mosynary grants,

I read m the papers of to-day the
speech of the King of Belgium to the
Chambers 1n that country, m which he
congratulated them that they bhave
opened the ports for the admussion of
foreign corn, and that being done, they
are enabled, by a vote of public money,
to execute certain public works, tomake
up for the deficiency in employment, and
thereby supply the people with food.
In Belgium, you see, they do not ex-
pect to feed their people with mere pick-
axes and shovels, They first let m the
needed supply of foreign corn, and then,
by supplymg funds for the execution of
public works, provide the people with
the means of feeding themselves with-
out resorting to chaiity. Was ever a
people so msulted as are the English
people by the arguments of the monopn-
lists? WWhat 1s our present dilemma?
It 1s nerther more nor less than the want
of food Now what do people work
for? Not for work itself, certamnly, but
for the food which they are enabled to
procure by 1t The monopolist wiiters
think, or so pretend, that 1t1s work that
15 wanted at present, Now work 15
never wanted but as a means of getting
something outof it.  'We have the lmgh-
est authoiity-—that of sacred wnt 1twelf
—for considermng woirk a curse, but a
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curse which 1s mercifully sweetened by
the rewards of labour. But where aie
the rewards to come fiom 1f theie 15 an
insufficient supply of food to meet the
wants of the people? The Irish are
about to suffer from a famine, It will
not confine its effects to those who can
work upon raihoads, but willalso, mall
probability, affect every man, woman,
and child scattered over the face of that
country, and, with the exception of the
wealthy portion of the population, the
mass of the inhabitants of towns. Those
able to woik, and those not able, will
equally suffer. Are these the people
into whose hands, with your supply of
food manifestly deficient, you can put
pickaxes and shovels, and expect them
to work, without holding out to them
the prospect of receiving the ample and
legitumate reward of labour °

‘What happened 1n the spung of 1822,
I am afiaid, 1s very likely to happen
agamn. Mark my words, and I speak
them 1n sorrow, that next spiring will
develope the calamitous 1esult of our
present swicidal policy. It was only
the spring after the harvest of 1821 that
the evil to which I have just alluded
was felt. In the spring of 1822, when
the country people had eaten up the
potatoes which were left them, they
flocked m crowds to the towns for sub-
sistence ; for 1t 1s m towns that you find
ample supplies of food generally accu-
mulated, and in the towns the starving
masses had to be fed from the chanty of
therr fellow-countrymen. Depend upon
1t you will have to feed large masses of
the people of Lieland 1n a hike manner
out of a public fund before midsummer.
But where 1s the subsistence to come
fiom wluch you are to administer to
them? It 1s not in this country, and
must be procured elsewhere. But does
1t not behove the Minister of the Crown
to see, 1n the present emergency, that
not a moment 1s lost 1 accumulating
m this country such a stock of food as
may not be procurable next spring,
when famine presses heavily upon us,
for less than double the price which
some time ago we would have been
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called upon to pay for it® Mark how
our piresent rulers aie tampering with
the existing alarming condition of the
country. You behold the organs of the
Government giving vent to statements,
the object of which 1s to induce us to
believe that the evil does not exist to the
extent which has been assigned to 1t
Is there, then, a deep-laid conspiracy
on the pait of any one to lead us falsely
mnto the anticipation of evils which there
15 no real ground to apprehend ?  That
cannot be. Have we not seen that
solemn masses have been offered up n
Roman Catholic chapels, beseeching the
Disposer of all Events that He would
graciouslyavertthe impending calamity ?
Did we not see m yesterday’s paper that
the primate and bishops of Ireland had
ordered prayers to be offered up, to ai-
rest, 1f possible, the progress of the
thieatened evil? Have we not had
boards of guardians, on more occasions
than one, memonalising Government to
do what they could to moderate the
severity of the apprehended famine?
If all this be so, can 1it, then, be pos-
sible that any person or persons have
entered mto a wide and diabolical con-
spiracy, for the purpose of trifling with
the most sacred feelings of humanity, or
1s the statement of the evil a lamentable
and ncontrovertible fact ? That state-
ment 1s unfortunately but too melan-
choly a tiuth, and yet the Government
1s tamperng with this most critical
juncture of ow national welfare, and
leads us to mfer that it 1s prepared to
do nothing.

Well, then, as Mr, Villiers and Earl
Ducie have well advised you, it 1s high
time for the people to speak out. There
have been scarcely any demonstrations
as yet m the country in favour of the
mmecdhate opeming of the poits. And
why? Because every one expected that
every successtve mail from London
would cairy to him the welcome de-
asion of the Cabinet that the ports had
been already opened. People did not
choose to waste their strength and theuwr
energies m pieparing for a demonstra-
tion, which was to take place at the end
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of 2 week’s time, in favour of an object
which they thought would be accom-
plished every twenty-four hours. It
now behoves the people of every town
to meet, as the people of Manchester
are going to meet, and thiow upon the
Government the whole responsibihity of
the present state of things, and call upon
them mnmediately to open the ports;
and, when once opened, they will never
be shat again, That 1s the true reason
why the ports have not already been
opened, If there had been no Anti-
Corn-law League, they would have been
opened a monthago It 1s because they
know well i the Cabmet, and because
the landlords also well know, that the
question of total and 1mmediate 1epeal
of the Corn-laws 15 at stake, that they
will risk, like desperate gamblers, all
that may befall us dnring the next six
months, rather than part with that law.

Well, if they won’t open the ports,
somebody must make them You will
be the laughing-stock of all Christendom
1f you do not make them - only think of
the Dutchman—think of Mynheer whilst
smoking his pipe, and seeing the ships
coming mn from America laden with corn
for lnm. How he will laugh at your
stupidity when he sees Englishmen
staiving, while Dutchmen are well fed !
We are not sunk quite so low as that
vet  But for Sir Robert Peel, what a
aitreal moment in his fortune has now
past ! I say past, for let him do the act
at the end of this month, which he
ought to have done ten days ago, still
he will not be the same man that he
would have been had he done 1t then.
lhere 15 not even a child m statesman-
<hip that could not have then told Sir
Robert Peel, ¢ Now s the critical pertod
of your political fortune—this 1s the tide
of your political life; if you take 1t at
15 flood, you go on to such a fortune as
no statesman ever attaned m this coun-
t1y before ; but 1f you muss it—if you
allow the flood to pass by you—you
will prove to the world that you have
been all your Iife a pietender, and a
mere hoax on the credulity of yom
countrymen.”
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We have all been thinking for some
time past that Peel was the man—not
the coming man—but the come man,
Everybody began to say, ‘Peel is the
manu for a practical statesman, to govern
a practical people ;” and I have no hesi-
tation 1n saying, that if Sir Robert Peel
had taken the course I have suggested,
of boldly bearding the Tron Duke, and
at once dismissing him and his tail from
the Cabinet, I have no heutation in say-
mg, so far as Lancashue and Yorkdme
are concerned, he would have rallied
around him the whole of the mighty
population of those counties as one man
m his suppoit,  We should have buiied
Whig or Tuiy fiom the moment we
found Sir Robert Peel had abolished
the Corn-laws. Thete would have been
a umon of all men and all classes m
those districts 1n support of the man
who had the courage and the honesty
to put an end to this atiocious and long-
continued injustice  But he has not
done 1t, and [ venture to prophesy that
he won’t do 1t Somebody else will
have to do 1it. and we are not yet so
badly off m England but that we may
find somebody wilhing and able to do
the will of the country whenever 1t 1s
unnustakmgly expressed. We are told
that 1t would be useless to pass a law to
admut foreign corn, for there is none to
come m. Then what has the Cabinet
been delibeiating about so long? If
there was no coin to come 1, why did
the Government hold four or five Cabi-
net Councils to decide whether 1t should
come m ot not> Some of the protec-
tiomsts tell us, that even 1f our supply
1s deficient, the 1emedy 1s not to look to
foreign countries, but to our native pro-
duce. But that is not the rule they
follow m anything else but corn. I
heard not long ago Mr. Gladstone ex-
pound most eloquently the great im-
portance of permitting the free admis-
ston of foreign lard, flax, hides, and
many other things, as being necessary
as the raw matenals for ow manufac-
tures. Though flax 1s grown in Eng-
land, though we produce hides, and
{ make larl, these aie admitted from
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abroad, but with regard to corn, the
argument 15, that we are not to look to
foreign countries for an creased or
supplementary supply of that article.
And so 1t 15, It s the corn question
upon which the mighty struggle will be,
after all  And I will whisper m your
ear the reason why ;—corn 1s the article
upon which rents are fixed, and by
which tithes aie regulated. Do not
deceive yowselves, and suppose you
will get a free admussion of foreign corn
—that 15, wheat—except after a con-
siderable struggle. They do not mind
so much about Indian corn. Lord
Sandon the other day wiote from
Liverpool, that he has no objection to
Indian corn coming . And why? It
does not regulate tithes, cr operate on
fixed rents 1n this countiy.

My noble friendl, Lotd Ducie, was
quite right when he said that the land-
owner mught do as well without Corn-
laws as with them, and the farmer and
farm-labouier much better But, un-
fortunately, everybodv 1n the same
position 1s not up to the hght of my
noble friend The squie and land-
owner m general think differently fiom
my noble fitend, and they actually his
him at then agncultwal meetings [
tell this a~ 2 speaimen of then mtelh-
geuce.  But they only act according to
their own convictions and therr own 1g-
norant piejudice.  And heie let me re-
mind you, that this countiy 1~ governed
by the 1gnorance of the countiy  And
I do not siy this without proof; for
among-t those Member of the majority
of the House of Commou~ who uphold
the Corn-law protective principle, there
15 not a man of anything hke average
mtellect who dares to speak m therr
favour, Y ou cannot appeal to a single
statesman that deseives a moment’s 1¢-
gard as such, who has uttered anything
hke an authontative dictum
favom. Theie 1» no smgle witer of
eminence who has not repudiated the
doctimes of the monopolists.  They are
condemned alike by all the intelligence
of this and of past ages, and yet they
rule this country at this time with more
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tyranny than even the Grand Turk him-
self governs with. These people, though
possessing no intelhgence themselves,
yet find people to do thewr work for
them. They will find Sir Robert Peel
to do 1t, and that aganst his own con-
scientious convictions ; for there can be
no doubt that Sir R. Peel is at heart as
good a Free-tiaderas I am myself He
has told us so i the House of Commons
again and agamn; nor do I doubt that
Sir R Peel has in his inmost heart the
desire to be the man who shall cairy out
the principles of Free Trade w ths
country. But he has been tampermg
with the question in order to adapt his
policy to the ignorance of hus paity, and
we see the state mnto which the country
has been brought the while,

We have, however, one consolation--
we have run the fox to earth at last, and
know he cannot double on us agam.
The question cannot be dealt with m
another session, as 1t has been when the
country has been blessed with her abund-
ant crops, and when trade was good.
and the people all employed. If you
had seen the jaunty airs Sir Robert Peel
gave himself when we talked of Fiee
I'rade i past sessions, you would have
been amused, if not astomished, But
that 1s all at an end now, and next ses-
sion we shall have him fanly pinned,
and he knows it too. And I can tell
you, that if there 1s one man who wall
go up to Paillament next session with a
heavier heait than another, that man 1
Sir Robeit Peel It 15 my belief, that
1if 1 the mean time he does not take the
step of thiowing open the ports, he will
not dare to face us at all next session.
Of this I am quite sure, that 1f the lead-
mg Membeis of the Opposition, in an-
other sesston, take the position they
ought to take—in the van of the people;
and, having the people at thewr back,
stand boldly forth as the advocates of
those sound puncples we are met hee
to support, and will show themselves
ready and determined to apply them as
tairly, as effectually, and as peimanently
as my honourable fuiend, Mr. Villers,
wonld, and Sn Robeit Peel takes lus
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place in Parliament without fiist open-
g the ports, I undertake to say that
they will shake him out of office mn a
week

But I do not hike altogether the idea
of giving Peel up  He 1s a Lancashue
man—and 1n my part of the country we
ate proud of Lancashire men  We used
tu think that Sir Robert cast a <heep s
eve on the tall chimneys, and that he
had something of a lingermg kindness
for Lancashire: and I can tell him 1t
would have been a proud day for the
Lancashire men, when they saw a Lan-
cashire man, and the son of a Lancashne
manuflactwier, stand forwaid to 1escue
the commerce of the country fiom the
shackles of that feudal and senseless op-
pression 1t has »0 long laboured under
I must not forget that I am chaiged
with a message from Lancashne to you
You have alieady heard what we have
done by our twelve months’ labow at
the registration. We have secuied that
county for the Free-traders; and you
have also heard what we have done
the neighbouring northern counties with
their constituencies of 70,000 o1 80,000
—constituencies greater than those of all
the counties south of Middlesex put
together. We sent Ma. Hickin to Staf-
fordshite to attend the last 1evision—he
followed the barnster to every court,
and the 1esult 15, we have gained be-
tween 1,000 and 2,000 votes. The ex-
pense of this proceeding has been paid
by the League out of its funds, and
when we asked you to contribute your
money to the League, 1t wa> with the
view of spending 1t m the same way for
you benefit. I believe South Stafford-
shire 1s safe at the next election for two
Free-traders But we must not rest
there—we must do the same in other
couaties, In South Lancashire we have
put such a majority of Free-traders on
the registry, that, unless I am much
mustaken, our opponents will not dare
to contest another election with us. I
say every man in Birmingham who can
afford 1t must buy a 40s. fieehold, and
so qualify himself to vote for South
Staffordshire.  In Manchester, we say
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to every man who has a good coat on
his back, ¢You must buy a freehold,
and qualify for the county.” But you
have a county nearer here—you aie
vartly m Noith Warwickshire as well as
Coventry: and if you qualify, what s to
prevent yow retuiniag two Free-tiaders
for that place at the next election?
Shaine on you 1f you doubt 1t!  Think
of the Dbeauty of the 40s frechold!
Why, 1t 15 the best part of the Reform
Dill—1t 15 an inhentance handed down
to us fiom ow ancestois five hundied
yeals ago A man for 50/ can buy one
of these fieeholds, and place hims:f, as
regards the county fianchise, upon an
equality with the squue who has an
estate of 5.000/ a-year.

The landowners have multiplied their
50/ tenants-at-will, and, do what they
will, they cannot stretch out theu land
hke India-iubber ; but you can make
evely cobbler's stall, every butcher's
Jhamble, every stable, the means of
conferring the franchise, and placing 1ts
owner on an equality with the man who
holds an estate of 50,000/ a.year I
<ay, too, 1if you choose, you can ensure
the retmin of two Free-tiaders for Woi-
cestershite Worcester must also be wou.
There was a desultory etfort made to
gain Noith Warwickshue the other day,
which ended disgracefully, and which
showed the necessity of some local o1gan-
wation. Tis votes, not meetings, that
persuade Sir Robert Peel  In Stafford-
shie, the revising barrister acknow-
ledged that the League had purged the
1~g1stiv of an immense number of ficti-
tious votes  The finger of scorn should
be pomnted at any of the muddle classes
in the northern towns who did not be-
come co-electors. The man 15 not fit to
be a freeman who, when he could afford
1t, refuses to pay 30/ for the franchise
Having qualified every man you can,
you must proceed to a systematic purg-
ing of the registers. Many silly persons
object to tlus as disfranchising the peo-
ple; butif our opponents strike off our
votes, are theirs to remain untouched?
(¢ No, no.’) We sliould be m such a posi-
tion as to be able to tell the Government,
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‘You must give up the Cow-laws, o
gwve up a good deal more.’

The anstocracy of this countiy have
the army, the navy, the c lonies, and a
large amount of expendituie, at their dis-
posal.  "Tis a perfect paiadise for the
aristocracy 1n this country, 1f they knew
only how to behave themselves—not as
angels, but as decent, honest, 1ational
men.  Whom have they to govern?®
Practical, industrious, intelligent men,
whose thoughts centred in their business,
and who would gladly leave to those
above them the toil of goveinment, if
those were willing to allow commerce
and mdustry fair play. 'What a people
for an anistocracy to govern! And yet
they 115k all for the sake of a miserable
tan on bread, which 1s of no earthly
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benefit even to themselves. Be prepared
for a cusws as to this law, which may
come on even before the next dissolution,
You will see by the swaying of parties,
and the general agitation of the pubhc
mind in the next sesston, that some great
change 14 approaching, and when you
discover these symptoms, don’t mind
who goes out or , but keep your eyes
steachly fixed on this corn question; and
when the crisis does come, let the mul-
titudinous numbers of Lancashire, York-
shire, and Staffordshire be prepared to
act with united strength against the vile
fabric of monopoly, over which, when
levelled with the earth, will be driven
the ploughshare of peace, that prospenity
may arise out of 1its ruins,
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I THINK some of the protection so-
cieties would be glad to have our over-
flow to-might. If this agitation conti-
nues, we shall have to build an edafice as
large as St Paul’s to hold the Leaguers.
1 believe to-day we have had application
for 30,000 tickets of admission ; we have
now many hundieds round this bwld-
mg more than can be accommodated ;
and we have a great many more mside
than can be comfortable DBut I feel
confidence in the disposition of all good
Leaguers to accommodate each other;
and I must say that I have seen n front
of me every disposition to be quiet; but
1t is the same to-night as I have observed
generally in my great experience at pubhic
meetings, that 1f there1s any disturbance
1t 1s always amongst the aristocracy upon
the platform.

I think this meeting is a sufficient
proof of the exciting circumstances under
which we meet to-might. I need not say
a word. [Mr. Cobden was here mter-
rupted by a slight disturbance arising
from the extremely crowded state of the
stage.] Some gentlemen at the back of
the stage wish to have my assurance
that there 1s no room 1 fiont; I can
assure them that there 1s not vacant space
for a mouse I think the aspect of the
meeting 15 a sufficient 1llustration of the
present cnisis of our great movement
The manner in which we aie gathered
together; the excited feeling which am-
mates all present—allindicate that there
15 something peculiar in the present phase
of our movement. I do not know how
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it is, but 1f I see other people mchned
to throw up their caps and become ex-
ceedmgly excited, 1t always makes me
feel and look grave; for I always think
there 1s the most danger when people
are the Jeast on their guaid in this wicked
world. Doubtless we have brought ou
cause to a new position—we have got 1t
mto the hands of politicians. The *ms’
and the ‘outs’ are quanelling over 1.
But I am very anxious to impiess upon
you and our fiyends throughout the king-
dom-——for what we say here 1s read by
hundieds and thousands elsewhere~-that
1t 1s not our business to form Cabinets—
to choose mdividuals who shall cairy out
our principles; we ale not to tiust to
others to do our work; we are not to
feel confident that the work will be done
till 1t 1s done; and I will tell you when
and when only I shall consider 1t done
—when I see the sheet of the Act of
Parliament wet from the printer’s con-
tamng the total abolition of the Corn-
laws.

1 have always expected in the course
of our agitation that we should knock a
Government or two on the head before
we succeeded. The Government of 1841
can hardly be said to have been killed
by the Coin-law; 1t took the Corn-law
as a last despeiate dose in order to cure
it of a long and lingeiing disease—but
it proved fatal to it. 1 think we may
say, too. that the recent Government
has died of the Corn law ; and om busi-
ness must be, gentlemen, to tiy and
make the fate of the last Government a
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waining to the next. We do not cer-
tamly exactly know yet why Sir Robert
Peel 1an away fiom hs own law ; we
have had no explanation 1 have been
m town for thiee or four days. 1 thought
when 1 came fiom the country I might
probably get a httle behind the scenes,
and learn something about 1t ; but Iam
as much 1n the dark now as when T came
fiom Lancaslire. I cannot leain why
1t was that Sir Robert Peel bolted. From
what did he run? It was his own law,
passed m 1842, 1t was deliberated upon
about six months in 1831 It was not
passed at the piessing solicitation of the
people for any such law. I know that
almost the whole of the people petitioned
agamst it. It was his own handiwork,
done 1 defiance of the people ; and now,
mn 1845, with still the same Parliament,
with 2 majority of go to back him, the
very muen who passed the law bemg still
at lus back, he suddenly runs away and
leaves his shdng-scale as a legacy to his
successors. Gentlemen, if he had carried
his own law with him—f he had only
carried off his sliding-scale to Tamworth
—1I do not think we should have made
many inquirtes about him.  But he has
left hus law, and we do not know how
he 1s gomg to deal with it in future.

I suppose, when we meet 1n Parlia-
ment, which may be early next month
—at all events, the sooner the bettey—
the first thing I shall look to with some
degree of interest will be an answer to
the question, What is the reason of this
sudden dissolution of the Cabinet? I
shall await Sn Robert Peel’s explanation
with very gieat mterest. He will doubt-
less be able to tell us whether the facts
collected by his commussioners in Ireland
as well as 1n England were of such a na-
ture as to impiess him with the 1dea that
we are verging on a probable famme 1n
one country, if not in both. If that be
the case, I suppose he will alvo tell us
that, so far as he was concerned, he was
the advocate in his Cabmet for the sus-
penston of his own handiwork—the shd-
ing-scale.  Well, that bemng the case, I
presume, when Parhament meets, he
st assist us Lo do that which he could
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not accomplhsh himself with his refiac-
tory Cabinet. I expect—I do not know
whether 1 may be 1ash 1n expecting 1t—
fiom Sir Robeit Peel straightforwaid
conduct

There are people who tell us that this
Com-law must not be suspended sud-
denly, that it must not be dealt with
1ashly and piecipitately, and that, if we
are to have the repeal of the Corn-law,
it must be done gradually, step by step
Well, gentlemen, that might have been
mn the eyes of some a very statesmanlike
way of domng 1t six or seven years ago.
Some people would have thought last
vear, when wheat was at 47s. a quarter,
that 1f a law had been passed then pro-
viding for the extinction of the Coin-law
m two ot three years, that that would
have been no very bad measme to have
been obtamed ; but who will propose
now to pass a law mmposing a fixed duty
on corn next sp1ng, to go off 35. or 4s. the
spung after, and 35 or 4s. the spring
after that, till 1t comes to nothing ? That
would not suit the exigencies of the pre-
sent movement Our wise Legisloture,
our wise Conservative statesmen, would
not deal with this question when they
mught have dealt with it with some ad-
vantage to then own policy. We were
pressing on the Government to deal with
the Corn-laws last year and the year be-
fore, when wheat was at 47s. a quarter,
but we weie told then we were rash
men ; that the Corn-law had not had a
fair trial ; that ours was not the way to
deal with 1t, that we must wait to see
how it wotked,

Well, now they are seeing how 1t has
worked. But theie 15 no time for tem-
porising now. Natuie has stepped 1n ;
Providence has interfered, and has -
flicted a famine upon the land, and set
at nought all the contrivance, delay, and
modifications of statesmen  They have
but one way of dealing with this ques-
tion, It is of no use asking us for a
feather-bed to drop ow arnstocracy up-
on; they nught have had a feather-bed,
if there had been one to offer them ; but
there 15 nn feather-bed for them now.
They must have the total and immediate
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repeal of the Corn-laws; not because
the League has demanded it ; not out of
any deference to the Shibboleth of clubs
like ours. No, we do not ask them to
bow to any such dictation as that; we
will not mflict any unnecessary humili-
ation upon our landowners; but they
have put off this good work so long, until
Nature has stepped m, and now they
must bow to the law of Nature without
any delay.

Gentlemen, we meet Parliament next
session—1 take 1t for granted—with but
one proposition before us,~—that is, the
mmediate and total abolition of the
Corn laws. No Minister can take office
without proposing that measure, whether
Sir Robert Peel or Lord John Russell.
I defy them to take office and come be-
fore Parliament without the Queen’s
Speech proposing that measure. No ;
we will not exult over them ; it 1s not
our domng, after all; we have prepared
the pubhic mn some degiee to take ad-
vantage of a natural calamity, but we
are not so well prepared as we should
have been if they had given us a year
or two more ; the potato rot has tripped
up the heels of Sir Robert Peel, but 1t
has also stopped our registration agents
a httle We should like to have had
another year of qualification for counties.
If we had had another year or two, we
could have shown the monopolist land-
owners that we can transfer power in
this country from the hands of a class
totally into the hands of the middle
and industrial classes of this country.
We shall go on with that movement,
and I hope it will never stop; but we
shall have to deal with the crisis of the
Corn-law question next session.

The Queen’s 'Speech, withina month
of this time, must recommend the abol-
ition of the Corn-laws. I want to get
into the House of Commons agan to
have some talk about that question.
Oh! 1t is very heavy work, I assure
you ; it is heavier work every day to
come into these enthusiastic meetings,
and talk of this question, for we meet
no opponents 1 do not know how it
15, but I have that quality of combative-
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ness, as phrenologists call it, and unless
I meet with some opposition I am as
dull as ditch-water.  Well, there is no
man to be found at large out of the
House of Commons who can be got in
public to say a word 1 defence of the
Corn-laws 5 that 15, you cannot hear any
attempted defence out of their own pio-
tection societies, and you know they are
privileged people.

I am anxious to meet them m the
House of Commons upon this subject ;
but it will be an odd scene when we
assemble next session, for we shall not
know where to sit.  There will be such
greetings m the lobbies, one asking the
other, “On which side aie you gong to
sit?’  And then, the greatest curiosity
of all, the greatest subject of mterest,
will be to see where Sir R. Peel 1> to
sit. I should not wonder if we shall
have to find hun a chair, and put him in
the mddle of the floor.

Now, [ shall be somewhat interested
in witnessing the arguments that will be
used by the piotectiomsts 1 defence of
this Corn-law  Recollect, the debate
will come on with reference to the ex-
igency of the moment. The Corn-law
must be suspended instantly, if Lord
John Russell takes office. He will be
a bold man if he does. But 1f he does,
1 suppose he will either suspend the law
the next day by an Order i Council,
or he will call us together ; and he will
throw down his proposition, ‘Either
you must suspend that Corn-law at
once, or I will not hold office a week.”
Then the debate will turn as to the ne-
cessity of suspending this Corn-law ;
and we shall have gentlemen getting up
from Dorsetshire and Essex, protesting
that there 1s a great abundance of every-
thing in the countiy, that there 15 no
scarcity at all, no potato rot, and that
there 15 a full aveiage quantity and
quahty of wheat [Cheers, and cries of
¢ Plenty of curry.’]

Then I should not wondei, gentle-
men, 1f we were to hear some moral 1e-
ceipts for feeding the people. You
know Dr. Buckland has lately been
publishing a papet 1ead at Oxford to the
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Ashmolean Society, I believe, and he
has shown that people can lhive very
well on peas, can get on tolerably well
upon beans, and, if there 1s nothmg else
to be had, they can live pretty well
upon mangold-wurzz'; and he gives an
mstance of one good lady who lived, 1
do not know how many days, by suck-
my the starch out of her white pocket-
handkeichief. Now, mangold-wurzel,
starch, and beans, muixed with a httle
curty-powder. would do very well.

Well, gentlemen, we shall have a di-
vision as well as a debate I should like
to see the names of those good men
the House of Commons who will vote
aganst opening the ports — that 1s, the
men who will decree that we shall not
be tireated as well as the Prussians, tne
Turks, the Poles, and the Dutchmen : if
they outvote us upon that proposition,
we shall have a geneiral election I should
like to see some of those curry-powder
candidates go down to their constituents.
I would advise you to get doses of the
curry-powder water ready; a httle hot
watel, and a pinch of curry-powder stir-
red up, makesa man very comfortable to
go to bed with, they say Tiy it upon
some of the protectionist candidates,

Gentlemen, this is no laughing subject,
after all.  As my friend, Mr. Villiers,
says, 1t 1s a question very much between
Sir Robert Peel and Lovd John Russell
now I haveno reason, and I think you
will all admut 1L, to feel any very great
respect for Sir Robert Peel; he is the
only man in the House of Commons
that I can never speak a woid to in pri-
vate without forfeiting my own respect,
and the 1espect of all those men who sit
around me. But though I say that, and
though I am justified mn saying it, yet
this I will say, that so deeply have I this
question of the Coin-laws at heart, that
if Sir Robert Peel will take the same
manly, straightforward part that Lord
John Russell has taken—if he will avow
an 1ntelligible course of action—that is
what I want, no mystification—if he will
do that, T will as heartily co-operate with
him as with any man 1n the House of
Commons.
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I should think now the time was come
when every statesman, of whatever party,
who has a particle of mtelligence and
conscience, must be anxious to remove
this question of supplying the food of
the people out of the category of party
politics ; for see what a fearful state it
places the Mmustiy m.  They mamtam
a law for the purpose of regulating the
supply of food to the people; if the food
falls short, the people assail the Govern-
ment as the cause of thewr scarcity of
food. this is a responsibihity that no Go-
vernment or human power ought to as-
sume to itself, It 15 aresponsibility that
we should never invest a Government
with, 1f that Government did not assume
to atself the functions of the Dety.

Gentlemen, why should we tax the
Government with bemg the cause of our
suffering when we are visited with a de-
fective harvest ? Why should a Govern-
ment fly away > Why should a Prime
Minister retire from office because there
1s a faillure and 10t in the potatoes?
Suppose we had a devastating flood that
swept anay half our houses 1 a day, we
should never think of charging the Ex-
ecutive Goveinment with being the cause
of our calamities. The Government
does not undertake to build houses, or
to keep houses for us.  Suppose half of
our mercantile maitine was swept away
with a hurricane, and 1f the whole of 1t
was submetrged 1n the flood, we should
never think of flymg at the Government,
and making them responsible for such a
calamity. On the contrary, if we had
such a due event by flood or fire happen-
ing to the country, we should mstinct-
1wvely 1ally round the Government, one
helping the other in o1der to mitigate the
horrors of such a calamity  And why
should 1t be otheiwise with supplying
the food of the people? Why, because
the Government of this country—Mn-
1sters and Parliament m this Jand—have
ariogated to themselves functions which
belong not to man, but to nature—not
to laws of Parhiament, but to the laws
of Providence —not to regulations of
statesmen, but to regulations of the mer-
chants of the woild, 1t 15 because they



1348

have taken upon themsels ¢ superhuman
functions that we make them responsible
for divine mflictions

Then, gentlemen, I hope that every
mtelligent statesman i this country wall
be anxious to get rnid of this question of
protection to aguicuiture  But thereis
another reason why our intelligent states-
men ought to wish to bury it so deep
that even 1ts ghost cannot haunt us agamn
—this ragged and tattered baaner of pro-
tection—and 1t is this, that if you leave
a 1ag of 1t behmd, these protectionist
squires will hotst that ragged standaid
agam.  And my firm conviction 1s, that
they will find farmers enough to rally
1ound that old rag—they will have the
same organisayion, the same union n the
counties betwedn the protectionistsquues
and their dupes the protectionist farm-
eis—that would prove a hindrance to
everything like an enhghtened and ra-
tional goveinment on the part of any
Administration, I say, then, whether 1t
bhe Sir Robert Peel, or whether 1t be
Loid John Russell, put an end to thispro-
tective punciple , destroy 1t altogether;
leave no part of 1t behind. And the only
way you can do that 1s by pioposing
honestly, totally to abolish the Corn-laws,
and the 1est of the system will abolish
itself very soon afterwards,

There are teims talked about; they
talk of some terms; they talk of 1e-ad-
justing tasation I am told Sir Robert
Peel has got a scheme as long as my arm
for mixing up a hundrcd other things
with this Coin law I say we will have
no such mvstification of our plan nights
We have had too much of his mystifica-
tion before  In the north of England,
where we aie practical people, we have
a prejudice 1n favour of doing one thing
at a time.  Now, we will abolish the
Corn and Provision Laws if you please,
that shall be one thing we will do, and
anything else they propose to do we w1l
take 1t upon 1its meiits, as we take the
Coin=law upon 1ts demeuits  They pro-
pose a modification of taxation. and I
am told that Su Robeit Peel has some
such sop m view to compensate the
landowners  IIce has not been a very
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safe guide hitherto to the landowners of
this country; he has led them mto a
quagmire with his leadeiship. 1 pre-
dict that 1f Sir Robert Peel provekes a
discussion upon the subject of taxation
i ths countiy, that he will prove as
gieat an enemy to the landowneis as he
15 hikely to prove, according to their
views of the question, in his advocacy
of protection for them.

I wain Mimsters, and T wain land-
owners, and the anstocracy of this
country, aganst forcing upon the atten-
tion of the middle and industrious classes
the subject of taxation For, great as I
consider the grievance of the protective
system, mighty as I consider the fiaud
and mjustice of the Coin-laws, I veuly
believe, 1if you weire to bring forward the
history of taxation 1 this country for
the last 150 years, you will find as black
a record against the landowners as even
in the Corn-law uself. I warn them
agamst ripping up the subject of taza-
tion. If they want another League, at
the death of this one—if they want an-
other organsation, and a motive—for
you cannot have these orgamsations
without a motive and pimnciple—then
let them force the middle and ndustii-
ous classes of England to undeistand
how they have been cheated, robbed,
and bamboosled upon the subject of
taxation; and the end will be—(now I
predict 1t for the consolation of Sun
Robert Peel and his friends)—if they
force a discussion of this question of
taxation ; 1if they make 1t understood by
the people of this countiy how the land-
owners here, 150 years ago, depnived
the sovereign of his feudal nights over
them; how the aistocracy retamed
thewr feudal rnights over the minor copy-
holdeis; how they made a baigain with
the king to give him 4r. m the pound
upon their landed rentals, as a qut
chaige for having dispensed with these
nghts of feudal service fiom them, 1f
the countiy undeistand as well as 1
think I undeistand, how afterwards this
landed arstocracy passed a law to make
the valuation of their 1ental final, the
bargain oniginally bemg that they should
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pay 4s. in the pound of the yearly rate-
able value of their 1ental, as it was worth
to let for, and then stopped the progress
of the rent by a law, making the valua-
tion final, —that the land has gone on
increasing tenfold in many paits of Scot-
land, and fivefold in many parts of Eng-
laud, while the land-tax has remained
the same as 1t was 150 years ago—if
they foice us to undeistand how they
have managed to exempt themselves
from the probate and legacy duty on
real property—how they have managed,
sweet nnocents that taxed themselves
so heawvily, to transmit their estates from
sire to son without taxes or duties, while
the tradesman who has accumulated by
thrifty means his small modicum of for-
tune is subject at his death to taxes and
stamps before lus children can inhent
his property; if they foice us to under-
stand how they have esempted thewr
tenants’ houses from taxes. their tenants’
hoises from taxes, their dogs fiom taxes,
thew draining-tiles fiom taxes—if they
force these things to be understood, they
will be making as rueful a bargain as
they have alieady made by resisting the
abolition of the Corn-law.

Do not let them tell me I am talking
in a wild, chimetical stramn ; they told
me so, seven years ago, about this Corn-
law. I remember right well, when we
came to London six vears ago, mn the
spring of 1839, there were three of us in
a small roomat Brown’s Hotel, in Palace
Yard, we were visited by a nobleman,
one who had taken an active part in the
advocacy of a modification of the Corn-
laws, but not the total repeal; he asked
us, ¢ What is 1t that has brought you to
town, and what do you come to seek?’
We said, * We come to seek the total
and immediate repeal of the Corn-laws.’
The nobleman said, with 2 most empha-
tic shake of the head, ¢ You will over-
turn the monarchy as soon as you wall
accomplish that.’ Now, the very same
energy, starting from our present vant-
age-ground, having our opponents down
as we have them now-- the same eneigy
~—ay, half the eneigy, working for seven
years—would enable a sufficient number
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of the middleand woiking classes of this
countiy to quahfy for the counties, and
might transfer the power utterly and for
ever fiom the landowners of this country
to the middle and working classes, and
they nught tax the land, and tax the laxge
proprietors and 11ch men of every kind,
as they do 1 all the countries of Europe
but England.

Again and again I warn Sir Robert
Peel — 1 warn the anstocracy of this
country—that, on the settlement of this
question, they do mnot force us into a
discussion upon the peculiar buithens
upon land.

Well, they cannot meet us now with
any modification of the law, because—
however it might have suited past years
to have let them down on a feather-bed,
as they call it, to have given a salve to
their wounds—the crisis of the potato
rot will not wait for it now ; they dare
not open the question of taxation. What
will they attempt to do, then? What
can they do? Why, I would advise
them, as friends, to do justice speedily
and promptly ; and if we take the repeal
of the Corn-laws, and ask no further
questions—i1f we let bygones be bygones
—they ought to be abundantly satisfied
with the bargamn. I am disposed, gen-
tlemen, to ask no questions, to let by-
gones be bygones, I want no triumph;
I want no exaltation. I think no one
will accuse us of having crowed over
converts, or exulted over repentant
sinners. We exist as an association,
solely for the object of converting peo-
ple. It would be a very bad piece of
tactics if we ever offered the slightest
impediment to an honest conversion to
our ranks. We began in a minonty of
the intelhgent people of England. Iam
willing to admit 1t, we had to mform
the country and to arouse 1it; we live
only to convert; and I am very glad
mdeed to congratulate you upon having
converted some very immportant allies
lately.

1 feel very great pleasme 1 noticing
a statement which appears in to-day’s
paper m the news from Ireland. Itis
a report of a speech of Mr. O'Connell,
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We of the Anti-Cotn-law League have
every reason to feel mdebted to Mr
O'Connell for the uniform and consistent
course which he has taken in reference
to the Corn-laws. Fiom the beginning
he has acted and co-operated with us
both in our great meetings and in the
House of Commons; but I have never
considered him as acting here upon Eng-
hsh ground I have always regarded
him as promoting a measure for the
benefit of his own countrymen in Ireland,
when he has co-operated with us for the
repeal of the Corn-laws; because we
have had the best possible proof, 1 the
continued misery and semi-staivation of
the Trush people, that whatever good the
Corn-law may have done to the land-
owner m England, 1t is quite ceitam
that it has never been of any benefit to
the people of Ireland, a large majoiity
of whom never taste anything better
than lumper potatoes. Then, both upon
Irish and Enghsh grounds, I am glad
we have an opportunity of co-operating
with Mr. O’Connell. I rejoice that upon
this guestion, at all events, there cannot
be a line of demarcation diawn between
the two countries. Owm interests are
theirs, and theirs are ours. They want
more bread, God knows, mn Lieland ;
and 1f we can help Mr. O’Connell to
give 1t them they shall have it.

Tam not going to talk argumentatively
to-mght, and I have but to add, that
the times that ale coming ale just those
that will most require our vigilance and
activity. Demonstrations now ale com-
paratively valueless ; we shall want you
all next spring. There is a great struggle
for that period. The Duke of Richmond
has told us he shall trust to the heredi-
tary legislators of the country. Well, I
might say,—

* Hereditary bondsmen, know ye not?

T will back the ‘ hereditary bondsmen’
against the hereditary legislators upon
this question. But, no; we have not
all the hereditary legislators opposed to
us I am glad of it; we have the best
of them in our ranks; we always had
the best of them with us.  If they have
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not all jomed our club we do not care
about 1t, so long as they adopt our
principles,

I have never been for making this a
class question. I have preached from
the first that we would have the co-
opeiation of the best and most ntelh-
gent of all ranks 1in Iife—working, mid-
dle, and upper classes No, no; we
will have no war of classes n this coun-
try. It1s bad enough that mn fiee and
constitutional States you must.have yowm
parties, we cannot, 1n our state of en-
lightenment, manage our institutions
without them, but it shall never be our
fault if this question of the Corn-laws
becomes a class question, between the
middle and working classes on the one
side, and the heiedituiy legislators on
the other. No, no; we will save the
Duke of Richmond’s oider from the
Duke of Richmond. We have got Loid
Morpeth, and we have also Loirds Rad-
nor, Ducte, and Kinnaird, and a good
many more; and among the rest Earl
Grey, our earhiest and most tned cham
pion of the austociacy This is one
proof that ours 1s not a class question,
and that we are notat war with the
whole landed arnstocracy; but 1f the
Duke of Richmond sets up the Noodles
and Doodles of the anstocracy, why,
before we have done with them, they
shall be as insignificant and more con-
temptible than the 1ound-frocked pea-
santry upon his Giace's estate.

This 1s a question that, during the
next three months, will allow of no
sleeping -+ we must be all watching I
have confidence in Lord J. Russell; I
think, if you have his word you have
hisbond. I donot know at this moment
whether he will take office o1 not; but
if he does, and has Lord Morpeth and
Lord Giey associated with him, you are
as safe with them as you are with Lord
John Russell himself. I do not know
who besides he may have, [A Voice:
‘Yourself.’] Yes, I will be the watch-
man, so long as bad chaiacters are
abroad

But Lord John may have some diffi-
I culty, perthaps, m making up a Cabinet
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as willing to stick to the piinciples of
Free Trade as himself; and he may not
find them quite so willing to coerce those
refractory legislators as he may wish

We must back him, we must show him
the power we can give hum to carry this
question.  They talk of Lord John
Russell having made a mistake m put-
ting out that letter to the citizens of Lon=
don. I have heard some mean and
shabby people say, if he had not put
out that letter, how much fieer he would
have been now  Why, Lord John
Russell would have been nothing now
without that letter. The Queen would
not have sent for lnm without that letter

Lord John Russell would no more have
commanded the people’s confidence, or
excited their hopes or enthusiasm, with-
out that letter, any moie than Sir Robert
Peel himself would have done Itisa
proof not onlyof the vitahty of the prmci-
ple, that, without joining the League, he
did not join us by the mere enunciation
of a punaple which the people quite
understand and feel  Lord John Russell,
as if by change of a magic lantern, be-
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came from the most obscure the most
popular and promient man of his day

Ouis 15 the only paity that 15 now
solid, grtowimg, and conselidated 1 this
countiy; all that 15 good of the Whig
party has jomed the Free-traders—the
Whg party 1s nothing without the Free-
trade party. The Tory or Conservative
paity, call them what you will, are
broken to atoms by the disruption mn the
ranks of their leaders The League stands
erect and aloft, amdst the ruins of all
factions. Let us hold on to the princi-
ple which has made us as strong as we
now find ourselves, let us hold on to1t,
not turning to the night or to the left.
No man, or body of men, Mimisters or
ex-Ministers, have a nght to expect 1it,
nor shall they have 1t; we will not turn
a harr’s breadth to keep men m office,
or put them out of office; and if we
mamtam this ground—ay, for another
six months—then we shall be near that
tume which I so Jong for, when this
League shall be dissolved 1into its pn-
mtive elements by the triumph of 1ts
prnciples,
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I si1ALL begin the few remarks which
I have to offer to this meeting Ly pro-
posing, contrary to my usual custom, a
resolution; and 1t 15, ‘That the mer-
chants, manufacturers, and other mem-
bers of the National Anti-Corn-law
League claim no protection whatever
for the manufactuted products of this
country, and desire to see obliterated for
ever the few nommally protective duties
agamst foreign manufactures, which still
remain upon our statute books.” Gen-
tlemen, 1f any of you have taken the
pains to wade through the 1eports of the
protectionist meetings, as they are called.
which have been held lately, you would
see that our opponents, at the end of
seven years of our agitation, have found
out their mustake, and are abandomung
the Corn-laws; and now, like unskilful
blunderers as they are, they want to take
up a new position, just as we are gomng
to achieve the victory Then they have
been telling something very hke fibs,
when they claimed the Corn-laws as
compensation for pecullar buidens.
They say now that they want meiely
protection 1n common with all othe1 1n-~
terests, and they now call themselves
the advocates of protection to native m-
dustry m all 1ts branches: and, by way
of making the appeal to the less-informed
portion of the commumity, they say that
the Anti-Corn-law League are merely
the advocates of free trade m corn, but
that we want to preseive a monopoly in
manufactures.

Now, the resolution which I have to
submit to you, and which we will put
to this meeting to-might—the laigest by
far that T ever saw n this room, and
compusing men of every class and of
every calling m this dustrict —let that
resolution decide, once and for ever,
whether our opponents can with tiuth
lay that to owt charge henceforth  Theie
15 nothing new 1n this proposition, for
at the very begmning of this agitation—
at the meeting of the Chamber of Com-
merce—when that faint voice was raised
n that small room in King-street 1 De-
cember, 1838, for the total and 1mme-
diate repeal of the Corn-laws —when
that ball was set m motion which has
been accumulating m strength and ve-
locity ever simce, why, the petition stated
farrly that this commumity wanted no
protection for its own mdustry. I will
1ead the conclusion of that admunable
petition ; 1t 15 as follows :—

‘Holding one of the principles of eter-
nal justice to be the malienable right of
every man freely to exchange the result of
his labour for the productions of other
people, and maimntaiming the practice of
protecung one part of the community at
the expense of all other classes to be un-
sound and unjustifiable, your petitioners
earnestly implore your honourable House
to repeal all laws relating to the importa-
tron of foreign corn and other foreign arti-
cles of subsistence . and to carry out to the
fullest extent, both as affects agnculture
and manufactines, the true and peaceful
principles of Fiee Trade, by removing all
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existing obstacles to the unrestricted em-
ployment of industiy and capital

We have passed simular resolutions at
all our gieat aggregate meetings of de-
legates m London ever smce that was
issued.

I don’t put this resolution as an aigu-
ment or as an appeal to meet the appeals
made m the protection societies’ meet-
ings I believe that the men who now,
in this seventh year of our discussion,
can come forth before theiwr countiy, and
talk as those men have done—I believe
that you mught as well pieach to the
deaf adder.  You cannot convince them.
I doubt whether they have not been
living m their shells, like oysters; I
doubt whether they know that such a
thing is 1n existence as a railroad, or a
penny postage, or even as an hen to the
throne. They are m profound ignor-
ance of everything, and incapable of
beng taught. We don’t appeal to them,
but to a very large portion of this com-
mumtv, who don’t take a veiy promi-
nent pait m this discussion—who may
be considered as mmportant lookers-on
Many have been misled by the reiterated
assertions of our opponents; and 1t s at
this eleventh hour to convince these men,
and to give them an oppoettunity of join-
g our ranks, as they will do, that 1
offer this proof of disinterestedness and
the fairness of our pioposals. I don’t
intend to go mto an argument to con-
vince any man here that protection to
all must be protection to none. If 1t
takes from one man’s pocket, and allows
him to compensate himself by taking an
equivalent from another man’s pocket,
and 1f that goes on 1n a circle through
the whole community, 1t is only a clumsy
process of robbing all to enrich none;
and simply has this effect, that it ties up
the hands of industry mn all directions
I need not offcr one word to convince
you of that, The only motive that I
have to say & word is, that what I say
here may convince others elsewhere —
the men who meet in protection socie-
ties. But the arguments I should ad-
duce to an intelligent audience hhe this,
would be spohen m vam to the Mem-
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beis of Parhament who are now the ad-
vocates of protection. I shall meet them
mn less than a week in London, and
there T waill teach the A B C of this pro-
tecuon 1t 15 of no use tiving to teach
childien words of five syllables, when
they have not got out of the alphabet.
Well, what eaxlibitions these protec-
tionists have been making of themselves!
Judging from the length of their speech-
es, as you see them reported, you might
fancy the whole commumty was 1n mo-
tion. Unfortunately for us, and for the
reputation of our countrymen, the men
who can utter the dnivelling nonsense
which we have had exhibited to the
world lately, and the men who can
lListen to 1t, are very few m number. I
doubt exceedingly whether all the men
who have attended all the protection
meetngs, duning the last month, might
not very comfortably be put imnto this
hall. But these protection societies have
not only changed their principles, but it
seems they have resolved to change their
tactics ‘They have now, at the eleventh
hour, agam resolved that they will make
thewr body political, and look after the
registiation  What sumpletons they must
have been to have thought that they
could do any good without that! So
they have iesolved that their societies
shall spend their money 1 precisely the
same way that the League have been
expending thens. They have hitherto
been telling us, in all their meetings and
i all then newspapers, that the League
1s an unconstitutional body; thatitisan
infernal club which aims at corrupting,
at vitiating, and at swamping the regis-
trations: and now, forsooth, when no
good can possibly come of it—when
they most certainly should have wisely
abstained from imitating 1t, smce they
cannot do any good, and have kept up
the strain they formerly had, of calling
the League an unconstitutional body,
they resolve to rescind their resolution,
and to follow his Grace the Duke of
Richmond’s advice, and fight us with
our own weapons Now, I piesume,
we are a constitutional body. 1t 15 a
fortunate thing that we have not got
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gieat Dukes to lead us. But, now, of
what force 1s this resolution? Like
everything they do, 1t 1s farcical—t is
unreal. The protection societies, from
the beginming, have been nothing but
phantoms. They are not realities ; and
what 1s their resolution—what does 1t
amount to? They resolve that they will
look after the registration. We all know
that they have done their worst 1n that
way already. We all know that these
landlords may really make their acres a
kind of electioneering propeity We
know right well that their land agents
are their electioneering agents We
know that thewr rent-rolls have been
made their muster-rolls for fighting the
battle of protection. These poor drivel-
ling people say that we buy qualifica-
tions, and present them to our friends;
that we bind them down to vote as we
please. We have never bought a vote,
and we never intend to buy a vote or to
giveone. Should we not be blockheads
to buy votes and give them, when we
have ten thousand persons ready to buy
them at our request ?

But [ suspect that our protectionist
friends have a notion that there 1s some
plan —some secret, sister plan—by
whuch they can put fictitious votes on the
register. Now I beg to tell them that
the League is not more powerful to create
votes than it is to detect the flaws in the
bad votes of our opponents; and they
may depend on it, if they attempt to put
fictitious voters on the register, that we
have our ferrets in every county, and
that they will find out the flaws; and
when the registration time comes, we’ll
have an objection registered against every
one of their fictitious qualifications, and
make them produce therr title-deeds, and
show that they have paid for them.
Well, we have our protectionist oppo-
nents; but how we may congratulate
ourselves on the position which they
have given to this question by the dis-
cussion that has been raised everywhere
duning the last few months! We can-
not enter a steamboat or a railway car-
riage—nay, we cannot even go into an
omuaibus, but the frst thing that any
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man does, almost before he has deposited
his umbrella, 1s to ask, * Well, what 15
the last news about the Coin-laws?’
Now,we, who remember how difficult 1t
was, at the beginning of our agitation,
to bring men’s minds to the discussion
of this question, when we think that
every newspaper 1s now full of it—the
same broad sheet contaiming, perhaps, a
report of this meeting, and of the miser-
able drivelling of some hole-and-corner
agricultural gathering —and when we
think that the whole community s en-
gaged m reading the discussion and
pondering on the several arguments, we
can desire no more. The League might
close 1ls doors to-moirow, and its work
might be considered as done, the mo-
ment it compels or induces people to
discuss the question.

But the feeling I have alluded to 1s
spreading beyond our own country, I
am glad to hear that m Iieland the
question is attracting attention., You
have probably heard that my friend M.
Bright and I have received a requisition,
signed by merchants and manufacturers
of every grade and party m Belfast,
sohciting us to go there and address
them; and I deeply regret that we can-
not put our feet on Insh ground to ad-
vocate this question. To-day I have
received a copy of a requsition to the
mayor of Drogheda, calling a meeting
for next Monday, to petition for the
total and immediate repeal of the Corn-
laws, and I am glad to notice at the head
of that requisition the name of the Ca-
tholic Primate, Dr. Croly, 2 man em:-
nent for learning, piety, and modeiation ;
and that 1t 15 also headed by the rest of
the Catholic clergy of that boiough. I
hope that these examples will not be
without their due effect in another quar-
ter. Wehave, I believe, the majority of
every rehgious denommation with us—
I mean the dissenting denominations;
we have them almost ez masse, both
mimsters and laymen; and I believe
the only body, the only religious body,
which we may not say we have with us

as a body, are the members of the
I Chuich of England.
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On this poimnt I wall just offer this re-
mark The clergy of the Church of
England have been placed m a most
mvidious, and, I think, an unfortunate
position, by the mode m wlich therwr
tithe commutation charge was fixed
some years ago. My filend Colonel
Thompson will recollect 1t, for he was
1 Parliament at the time, and protested
agamnst the way m which the tithe com-
mutation rent-charge was fixed. He
sawd, with the great forewght he had
always shown 1n the struggle for the re-
peal of the Coin-laws, that 1t would
malke the clergy of the Church of Eng-
land parties to the present Coin-law by
fixing their tithe at a fixed quantity of
corn, fluctuating according to the price
of the last seven years. Let 1t be borne
i mind, that every other class of the
community may be directly compensated
for the repeal of the Corn-laws—I mean
every class connected with agiicullure—
except the clergy. The landlords may
be compensated, if prices fall, by an -
creased quantity of produce, so also may
the farmer and the labourer; but the
clergy of the Church of England receive
a given number of quarters of wheat for
their tithe, whatever the price may be.
I think, however, we may diaw a
favourable conclusion, under all the
circumstances, from the fact that I be-
lieve there has not been one clergyman
of the Church of England at all emment
for rank, piety, or learmng, who has
come out, notwithstanding the strong
temptation of personal nterest, to advo-
cate the existing Corn-law. I think that
we may take this as a proof of the very
stiong appeal to justice which this ques-
tion makes, and perhaps augur also that
there 1s a very stiong feeling amongst
the great body of the members of the
Church of England 1n favour of free
tiade m corn.

Well, there is one other quarter in
which we have seen the progress of
sound punciples—I allude to Ametca
We have 1eceived the American Piesi-
dent’s Message ; we have had also the
report of the Secretary of the Treasury,
and both President Polkand Mr Secre-
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tary Walker have been taking my friend
Colonel Thompson’s task out of his
hands, and lectumnng the people of
Ameiica on the subject of Free Trade.
I have never 1cad a better digest of the
arguments 1n favow of Free Trade than
that put forth by Mr. Secretary Walker,
and addressed to the Congress of that
countiy I augur from all these things
that owm1 question 1s making rapid pio-
gress throughout the world, and that we
are coming to the consummation of our
labours. We are verging now towards
the session of Parhament, and I predict
that the question will either receive its
quietus, or that it will lead to the dis-
solution of this Parliament ; and then
the next will certamly reheve us from
our burden.

Now, many people are found to
speculate on what Sir Robert Peel may
do in the approaching session of Parlia-
ment. It i1s a very hazardous thing,
considering that in one week only you
will be as wise as [ shall, to venture to
make a prediction on this subject. [A
cry of ¢ We are very anxious’}] You are
very anxious, no doubt. Well, let us
see if we can speculate a httle on fu-
turity, and rehieve our anxiety. There
are three courses open to Sir Robert
Peel. He may keep the law as 1t 1s;
he may totally repeal 1t ; or he may do
something between the two by tinkering
his scale again, or giving us a fixed duty.
Now, I predict that Sir R Peel will
either keep the law as 1t 1s, or he will
propose totally to abolish it. And I
ground my prediction on this, because
these aie the only two things that any-
body in the country wants him to do.
There are some who want te keep pro-
tection as 1t 1s; others want to get rid
of it, but nobody wants anything be-
tween the two. He has his choice to
make, and I have tlus opilon of lus
sagacity, that, if he changes at all, he
will change for total repeal. But the
question 1s, © Will he propose total and
immediate 1epeal >’ Now, there, if you
please, I will foibear to offer a pre-
dicuon  But I will venture to give you
a 1eason or two why I thmk he ought to
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take total and immediate repeal I
don't think that any class 15 so much
mterested in having the Corn-laws to-
tally and immedately repealed as the
farming class. I believe that 1t 15 of
more mmportance to the farmers to have
the repeal instantaneous, mstead of
gradual, than to any other class of the
community. In fact, I observe, mn the
report of a recent Oxfordshne protection
meeting, given m to-day’s papel, that
when Lord Norreys was alluding to the
probability of Sir Robert Peel abolishing
the Coin-laws gradually, a farmer of the
name of Gillatt cried out, ‘We had
better be drowned outright than ducked
to death.” Gentlemen, I used to employ
another simile—a very humble one, I
admit. I used to savthat an old farmer
had told me, that 1f he was gong to cut
off hus sheep-dog’s tail, 1t would be far
more humane to cut 1t off all at once
than a piece every day in the week

But now I think that the farmer’s simule
1 Oxford 1s the newest and the best that
we can use. Nothing could be more
easy than to demonstrate that it 1s the
tiue interest of the farmers, if the Corn-
law is to be abohished, to have 1t abol-
ished mstantly. If the Corn-law were
abolished to-moriow, my firm belief 15,
that mstead of wheat falling, 1t would
have a tendency to rise, That 1s my
firm belief, because speculation has
already anticipated Sir Robert Peel,
and wheat has fallen m consequence of
that apprehension. 1 behieve that,
owing to the scarcity everywhere~1I
mean 1n all parts of Europe—you could
not, 1f you prayed for 1t, if you had your
own wishing-cap on, and could make
your own time and circumstances—I
beheve, I say, that you could never find
such an opportunity for abolishing the
Corn-laws totally and immediately as of
1t were done neat week ; for 1t so hap-
pens that the very countries from which,
m ordinary times, we have been sup-
phed, have been afflicted, like ourselves,
with scarcity —that the countries of
Europe are competing with us for the
very small smplus existing m America.
They have, m fact, anticrpated us in that
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market, and they have left the world's
markets so baie of corn, that, whatever
your necessities may be, I defy you to
have other than high prices of com
during the next twelve months, though
the Corn-law was abolished to-morrow.

European countiles are suffering as
we are fiom the same evil. They are
suffering from scarcity now, owmg to
then abswmid legislation respecting the
article of coon Ewope altogether has
been corrupted by the vicious example
of England in her commercial legisla-
tion, There they are, throughout the
continent of Euwrope, with a population
mncreasing at the iate of four or fite
millions a year, yet they make 1t thewr
business, like owselves, to put barriers
1 the way of a sufficiency of food to
meet the demand of an increasing
population,

1 believe that if you abolish the Comn-
law honestly, and adopt Free Trade
its simplicity, there will not be a tanff
m Ewope that will not be changed mn
less than five years to follow your ex-
ample Well, gentlemen, suppose the
Corn-law be not abolished immediately,
but that Su Robert Peel bimgs m a
measure giving you a duty of 55, 6s.,
or 7s., and gomng down ks a-year fon
four or five years, tll the whole duty 15
abolished, what would be the effect of
that on foreign countries? ‘They will
then exaggerate the importance of this
market when the duty is wholly off.
They will go on raising supplies, calcu-
latmg that, when the duty 1s wholly off,
they will have a market for thewr pio-
duce, and high piices to remunerate
them ; and if, as 1s very hikely and con-
sistent with our expenience, we should
have a return to abundant seasons, these
vast importations would be poured upon
our markets, probably just at the time
when our piices are low; and they
would come here, because they would
have no other maiket, to swamp our
markets, and deprive the farmer of the
sale of his produce at a remunerating
puce. But, on the contrary, let the
Corn-law be abolished mstantly; let
foreigners sce what the Fnghsh market
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1s 1 its natural state, and then they will
be able to judge from yea: to year and
from season to season what will be the
future demand fiom this country for
foreign corn  There will be no extra-
vagant eshimate of what we want—no
contingency of bad harvests to speculate
upon. The supply will be 1egulated by
the demand, and will reach that state
which will be the best sccurity against
both gluts and famme. Therefore, for
the faimers' sakes, I plead for the im-
mediate abolition of this law, A farmer
never can have a fawr and equitable
understanding or adjustment with his
landlord, whether as respects rent,
tenure, or game, untl this law 1s
wholly 1emoved out of his way Let
the repeal be giadual, and the landloid
will say to the farmer, through the land-
agent, ‘Oh, the duty will be 75 next
year; you have not had moie than
twelve months’ experience of the woirk-
ing of the system yet;” and the faimer
goes away without any settlement having
been come to. Amnother year passes
over, and when the farmer presents
himself, he 1s told, ¢Oh, the duty will
be 5s. this year, I cannot yet tell what
the effect will be; you must stop
awhile”  The next year the same thing
1s repeated, and the end 1s, that there 13
no adjustment of any kind between the
landlord and tenant. But put 1t at once
on a natural footing, abolish all restiic-
tions, and the landlord and tenant will
be brought to a prompt settlement ; they
will be placed precisely cn the same
foouing as you are 1n your manufactures.

Well, I have now spoken on what
may be done. I have told you, tuo,
what I should advocate ; but I mu-t say,
that whatever 1s proposed by Sir Robert
Peel, we, as Free-taders, have but one
course to puisue  If he proposes a total
and immediate and unconditional re-
peal, we shall throw up our caps for Sir
Robert Peel. If he proposes anything
else, then Mr. Villiers will be ready, as
he has been on former occasions—to
move his amendment for a total and
mmmediate repeal of the Corn-laws
We aie not 1esponsible for what 3inis.
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ters may do ; we a1e but responsible for
the performance of ourduty. Wedon't
offer to do 1mpossibilities ; but we will
do our utmost to carry out ow pum-
ciples.  But, gentlemen, I tell youhon-
estly, T thimk less of what this Parha-
ment may do; I care less for ther
opinions, less for the mtentions of the
Prime Minister and the Cabinet, than
what may be the opmion of a meeting
hike this and of the people out of doors
This question will not be canied by
Minsters or by the present Parhament;
1t will be carried, when it 1s carried, by
the will of the nation We will do
nothing that can remove us a hair’s
breadth from that rock which we have
stood upon with so much safety for the
last seven years  All othe:r parties have
been on a quicksand, and floated about
by every wave, by every tide, and by
every wind—some floating to us, others,
like fragments scattered over the ocean,
without rudder or compass ; whilst we
are upon solid ground, and no tempta-
tion, whether of parties or of Minsters,
shall ever make us sweive a hair's
breadth. T am anxious to hear now, at
the last meeting before we go to Parha-
ment—Dbefore we enter that arena to
which all men’s minds will be turned
duting the next week—I am anxious,
not metely that we should all of us un-
derstand each other on this question, but
that we should be considered as occupy-
mg as independent and 1solated a posi-
tion as we did at the first moment of the
formation of this League. We have
nothing to do with Whigs or Tores ;
we are stionger than either of them ;
and 1f we stick to our principles, we can,
if necessary, beat both  And 1 hope we
perfectly understand now, that we have
not, 1 the advocacy of this great ques-
tion, a single object 1n view but that
which we have lhionestly avowed from
the beginnmng,  Our opponents may
chargeus with designs to do other things.
No, gentlemen, I have never encouraged
that. Some of my friends have said,
¢ When this work 1s done, you will have
some mfluence m the country ; you must
do so and so.” T said then, as I say
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now, ¢ Every new pohtical prnciple
must have 1ts special advocates, just as
every new famith has its martyis’
a mustake to suppose that this o1ganica-
tion can be turned to other puiposes. Tt
15 a mistake to suppose that men, p1omu-
nent 1 the advocacy of the prmciple of
Free Trade, can with the same force
and effect 1dentify themselves with any
other principle hereafter. It will be
enough if the League accomplishes the
triumph of the principle we have be-
fore us. I have never taken a limited
view of the object or scope of this great
principle. I have never advocated this
question very much as a trader

But I have been accused of looking
too much to material mterests  Never-
theless 1 can say that 1 have taken as
large and great a view of the effects of
this mighty principle as ever did any
man who dreamt over 1t m lus own
study. I believe that the physical gam
will be the smallest gain to humanity
from the success of this principle. I
look farther; I see in the Free-trade
principle that which shall act on the
moral world as the principle of gravita-
tion m the umiverse,—drawing men to-
gether, thrusting aside the antagonism
of race, and creed, and langnage, and
uniting us in the bonds of eternal peace.
I have looked even farther. I have
speculated, and probably dreamt, inthe
dim futuie—ay, a thousand yeats hence
—1 have speculated on what the effect
of the triumph of this principle may be.
I believe that the effect will be to change
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the face of the worl 1, 50 as to introduce
a system of government entuely distmet
frown that which now prevails. 1 be-
lieve that the desire and the motive for
large and nughty empires ; for gigantic
armics and great navies—for those ma-
tenials wluch are used for the destruction
of hife and the desolation of the rewards
of labour —will die away ; I believe that
such things will cease to be necessary,
or to be used, when man becomes one
fanuly, and freely exchanges the fruits
of lus labour with his brother man. 1
believe that, if we ceuld be allowed to
reappear on tius sublunary scene, we
should see, at a far distant penod, the
governing system of thisworld revert to
something like the municipal system ;
and I believe that the speculative phr-
losopher of a thousand yeais hence will
date the greatest revolution that ever
happened m the world's history fiom
the triumph of the punciple which ve
have met heie to advocate I believe
these things : but, whatever may ha.e
been my dieams and speculations, 1
have never obtruded them upon other-
I have never acted upon peisonal o1 1n-
terested mouves 1n this question 3 I sesl
no alhance with parties or favour from
parties, and I will take none — but,
having the feeling I have of the sacied-
ness of the principle, I say that I can
never agree to tamper with it I, at
least, will never be suspected of doing
otherwise than pusumng 1t diinterest-
edly, honestly, and 1esolutely.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 27, 1846,

{On Jan 27, 1846, Sir Robert Peel announced the policy of the Government cn the
Coin-laws  In three yeats they were to be repealed  Fiom the passing of the Act,
and until Feb 1, 1849, the maximum duty was to be yos , which could be levied when
corn was under 48s, but should diminish by a shilling per quarter till the puce
reached 53¢, when 1t should remun at 45, The duty on barley and oats were to be
proportionate, colomal corn to be fiee, and maize only at 2 nommal dutv ~ The de-
bate on this proposal lasted twelve nights, and the resolutions were carried on Feb. 27
by a majouty of g7 (337 to 240)  On June 23, 1846, the Coin Importation Bill was
passed 1n the House of Loids, without a division, and on the same day, Sir Robert
Peel's Mimstry was defeated on an luish Coeicion Bill, by a majonty of 73 (292 to 219) |

T AsSURE the House that it is impos- | bate has turned upon the conduct of
sible for me to trespass long upon thcnn | her Majesty’s Ministers, and nearly the
notice, but I am anxious to say a few | whole of the other upon the necessity of
words before the close of this long de- | a dissolutionand an appeal to the coun-
bate. I have had the good, or the1ill, | tiy. Now, though there may be ground
fortune, to hsten to many debates vpon | —I will not say there may be just ground
this subject 1n this House; and although | —for hon Gentlemen below the gang-
1t has not been my fortune to hsten to | way as-ailing the Ministers for the course
this, at all events 1 have had the plea- | they have pursued, yet the country, I
sure of perusing every word of 1t assure them, will not sympatluse with

On former occasions I have had to | them i theu quairel with thewr leaders,
complain, that although the great object | nor will 1t be without some suspicion
and purpose of the Anti-Corn-law mo- | that the quarrel has been got up to avoid
tion was to discuss the principle of the | a discussion of principle; for I wish you
Corn-laws, yet that hon. Gentlemen | to bear mn mund that, on former occa-
always evaded the question, and tuied | sions, by sumlar means, hon. Gentlemen
to discuss every other rather than the | did tiy to avoid that discussion. In
particular question before the House; | 1841 they denounced the leaders of the
but however much I may have had to | Whigs as furiously as they denounce the
complain of that on former occasions, I | leaders of their own party now; and
think it will be admitted that extraneous | when I came mto Parliament, m the
matter has been mtioduced into this de- | spiumng of 1841, T must say that I myself,
bate by hon. Gentlemen opposite to a | and the members of the Anti-Corn-law
much greater extent than before It | League, were as much the objects of
appears to me that one half of the de- ' theiwr vituperation as the Mnsters are
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now. The country, theiefore, will not
sympathise with them; and, on the
other hand, 1t will learn whether or not
they have mntroduced these personal
topics because they cannot justify the
present Jaw,

Now, if hon. Gentlemen opposite
have any fear that their piesent leadeis
contemplate, after the repeal of the
Corn-laws, domg something else which
they may think imjunious to their party
mterests, I beg to assure them that they
are taking the most effectual means of
arming the present Mimsters with the
power of accomplishing something else,
if they wish 1t for the more they attack
them—the more obloquy they load them
with—the more will the country sympa-
thise with them out of doors. Why,
you are making the present Ministry the
most popular men m the country. If
the right hon. Baronet the Fust Lord of
the Treasury were to go into the manu-
factwing districts of the north, s jour-
ney would be one continued triumph
The right hon. Home Secretary was not
personally very popular two or three
years ago  Itis a difficult thing for a
Home Secietary m tioublesome times to
become popular; but the magmificent
contribution the night hon, Baronet (Sir
J. Graham) has given to our good cause,
by his able speeches and authoritative
statements of facts, has sunk deep nto
the mind of the country; and, spite of
the maityrdom you are mfhcting upon
him, he has 1endered himself so popular
that I do not think we could parade any
one 1 Manchester or Liverpool who
would meet with a more cordial recep-
tion. I do not thmk you (the protec-
tionists) are puisming a good party
course I think you are as badly off,
on the score of good judgment and tac-
tics, as ever you were

Iwill now, however, draw your atten-
tion to the second topic to which I have
referred, and which 1s of still more im-
portance. If I understand your position
rightly, 1t 15 this—you say, ¢ We wish
for an appeal to the country; if the
country decides that Fiee Trade shall
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that deciston. I believe T am fauly
mterpreting your meanmng. I tell you
then, in the first place, that 1if you are
behevers i the tiuth and justice of your
principles, you are unworthy advocates
of those principles if you would think of
abandoning them on such grounds. If
you believe in the truth of your prina-
ples, you should not bow to the decision
of a temporary majority of this House
When I came mnte Parliament, mn 1841,
I met you with a majouty of 91 m your
favour. Did I then bow to that major-
ity, and submit to the Corn-law? No;
I said I would never cease my exertions
till you abrogated that law. If you
have confidence 1 the truth and justice
of your prmciples, you should use the
same language. You should say, ‘It s
not one defeat that shall make us aban-
don those great prmnciples, which we
consider essential to the welfare and
prosperityol the great mass of the people
No, if we are thrown to the ground
now, we will sprmg up with renewed
determmation and vigour.” You may
‘ Yes, yes,’ that sentiment, but you have
already told me, by your cheers, that
you do not intend to do anything of the
kind ; and I am conscientiously of opin-
ion that you are unbelievers m the doc
tines you advocate.

But I will assume that you carry out
your principles; that you can force a
dissolution ; and to thus pomnt I wish
particularly to draw your attention, and,
what 1s of still more umportance, the
attention of persons m another place.
We have had some pretty frank allusions
—especially in the petoration of the
speech of the hon. Member for Dorset-
shire—to what 1s to be done m another
place, where there 1s no representative
of the middle classes—no merchant, ne
manufacturer, no spinner, no farmer.
In that other place, however, what I
now say on the subject of a dissolution
may probably be read. You want a
dissolution 1n order to ascertamn the
opmion of the country. Have you ever
thought, or considered, or defined what
‘the opinion of the country’ means?

be the national policy, we will bow to | Do you think it means a numerical ma-
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jority of this House? We shall have
that to-night. You are not satisfied
with that. You are preaching the de-
mocratic doctrine, that this question
must be 1eferied to the people. Now I
want to have well defined what you
mean by ‘public opmon.”  You will
perhaps say, ‘We will abide by the
decision of a numerical majouty m this
House,” and you will consider that the
decision of the country.

Well, I totally disagree with all those
who consider for a moment that you
would obtain a numerical majonity
this House 1n the event of a dissclution.
T ought to know as much about the state
of the representation of this country,
and of the registiation, as any man 1
the House. Probably no one has given
so much attention to that question as I
have done; and [ distinctly deny that
you have the shghtest probability of
gaming a numeical majority n this
House, 1if a dissolution took place to-
morrow. Now, I would not have said
this three months ago; on the con-
trary, at a public meeting three months
ago I distinctly recogmsed the great pro-
bability of a dissolution, 1n consequence
of your having a numerncal majonty.
But your party is broken up. Though
you may still have a firm phalanx m
Dorsetshne and Buckinghamshire, what
has been the effect of the separation
from you of the most authontative and
mtelligent of your friends® What has
been the effect, also, of the defection mn
the boroughs, and among the population
of the north?

I told you, three years ago, that the
Conservatives m the towns in the north
of England were not the followers of the
Duke of Richmond They were, almost
to a man, the followers of that section of
the Government represented by the Fiist
Lord of the Tieasury and the right hon.
Home Secretary. Every one acquamted
with the towns m the north of England
will bear me out when I say that those
Conservatives who follow the right hon.
Baronet (Sir R. Peel) comprise at least
four-fifths of the party, while the remam-
mg one-fifth look up to the Duke of
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Richmond as their leader, and sympa-
thise with the section below the gang-
way. That large portion of the Con-
servative party i the north of England
has ever been in favour of Free Trade.
The language they have used to Free-
traders like myself has been this :—*Sn
Robert Peel will do 1t at the proper
time. We have confidence in him, and,
when the proper period artives, he will
give us Fiee Trade.” Then, I say, that
m this state of your party I wholly deny
the possibihty of your gaining a nume-
rical majonty.

But I will assume, for the sake of ar-
gument, that, in the event of a dissolu-
tion of Paihament, you obtained a nume-
rical majority : let us see of what that
majority and the minority opposed to
you would consist. There are eighteen
Representatives 1 Parliament for this
metropolis, and there are two Members
for the metropolitan county. We have
the whole twenty. They represent
110,000 electors ; they represent a popu-
lation of 2,000,000 of souls. They are
the most mtelhigent, the most wealthy,
the most orderly, and, notwithstanding
my acquaintance with the business habits
of those m the north of England, I must
add, with respect to business and mecha-
nical life, the hardest-working people n
England. Do those people express pub-
lic opmion think you? Why, this metro-
polis assumed to itself, centuries ago, the
power and privilege of closing its gates
in the face of its Sovereign—a power
which 1s still retained, and which s exer-
cised on State occasions. This metro-
polis is now twenty times as populous,
twenty times as wealthy, twenty times
as mportant 1 the world’s eye as 1t
was then ; and do you think it will be
content that you count 1t as nothing in
your estimate of public opinion?

But twin elsewhere. What says the
metropohs of Scotland, Edinburgh? Do
you reckon on having a Member for that
city to vote m the glorious majority you
anticipate? Tuin to Dublin.  Will you
have a Representative for that city with
you? Go to Glasgow, Manchester,
Leeds, Birmingham, and Liverpool ; take
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every town containing 20,000 nhabit-
ants, and I defy you to show that you
can reckon on a single Representative
for any town in the kingdom which has
a population of 20,000, or, at all events,
of 25,000 I tell you that you have not
with you now a town containing 25,000
mhabitants mn Great Britam. No, no,
no; you have neither Liveipool not
Bustol. That shows you have not weigh-
ed these matters as you ate bound to
weigh them. Do not be led away by
the men who cheer and halloo here, like
the school-boy whistling in the church-
yard to keep up his courage. Examine
these facts, for yom leaders that were
have weighed them aheady ; and there
are none among you deserving to be
your leaders, unless they have well con-
sidered these important matters.

I repeat that you cannot reckon upon
any town of 25,000 inhabitants sending
up a Representative to vote with the
gieat majority you expect to obtain,
True, you will have your pocket bo-
roughs, and your nomination counties.
And I will say a word or two directly as
to the county 1epresentation ; but I now
place before you broadly the situation 1n
which you will find yourselves after a
dissolution. I will assume that you have
a majority, derived from pocket boroughs
and nomination counties, of twenty or
thurty Members. But on this side you
will see the Representatives for London,
for South Lancashire, for West York-
shue, for North Cheshire, for North
Lancashire, and the Members for all the
large towns of Scotland—nay, not one
Member will come from any town in
Scotland to vote with you.

Now, what would then be your situ-
ation? Why, you would shunk aghast
from the position in which you would
find yourselves. There would be moie
defections from your ranks, pledged as
you are—steeped to the chin in pledges.
So much alaimed would you be at your
position, that you would cross the floor
to join us in larger numbers than you
have ever yet done. I tell you, theie
would be no safety for you without 1t.
I say that the Members who came up
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under such circumstances to maintain
the Corn-laws, from your Ripons and
Stamfords, Woodstocks and Marlbo-
1oughs, would hold those opinions only
until they found out what has been de-
termimed by pubhic opimon. They wowd
not hold them one week longer , for if
the countiy found that they would not
give way to moral foice, they might think
it requisite to place them in another
Schedule A Had there been such an
amount of public opimon, as now exists
in favour of theiepeal of the Coin-laws,
m support of Chailes Stuart in 1745,
the dynasty of the Stuarts would now
have occupied the throne of these realms.
That amount of public opinion is suffi-
cient to change the constitution of this
country; toalter your forms of Govern-
ment; to do anything, in short, that
public opmion is determined to effect.

But you may probably tell me, that
though we have the electots of the great
constituencies I have mentioned in our
favour, the great mass of the people are
not withus. That1s a rather democratic
sentiment. You never heard me quote
the superior judgment of the working
classes in any deliberations m this assem-
bly. Younever heard me cant about the
superior claims of the workng classes
to arbitrate on this gieat question ; but
you say the mass of the people are not
with us.  What evidence is there that
this is the case? Will you shut your
eyes to proofs?  'Will you go blindfold
against a stone wall? You say the
petitions presented to this House have
not been honestly signed. I cannot dis-
prove that assertion : it must go for what
1t is woith ; but we have ten times as
many signatures to our petitions for
Corn-law 1epeal as you have to your
protection petitions.  You may assume
that the signatures to those petitions are
ficutious. Do so, if you please. I will
give you another test: I will challenge
you to the old Saxon mode of ascertamn-
g what are the opinions of the country,
by calling public meetings. Now, if
you really entertain democratic opinions,
this 15 the way in which to elevate the
working man to an cquality with his
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master—ay, to an equality with the Peer
of the realm Bunging them out into
public assemblies, wheie every man has
an equal vote—assemblies which make
laws for the conduct of their own pro-
ceedings, and elect their own charman
Call your public meetings to support
the Corn-laws. I challenge you to call
one anywhete. Why, 1t 15 not n the
manufacturing districts alone that meet-
mgs have been held since the 1st of
November last. Public meetings con-
vened by the authonties have been held
m every laige tow n—meetings not con-
fined to a particular class, or consisting
of men pledged to particular opinions,
but convened to deteimine, ay or no,
whether the people should petition for
Free Trade o1 not. These meetings
have not been confined to the manufac-
tuiing districts alone; they have been
held at Exeter, Brighton, and Oxford,
and the opmion of the people was as
unanimous at those places as at Bolton,
Stockport, and Manchester  Now, can-
not you call a public meeting and test
the opmions of the people? Would
not one meeting, at all events, be some-
thing like a proof that you aie practical
men, and not disposed to be misled by
the chimeias of those hot-headed, half-
witted people, who t1y te deceive you?

I have seen some of your notices call-
ing protection meetings. One was for-
warded to me fiom Epworth m Lanca-
shire, by a gentleman who complamed
that the notice was so framed that pro-
tectionists only could attend, and that
no amendment could be proposed.
Why, m the pumely agricultural district
of Haddmgtonshire, 1n the centre of the
Lothians, a protection meeting was
called about six weehs ago. All the
neighbouring nobility and landed pro-
prietors attended; they talked of the
Butish Lion, and of the nation being
with them. Soon after, another meet-
ing was held, to petition for the repeal
of the Corn-laws The piotectionists
fled fiom the room, the largest 100m m
the place; but 1t was quite full without
them, and resolutions in favour of repeal
were adopted.  Was this evidence of
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public opmon? Was it not? Then
what will teach you what public opmion
is> Must you be tossed in a blanket ?
Must you be swept out of this House
mnto the Thames? ‘What must be done
to convince you that the feeling of the
nation 15 not with you? You will be
abandoned to fatmity and destruction if
you are left to persons who have so Iittle
meicy upon you as to delude you on this
question

I said that T would refer to the coun-
ty representation You are pluming
yourselves on the result of the recent
county elections, and you are reckomng,
no doubt, on the attamment of great
strength from your purely agnioultural
counties in the event of a dissolution;
but I beg to remind hon. Gentlemen
that the county 1epresentation under the
50/, tenant-at-will clause of the Reform
Act 15 not the old county representation.
We never heard twenty years ago of re-
quisitions bemg got up to candidates by
tenant-faimers. The requisitions were
then got up by fieeholders. You mtio-
duced nto the Reform Act, by a gieat
nustake on the part of those who then
had the power to have prevented 1t, a
clause mnovating on the old constitu-
tional custom, and giving tenants-at-will
a vote for counties. Do you mean to
tell me that the votes of these tenants-at-
will are an evidence of public opinion?
We heard a defimtion of tenant-at-will
votes, which, with the permission of the
House, I will read The hon Member
for Doisetshne (and I congratulate the
Tiee Traders on his advent here), told
us with great nawetd —

‘He [Mr. Seymer], with his hon col-
league, came fotward at the recent election
for Dorset, in consequence of a requisition
signed by the great body of the tenant-farm-
ers, Three or four of the largest proper-
ties wn the county weie i the hands of
Free-traders, and naturally the tenants on
those estates held back, and 1efused to
sign the requsition, till they knew what
were the wishes of their landlords, for it
was nototious that Englsh tenants gener-
ally wishied to consult the feelings of their
landlotds  He did not think tenants to
blame for that. Knowing that their land-
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lords were Free-traders, the tenants in
question made inquiry, previous to sign-
ing, whether those landlords would object
to their taking the course their consciences
dictated ; the landowners, very much to
their credit, said, that this being a farm-
er's question, they would not mnterfere;
and then, almost without exception, the
farmers on those properties signed the
requisition.”

Yes, yes; it 1s all very well for those
who get the consent of their landloids
to vote, but recollect what the hon. Gen-
tleman says at the commencement of
s remarks. He tells us that he and
s colleagues were put in nomination
m consequence of a requisition signed
by tenant-farmers,—that 1s, in conse-
quence of a requsition got up by com-
mand of the landlords and signed by the
farmers. Now, I put it to you candid-
ly,—Is it not an understood etiquette in
counties that one proprietor who is a
candidate should not canvass the ten-
ants on the estate of another till he has
obtained the sanction of the owner?
Am I to understand that the protection-
1st gentlemen 1 a body below the gang-
way contradict me when I state that
as a pomnt of etiquette in counties, ocne
proprietor, who is a candidate, does not
think it proper to canvass the tenantry
on the estate of another proprietor with-
out first intimating to the landowner his
mtention and desire to do so? Well,
there are only two or three fant noes;
I think the ayes haveit. But, however,
this point, at all events, is admitted,
that as a rule the farmers vote with the
landlords ; that the vote goes with the
land; nobody denies that the farm
carries the vote. What right, then, have
you to call this the opinion of the farmer ?
You cannot have 1t both ways. It can-
not be both the opinion of the land-
lord and the opmion of the tenant.
‘What becomes, then, of all those inter-
esting romances in which the Duke of
Richmond has indulged in public about
the bold, independent, and gallant yeo-
manry of the country? Why, these are
the men who have not the nght of using
thewrr suffrages. It 1s your own state-
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ment. This country ceitamly will not
be governed by a combination of land-
lords and tenants Probably you are
not aware on what a very narrow basis
this power of yours rests. But I can
give you some information on the sub-
ject. There are about 150,000 tenants
who form the basis of your poltical
power, and who ate distnibuted through-
out the counties of this country, Well,
let 1t come to the worst ;—carry on the
opposition to this measure for three
years more ; yet there is a plan in opera-
tion much maligned by some hon. Gen-
tlemen opposite, and still more maligned
in another place, but which, the more
the shoe pinches, and the more you
wince at 1t, the more we hke 1t out of
doors, Now, I say, we have confronted
this dafficulty, and are prepared to meet
it, We aie caling mto exercise the
true old Enghish forms of the Constitu-
tion, of five centunes’ antiquity, and we
intend that 1t should countervail this
innovation of yours in the Reform Bill.
You think that there is something very
revolutionary in this. Why, you are
the innovators and the revolutionists
who introduced this new franchisg into
the Reform Bill. But I believe that 1t
1s perfectly understood by the longest
heads among your party that we have a
power out of doors to meet this diffi-
culty, You should bear m mind, that
less than one-half of the money invested
in the savings’-banks, laid out at better
interest 1 the purchase of freeholds,
would give qualifications to more per-
sons than your 150,000 tenant-farmers.
But you say that the League is pur-
chasing votes and giving away the fran-
chise. No, no; we are not quite so
rich as that ; but be assured that if you
prolong the contest for three or four
years (which you cannot do}—if, how-
ever, it comes to the worst, we have the
means in our power to meet the diffi-
culty, and are prepared to use them.
Money has been subscribed to prepare
our organisation i every county, and
we are prepared to meet the difficulty,
and to overcome 1it. You may tmnx
that there 1s something repulsive to your

H



194

notions of supremacy 1n all this, T see
a very great advantage, evenif the Corn-
laws were repealed to-morrow. Ithmnk
that you cannot too soon widen the
basis of our county representation. I
say, with respect to a man, whether he
be a small shopkeeper or a mechanic,
who by his prudence has saved 50/ or
100/, and 1s willing to lay it out in the
purchase of a cottage or land bringing
n 40s. a-year as a freehold,—1I say that
itis to that man of all others that I
would wish to entrust the franchise.
Let it be understood that all this ex-
traneous matter is not of my introducing,
for your debate has turned on the ques-
tion of dissolution No one can com-
plam of my having, on this question,
been guilty of often introducing irrele-
vant matter; I generally keep close to
the argument ; but you have chosen to
say now that you will not settle the
question by argument, and by an appeal
to facts and reason m this House ; that
you will have nothing to do with this
House, but that you will go to the
country. Now, I have given you some
idea of what is your prospect m the
country. I do not ask you to take my
opmuon for it ; but as mischief may be
averted more from yourselves— more
from another place to which allusion has
been made, than from others—I do ask
you to take these facts home, to study
them for yourselves, to look over the
registry, to count the population of the
towns, and then to come down and say
whether you think the public opimion of
the country 1s with you or agamst you.
So much of the argument has turned
on this extraneous question, and what
little argument has been addressed to
the merits of the case has been so abund-
antly answered by other peisons, that 1t
would be mmpertment i me to trespass
at too great length on the time of the
House  Well, I will tell you what my
thoughts wete as I sat at home patiently
reading these debates. As I read speech
after speech, and saw the fallacies which
I had knocked on the head seven years
ago re-appearing afresh, my thought was,
what fun these debates will afford to the
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men in fustian jackets! All these fal-
lacies are perfectly transparent to these
men, and they would laugh at you for
putting them forward, Dependence on
foreigners! Who in the world could
have supposed that that long-buried
ghost would come again to light > Dramn
of gold! Wages rising and falling with
the price of bread ! Throwing land out
of cultivation, and bringing corn here at
235 per quarter. You forget that the
great mass of the people now take a very
different view on these questions from
what you do. They formerly, seven
years ago, did give m, to a certain ex-
tent, to your reiterated assertions that
wages nse and fall with the price of
bread. You had a very fair clap-trap
against us (as we happened to be master
manufacturers), 1n saying that we wanted
to reduce wages. But the right hon.
Baronet at the head of the Government,
and the right hon. Baronet the Home
Secretary, are not suspected by the
English people of having such motives
on these questions. The Enghish people
have no disinclination to refer to high
authorities on these matters. They as-
sume that men high in office have access
to accmate information, and they gen-
erally suppose that those men have no
simister motive for deceiving the great
body of the people on a question hke
the present You see I do not under-
rate the importance of your leaders hav-
g declared in favour of Free Trade.
On the contrary, I avow that this has
caused the greatest possible accession to
the ranks of the Free-traders. Well,
then, the working classes, not believing
that wages rise and fall with the price
of bread, when you tell them that they
are to have corn at 25s. a quarter, -
stead of bemg frightened, are rubbing
their hands with satisfaction. They are
not frightened at the visions which you
present to their eyes of a big loaf, seeing
that they expect to get more money and
bread at half the price. And then the
danger of having your land thrown out
of cultivation! Why, what would the
men 1 smock-fiocks in the south of
England say to that? They would say.
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¢ We shall get our land for potato ground
at 3%d. a lug, instead of payng 3d. or
4d. for it.” These fallacies have all been
disposed of; and if you lived more
the world—more in contact with public
opmion, and less with that charmed
arcle which you think the world, but
which is really anything but the world
—if you gave way less to the excitement
of clubs, less to the buoyancy which
arises from talking to each other as to
the effect of some smart speech, i which
a Mimster has been assailed, you would
see that it was mere child’s-play to at-
tempt to baulk the intelligence of the
country on this great question, and you
would not have talked as you have
talked for the last eleven days.

Now, with respect to the farmers, I
will not deny that you have a large por-
tion of the farmers clinging to you land-
lords on this question. They have been
talked to and frightened by thewr land-
lords, as children by their nurses, and
they dread some hideous prospect, or
some old bogie, ready to start up before
their eyes. They do not know what 1s
to happen, but they have not strict and
mplict fmth in you. They are afraid
lest anything should happen to render
them unable to make terms with the
landlords in the matter of rent; or other-
wise they are perfectly easy, and will-
ing to receve Free Trade to-morrow.
They are afraid of how the adjustment
might be conducted ; and the question,
therefore, I have no hesitation in saying,
15 a landlords’ question. On this sub-
ject the farmers have had some hints
given them in the following paragraph,
which appeared some time ago in the
Standard newspaper :—

‘ Under what head, then, 1s the farmer
to look for relief ? Underthe head ‘*rent.”
The landlord must reduce rent; but the
farmer knows, by rather bitter experience,
the process by which this reduction must
be effected. He must be first himself ren-
dered unable to pay rent, and then the
landiord will give way, and not before.’

This is the chaiacter given by the Stand-
ard newspaper of the landlords, and in
this consists the great difficulty with the
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farmers. I do not think that the farmers
generally believe all that you have told
them. I beheve that farms let as high
now as ever they did. There 1s some-
thing remarkable in this. Since the
nght hon Baronet has proposed s
measure, I have directed my attention
to this point, because I conceive that it
solves much of our difficulty. I have
mquired of land agents, land proprietors,
lawyers, &c., as to whether land has suf-
fered any depreciation nvalue m con-
sequence of the proposition on this sub-
ject made by the Government. Now,
1t 1s remarkable, that though silks have
been rendered almost unsaleable, and
though the proposed change has pro-
duced almost a paralysis in every trade
touched, yet land is letting and selling
for higher prices than ever. I will give
you an example. I will mention a case,
and Iam at Liberty to mention the name.
The hon. Member for Somerset will
corroborate what I am going to state.
Mr. Gordon, a near neighbour of that
hon. Member, has had sixty farms, and
he made the tenants an offer that he
would take their land off then hands on
equitable terms at Lady-day ; yesterday
was the last day for giving notice of ac-
cepting his offer, and not one farmer
proposed todo so. I think itis not very
complimentary to the hon. Member for
Somerset. Mr, Gordon is a near neigh-
bour of his, and his tenants of course
have been favoured to hear some of those
eloquent addresses which the hon. Mem-
ber has made in Somerset, wherein he
has told them that Jand will not be worth
cultivation at all, or, at least, that there
will be such an avalanche of corn from
the Continent and from America as will
quite supersede the cultivation ; and yet
these faimers seem to have so little alarm
that they are willing to hold their farms
at their present rents. Let me read you,
too, the account that is given me by a
gentleman in the City, an eminent soli-
citor, whom I have known for some
years, and who is largely nterested in
landed property :—

¢ 1 have tor many years been connected
with the management of landed property

H 2
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and with the purchase and letting of estates
1n several different counties, and am at this
time negotiating for the renewal of leases
and letting of lands in Bedfordshire, Herts,
and Essex. In the latter county, the ten-
ant, who has occupied a farm of 500 acres
for fourteen years, under a lease, and who
has always spoken of his rent as somewhat
high, and of lis own farming as the best
in his own neighbourhood, has now offered
a considerable increase of rent (r5 per
cent.) for a new lease of fourteen jyears,
and to covenant to underdrain two-thirds
of the farm, the landlord finding dramning-
tiles, now acknowledging that the cultiva-
tion may be greatly improved, so as to
meet the mcrease of rent. The farmer has
another occupation, and 1s not, therefore,
under any fear of bemng without a farm.
He 1s a protectionist in words, and a sup-
porter of Sir John Tyrell. Under the ru-
mour that this farm might be given up,
there were eight or ten most respectable
applicants for 1t

“ In Hertfordshire, I am at this moment
renewing leases upon two large farms, both
with the offer of increased rents, and with
covenants for greatly improved cultivation,
particularly as to underdraiming.

¢ In Bedfordshire, upon two moderate-
sized farms, the same has been the result;
and on the application for one of them,
which the farmer1s quitting in consequence
of age and infirmuty, the following convers-
ation took place, on the application to me
by an intelligent farmer for the farm :—

<+ 1 understand, Sir, that you have the
letting of Mr. L..'s farm, as heis quitting?”

¢*] have”

<1 should Iike to have the offer of it.
My name is ——, and [ can refer you to
the clergyman of my parish, and to several
gentlemen, for my character and responsi-
bility

‘“Youare, I presume, a farmer?"”’

“““Yes, Sir; I have one farm, and I
should hike another, to extend my occupa-
tion, as I have sufficient capital.”

¢ ““You know the farm, I presume, and
the rent which the present tenant pays?”

“**Yes, Sir, I know the farm and the
rent; and as we are no longer to haveany
protection, and the Corn-laws must now
be repealed, I hope you will consider that
pomnt n the rent.”

¢ ““ Pray, as you say that the Corn-laws
must be repealed, what 1n your judgment,
will be the effect 7’
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 “Why, Sir, the first thing will be the
waking up of thousands of farmers who
have hitherto been asleep, and we must
look to mncreased efforts and increased pro-
duction ”

¢+ With respect to rent, I must havea
small 1ncrease, and I must require cove-
nants for better cultivation, more especially
as to underdraining, which must be done
very extensively.”’

“4Sn, my intention s, if T have the
farm, to underdrain the whole of it, being
allowed tiles

¢ ““Well, as you are a man of observa-
tion, and acquamted with different dis-
tricts 1n Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire,
and Herts, tell me whether I am night (so
far as your observation goes) i saying
that, under improved cultivation, one-third
more corn can be grown, and the sample
much better? ’

* < T have no doubt that you are right.”

¢ ““Then, if I am nght, what have you
to fear from the abolition of the Corn-
law ?”

* « Nothing at all, Sir."”

*This person has hired the farm at an
increased rent, and undertaken to under-
drain the whole, if required by the land-
lord so to do.’

Now, hon. Gentlemen must, of course,
be better able than I can be to judge
from their own experience whether this
be a fair statement of the case or not;
but I would put 1t to them, Are any of
them prepared to sell their own estates
for one farthing less now than they were
twelve months ago? But if farmers
will take the land at the same rent, and
if you will not take less than thirty
years’ purchase now upon the present
rental, where are the proofs that you are
in earnest in all that you predict as the
consequences of the repeal of the Corn-
laws?

Nay, #us 1s a proof that there has
been a system of mutual self-delusion, or
mutual deception, between you and the
farmers, You have preached doctrines
which the farmers have affected to be-
lieve, but which neither of you have be-
heved at heart. Either you have been
doing this jointly, doing it that you
mght practise upon the credulity of
your countrymen, or else you are now
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pursuing a most unworthy and incon- | to the wealth of a country? Can you

sistent course, because, after telling the
farmers at your protection meetings that
wheat is to be sold at 30s. to 335 a
quarter, and that they cannot carry on
their business 1 competition with the
Russians and the Poles, even if they had
their land rent free, with what face can
you now let your land to farmers at ex-
1sting rents?

But the truth 1s, that you all know—
that the country knows—that there never
was a more monstrous delusion than to
suppose that that which goes to increase
the trade of the country and to extend
its manufactures and commerce,—that
which adds to our numbers, increases
our population, enlarges the number of
your customers, and dimimishes your
burdens by multiplying the shoulders
that are to bear them, and giving them
increased strength to bear them,—can
possibly tend to diminish the value of
land  You may affect the value of silks ,
you may affect the value of cottons o1
woollens: transitory changes of fashion
may do that — changes of taste; but
there 1s a taste for land inherent in hu-
man kind, and especially 1s 1t the desire
of Englishmen to possess land; and
therefore, whilst you have a monopoly
of that article which our very mstincts
lead us to desire to possess, if you see
any process gomg on by which our com-
merce and our numbers are 1ncreased, 1t
1s impossible to suppose that 1t can have
the effect of diminishing the value of the
article that is in your hands.

What, then, 1s the good of this ‘ pro-
tection’? What is this boasted ‘ pro-
tection’ ? 'Why, the country have come
to regard 1t, as they do witchciaft, as a
mere sound and a delusion. They no
more regard your precautions against
Free Trade than they regard the horse-
shoes that are nailed over the stables to
keep the witches away from the horses.
They do not believe in protection ; they
have no fear of Free Trade; and they
are laughing to scorn all the arguments
by which you are trymng to frighten
them.

by legislation add one farthing to the
wealth of the country? You may, by
legislation, in one evening, destroy the
fruits and accumulations of a century of
labour ; but I defy you to show me how,
by the legislation of this House, you
can add one farthing to the wealth of
the countty  That spiings from the m-
dustry and telligence of the people of
this country. You cannot guide that
mtelligence ; you cannot do better than
leave 1t to its own wmstincts.  If you at-
tempt by legislation to give any direc-
tion to trade or industry, 1t is a thousand
to one that you are doing wrong; and
if you happen to be right, 1t 1s a work of
supererogation, for the parties for whom
you legislate would go mght without
you, and better than with you.

Then, 1if this1s true, why should there
be any dufference of opinion between us?
Hon. Gentlemen may think that I have
spoken hardly to them on this occasion ;
but I want to see them come toa better
conclusion on this question. I beleve,
if they will look the thing mn the face,
and divest themselves of that crust of pre-
judice that oppresses them, we shall all
be better friends about 1t. Theie are but
two things that can prevent 1t. one 1s.
their believing that they have a simister
mterest in this question, and therefore
not looking into 1t : and the other 1s, an
incapacity for understanding political
economy. 1 know there are many heads
who cannot comprehend and master a
proposttion m political economy ; I be-
hieve that study 1s the highest exercise of
the human mind, and that the exact sc1-
ences requue by no means so hard an
effort But, bainng these two accideuts
—wvant of capacity, and having a simster
mterest—I defy any man to look into
this question honestly, and come to any
other than one conclusion  Then why
should we not agree® I want no triumph
i this matter for the Anti-Corn-law
League: I want you to put an end, fiom
conviction, to an evil system Come
down to us. and let us hold a Free-trade
meeting 1 our hall at Manchester,

How can protection, think you, add | Cowe to us now, protectionists, and let
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us see whether we cannat do something
better for our common country than car-
rying on this strife of parties.  Let us,
once for all, recognise this principle, that
we must not tax one another for the
benefit of one another.

Now, I am going to read to you an
authority that will astonish you, 1 am
gomng to read you an extract from a
speech of the Duke of Wellington in the
House of Lords on the 17th of Apnl,
1832 1t is hus opimion on taxation *—

¢ He thought taxes were imposed only
for the service of the State If they were
necessary for the service aof the State, in
God’s name let them be paid , but if they
were not necessary, they ought not to be
paid ; and the Legislature ought not to
impose them.'

Now, there, that noble Duke, without
having had time to study Adam Smith
or Ricardo, by that native sagacity which
is characteristic of his mind, came at once
to the marrow of this question. We
must not tax one another for the benefit
of one another. Oh, then, divest the
future Prime Mimster of this country of
that odious task of having to reconcile
rival interests ; divest the office, if ever
you would have a sagacious man
power as Prime Minister, divest it of the
responsibility of having to find food for
the people | May you never find a Prime
Minister again to undertake that awful
responsibihity! That responsibility be-
longs to the law of nature; as Burke
said, 1t belongs to God alone to regulate
the supply of the food of nations. When
you shall have seen in three years that
the abolition of these laws 1s inevitable,
as inevitable it is, you will come forward
and join with the Free-traders; for if
you do not, you will have the farmers
coming forward and agitating in con-
junction with the League. You are in
a position to gain honour m future ; you
are m a position, especially the young
members among you, who have the ca-
pacity to learn the truth of this question,
they are m a position to gain honour n
this struggle ; but as you are going on
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at present your position 1s a false one ;
you are 1n the wrong groove, and are
are every day more and more diverging
fiom the right pont. It may be material
for you to get night notions of pohtical
economy ; questions of that kind will
form a great part of the woild’s legisla-
tion for a long time to come,.

We are on the eve of great changes.
Put yourselves n a position to be able
to help n the work, and so gather hon-
our and fame where they aie to be
gained. You belong to the anstocracy
of the human kind—not the prnivileged
aristocracy,—I don’t mean that, but the
aristocracy of 1mprovement and crvilisa-
tion. We have set an example to the
world in all ages; we have given them
the representative system. The very
rules and regulations of this House have
been taken as the model for every repre-
sentative assembly throughout the whole
cavilised world; and having besides
given them the example of a free press
and cwil and religious freedom, and
every mstitution that belongs to free-
dom and awilisation, we are now about
giving a still greater example, we are
gomg to set the example of making in-
dustry free~—to set the example of giving
the whole world every advantage of
clime, and latitude, and situation, rely-
ing ourselves on the freedom of our in-
dustry, Yes, we are going to teach the
world that other lesson. Don’t think
there is anything selfish in this, or any-
thing at all discordant with Chrnistian
principles. I can prove that we advo-
cate nothing but what 1s agreeable to
the highest behests of Christiamity. To
buy m the cheapest market, and seil n
the dearest. What is the meanmg of
the maxim? It means that you take the
article which you have in the greatest
abundance, and with 1t obtamn from
others that of which they have the most
to spare; so giving to mankmnd the
means of enjoying the fullest abundance
of earth’s goods, and n doing so, carry-
g out to the fullest extent the Christian
doctrine of ‘Doing to all men as ye
would they should do unto you’
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[After the repeal of the Corn-laws, the Council of the Anti-Corn-law League resolved
on suspending the action of the organisation which they had set in motion, as long as

no atterpt was made to revive protection ]

Ir this were a meeting for any other
purpose than that of business, in the
strictest sense of the word, I am qute
sure that T should feel more embarassed
at meeting you on this occasion than [
have done at any previous time . for I
reel myself almost oppressed with the
consciousness of the importance of the
events we have been passmg through
lately, and of the great mterest which

15 mvolved m the present meeting ; and -

I am sure I could not do justice to the
feelings which are now affecting me.
We are met here on the present occa-
sion as a meeting of the Council of the
League. We have, in the working of
this body, as you are aware, an execu-
tive committee of gentlemen hiving m
Manchester, and also the Council of the
League, consisting of the subscribers of
50/ and upwards. The Executive Coun-
cil of the League have called you, the
Council, together, for the purpose of
taking your opinion as to the course we
shall now pursue; and I think the im-
portance of that question 1s such, that I
shall confine myself as strictly as possible
to business details in what I have to say,
because I do not wish to prevent the
many gentlemen who have come from
cistant parts the opportumty of giving
their advice and assistance on this occa-
sion The Executive Counail of the

|
|
|
|
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League in Manchester have talked over
the matter 1epeatedly, and are now pre-
pated to submit their views: and, as 1
may as well put you in possession ot
what the geneial purpoit of all the reso-
Iations iy, I will just explain the sub-
stance of the whole

We propose to recommend, not that
the League shall be absolutely dissolved
m the <tiict sense of the word, and yet
we propose to take such steps as amount
to a virtual dissolution of the League,
unless the protectiomst party compel us
agam to 1evive our agitation  We pro-
pose to ask from you the authousty and
mstruction to wind up and suspend the
affairs of the League ‘We recommend
that you should pass a iesclution, ab-
solving all those gentlemen who have
put their names down to the laige guai-
antee fund, and paid thewr first mstal-
ment, from any further hability. We
propose that you shall pass a resolunion,
authorising the gentlemen m Manchester,
who have acted on the Council of the
League, mn case they should see apy
serious efforts made by the monopolists
to revive the system of protection, o1 to
induce Parbament to retrace its steps,
then torequest these gentlemen again to
call the League mto active existence
Gentlemen, we have thought that the
course by which we shall fulfil ow duty
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to the general body of subscribers, and
likewise our pledges to the public. We
have pledged ourselves not to retire from
this agitation, or disband the League,
until the Corn-laws were totally and
mmmediately abolished. We are, there-
fore, not competent to dissolve this
League. At the same time I ought to
say, that with reference to our practical
operations, 1t would be exceedingly dif-
ficult to draw a lime between a total
suspension of the League and a partial
suspension. If we continue active oper-
ations at all, it must be on a large scale,
and at an enormous expense. I do not
think you can draw a distinction between
500/. a week and nothing. We have
been spending the last three years at
least 1000/ a week. Under these cir-
cumstances, I think it is a fair practical
question to consider, what can be the
object gamed 1f we continue the active
agitation of the League. In two years
and a half the Corn-laws will be abol-
1shed by an Act now upon the statute-
book ; and let us entertain the supposi-
tion that our efforts 1n agitation out of
doors should be ever so successful, 1t 1s
hardly possible that n less than two
years and a half we should succeed m
altering the law which now exists;
therefore I do not see that any practical
good can result from continuing the
agitation in any form whatever.

Now many people may say, ‘ Are you
safe i disbanding this great orgamisa-
tion? Aile you safe in taking off your
umform (if I may use the expression), of
casting aside your weapons of moral
warfare® Will not the protectionists
gain strength and confidence if they see
you abandon the field?’ I am of opin-
1on that there 1s no danger of anything
of the kind. I look upon 1t that the
mere boasting and vapouring of a few
of the less wise pait of the protectionist
party may be very well excused by us.
It 1s quite natural that men who felt
worsted 1 an argument, and m all the
tactics of political action during the last
seven years, should console themselves
with the promises of what they will do
the next seven years. But Ihold that
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you may as soon abolish Magna Charta,
or do away with Thial by Jury, or repeal
the Test and Corporation Act, or the
Catholic Emancipation Act, as ever re-
enact protection as a principle again m
this country.

Some people say we go back m this
country. I mamtam that we never go
back after a question has been discussed
and sifted as ours has, You have never
gone back 1 any of the great questions;
if settled once, they have been settled
altogether. People dosay that we went
back after the Reform Act was passed.
I will tell you what we did. We got
hold of a machme which we did not
know how to use, and the proper use of
which we are now learning, but we never
went back. Nobody ever proposed the
repeal of one enactment of the Reform
Act. Therefore [ hope our friends every-
where will bear this 1n mind ; andif they
should hear a noble lord, or even a
noble duke, talking of what they will do,
not let their nervous system be excited or
alarmed. They must raise a fresh crop
of statesmen to carry out their principles,
for we have all the statesmen now on
our side of the question. Such being
our position, we have very geed grounds
for congratulation on the present occa-
sion. I confess I hardly know whom
to thank, or how to account, for our
present position; there has been such a
combination of fortunate accidents, that
I must confess that I am disposed to
thank that Providence which has over-
ruled so many apparently conflicting
mcidents for this great and mighty good.
I believe we, at all events, may say, that,
humanly speaking, we owe a debt of
gratitude to our gracious Sovereign the
Queen, I believe 1t is not 1n strict eti-
quette to allude to our Queen’s personal
views and feelings 1n any matter, but 1t
1s well known that her Majesty’s predi-
lections are strongly in favour of the
cause we have been agitating, Then,
there is her late First Minister; along
with our success, we have seen the down-
fall of that Minister. Some people say
he has lost office by giving us Free
Trade. Well, if he has lost office, he
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has gained a country. For my part, I
would rather descend mto private lLife
with that last measure of s, which led
to his discomfitme, mm my hand, than
mount to the highest pmnacle of human
power. Among the statesmen, we owe
a debt of gratitude to Loid John Russell.
Individually, T beheve, we owe to him
and his firmness, to his letter, and to his
firmness during the ntrigues of the last
six months m London—I believe we
owe 1t to his individual firmness that we
had the support of the Whig arstocracy
atall in this measure. I am anxious as
an individual on this occasion, that 1
should lose sight of nobody to whom
the country is indebted for the passing
of these measures, because I do feel there
has been a disposition to make one of
us a great deal more a monopolist
this matter than he deserves. [* No, no.’]
T speak of myself, and I say, that when
I entered upon this career we found the
road very much prepared; the mughty
impediments had been removed by the
labours of others; we had had men pre-
ceding us who had been toiling to beat
down great predjudices, and destroy fal-
lacies, and prepare a path for us which
we had simply to macadanmise to win
our way to victory. Theie are many of
these men here around me I would
not forget men who, like the late Mr.
Deacon Hume, Mr. Macgregor, and
Mr. Porter, in the puvacy of ther
closets, furnished the world with statis-
tics, arguments, and facts, which, after
all, have swayed mankind more than any
declamation or appeals to the passions
can possibly do. There 1s one man
especially whom I wish not to forget. it
1s Colonel Thompson. Colonel Thomp-
son has made more large pecuniary sacri-
fices than any man hiving for Free Trade,
and we all know his contributions m an
intellectual pomt of view, which have
been invaluable to us—we will not for-
get the worthy Colonel amidst our con-
gratulations amongst each other.

I said I should not detain you with a
long speech, and in fact I cannot do it,
for I do feel oppressed with the feelings
which now pervade my mind. I believe
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we are at an era which in importance,
socially, has not its equal for the law
1,800 years. I believe there 1s no event
that has ever happened i the world’s
history, that m a moral and social pomt
of view—there 1s no human event that
has happened m the world more calcu-
lated to promote the enduring interests
of humanity than the estabhshment of
the principle of Free Trade,—I don’t
mean in a pecumary pomt of view, or as
a principle applied to England, but we
have a principle established now which
is eternal n 1ts truth and umversal m its
application, and must be apphed 1n all
nations and throughout all times, and
applied not simply to commerce, but to
every item of the tanffs of the world;
and 1f we are not mstaken 1 thinking
that owr principles are true, be assured
that those results will follow, and at no
very distant pertod. Why, it1sa world’s
revolution, and nothing else; and every
meeting we have held of this League,
and this its last meeting probably, may
be looked back upon as the germ of a
movement which will ulimately compie-
hend the whole world 1 1ts embrace.
1 see and feel, and have always felt, the
great social and moral importance of this
great question. I believe many who
have taken an active part in this question
have been influenced solely by 1ts moral
and social consequences.

We have amongst us on this occasion
a gentleman who has come from a neigh-
bouring country, France, an eloquent
advocate of Free Trade there, Mons.
Duffour Dubergier, the Mayor of Bor-
deaux. It is gratifying that we should
attract by a kindred sympathy the visit
to our meeting of so distinguished a man ;
and I know he will go back, not with
fresh emotions of sympathy towards our
cause, for those he has entertamed
already, but I have no doubt he will go
back mspinted by what he sees here,
and that he will be anxious that France
shonld not stand long apart from Eng-
land 1n this glorious career, but that we
jom hand to hand m setting nations the
example of the mutual advantages of
peace and prosperity.
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Well, this League must dissolve—at
must suspend.  Our elements must be
scattered I cannot help saymng person-
ally for myself, that the greatest pleasure
I have found m the course of those pro-
ceedings has been in the acquaintances
I have formed with, and the kindness I
have received from, the men connected
with this association.  If I could ever
have despaired of this country, after the
acquamtances which T have made with
the men 1n connection with this question
-—men who will be found the salt of this
land 1 whatever good 1s to be accom-
plished—having known what I do of my
fellow-countrymen 1n this agitation, I
shall never despair of this moral power
to conduct this good ship through what-
ever storm may arise, which will save us
from anarchy at one end, or tyranny at
the other end of society. I am gomg to
be egotistical; but I will say that, so far
as I myself am concerned—so far as my
tastes go—a release from an active Dfe
of agitation will not be unacceptable to
me I ought, m order to enjoy the full
pleaswie of an agitator, to be differently
constituted, and I don’t think nature
ever mtended me for that hine. I say
1t most unaffectedly, that I entered upon
the career of agitation without the shight-
est 1dea that 1t would ever have con-
ducted me to the pomt to which I have
artirved I had ne! the most distant 1dea
of it. I don’t think circumstances would
have warranted myself 1n taking the step
eight years ago, if I could have seen
what 1t would lead to. We got into the
groove, and were pushed along, and we
found ourselves carrying a train of good
hardy spuits who would not leave us,
and having given us their support, we
were impelled forward 1n the groove at
an accelerated speed, and with a con-
stantly mcreased >ynipathy.

Well, for myself, you will hardly credit
it, when I say that with 1egard to myself,
I have precisely the same feeling now
with respect to the ordeal of public meet-
ings that I had when I began this agi-
tation. It 1» a matter of great reluctance
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and difficulty for me to appear beforean
audience at all.  Many people would
think that we had our reward in the ap-
plause and é&/az of pubhc meetings; but
I declare upon my honour that it 1s not
so with me, for the inherent reluctance
I have to address public meetings 1s so
great, that I don’t even get up to pre-
sent a petition 1 the House of Com-
mons without reluctance. I therefore
hope I may be believed when I say that
if this agitation terminates now, it will
be very acceptable to my feelings; but
if there should be the same necessity.
the same feeling which has impelled me
to take the part I have will impel me to
a new agitation,—ay, and with tenfold
more vigour, after having had a littlc
ume to recruit my strength,

We are gomng (o dissolve; those good
spirits must disband, and I am not quite
sure that 1t 15 not wise and proper that
1t should be so. We have been kept
together for seven years without one
single dispute, without anything to
cause the slightest alienation.  We have
had the bond of freemasonry and bro-
therhood so closely kmt about us, that I
don’t think there has been a keen word
m the happy family of the Anti-Corn-
law League That 15 the spintin which
we should break off Were we to con-
tinue our agitation, when the object fo1
which we associated 15 gone, I am afrad
that the demon of discord would be get-
ting in among us. It 1s 1n nature s9
It 15 1n our moral nature necessary that
when an organised body has performed
its functions, 1t must pass mnto a new
state of existence, and become different-
ly organised. We are dispersing our
elements to be ready for any other good
work, and 1t is nothing but good works
that will be attempted by good Leaguers.
Our body will, so to say, penish; but
our spirit is abroad, and will pervade
all the nations of the earth. It will
pervade all the nations of the earth be-
cause it 1s the sprit of truth and justice,
and because 1t is the spirit of peace and
good-will amongst men.
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{On March 8th, 1849, 1n the House of Commons, Mr Disraeh moved for a Committee
of the whole House, to take mto consideration such measures as might remove the

grievances of the owners and occupiers of real property.

On this motion, Mr. Hume

moved an amendment, and the debate was adjourned to the 1sth March, when Mr.
Cobden delivered the following speech, in opposition to Mr., Disraeli's motion, which
was rejected by a majonty of gr (280 to 18g).]

I HAVE been alluded to so frequently
in the course of this debate, that I am
not willing to allow it to cease without
saying a few words 1 shall not weary
the House by a reference to the speech
of the honourable mover of the orginal
motion ; I consider that to do so, after
the able speech of the rnight honourable
the Chancellor of the Kxchequer (Sn
Charles Wood), would be to slay the
slam. I will not stop to say a word on
the jocular musrepresentations which
have been made of the speech of the
honourable Memher for Montrose (M
Hume) ; but I may say that to-morrow
I shall probably refer to those misre-
presentations, as to the amount of ex-
penditure on our naval and military
establishments, which T thik are very
much calculated to mislead the country.

The plan of the honomable Gentle-
man opposite has at length been resolved
mto this—that 1t is a proposal to lay on
between 400,000/, and 500,000/ of ad-
ditional taxation on the farmers, on the
plea of benefiting them. And this 1s
the proposal which 1s made in the -
terest of the tenant-farmers., That 1s,
upon the assumption that it 15 demon-
strated beyond all possible cawvil o1 con-

tradiction that the local burdens laid
upon property are borne by the owners
of property, and not by the floating
capital of the countiy. If you deny
that, of course you can go to the country
with your proposition for favouring the
farmer by reducing the burdens on 1eal
property ; but 15 theie a human being
whose opinion 1s deserving a moment’s
consideration who will deny this propo-
sition, that 1f you reheve the burdens
upon real property, the 1elief will go m-
to the pockets of the owners of that
propeity > Take this case : Two farms
are to let of exactly equal intrinsic value,
as to quality, soil, and situation  One
shall be rated at 2s. in the pound to the
poor-rate ; the other at 8. Would you
let the two farms for the same rent? I
ask even a nod of assent from: the hon-
ourable Gentleman opposite. There 1s
not a farmer or land-agent who would
say that the two farms would let for the
saine money. Deducting 1n each case
the amount of the rate, the remainder 1s
the amount of rent m each. Is not this
comng before us under false pretences?
It 15 altogether very much like a hoax.
First of all, the tenant-farmers are pa-
raded before us. You come 1n hot



204

haste from Willis’s Rooms with the case
of the tenmant-faimers Not a man is
allowed to speak there but a tenant-
farmer: by the way, they are for the
most part land-agents. I know the
most of them, because I have met them
m the country But you come here
professing to serve the tenant-farmers,
and you try to raise a quarrel between
them and the manufacturers What was
the peroration of the speech of the
hon Member for Buckinghamshire (Mr.
Disrael)? Was 1t not an attempt to
array the tenant-farmeis aganst the
manufacturers, by the classing the former
under the msidious title of the landed
interest But there 1s no difference be-
tween the manufacturers and the farm-
ers 1n relation to the question before the
House. The farmer 1s a manufacturer;
he hues the land for manufactming pur-
poses  But, as farmers and landlords,
youl interests are antagomstic, in spite
of anything that may be said to the con-
trary.

I do not wish to set farmers against
landlords by saymg that. [‘Oh, oh.’]
You may cry, ‘Oh!’ but I will be un-
derstood by the farmers as well as by the
landlords mn this House. As members
of one community I do not say that land-
lords and faimers have not common m-
terests m good and equal laws; but 1f
you come before this House, and ask for
a measure to benefit landlord and tenant
exclusively, then I tell you, that asland-
lords and tenants your interests are an-
tagonmistic—for the mterest of the one 15
to rent the land as cheap as he can, and
the mterest of the other to let 1t as deax
as he can I say, then, that 1t 15 1mpos-
sible to combine both 1n one measure, so
as to give an equal amount of benefit to
both nterests. You mught as well ex-
pect to combime the cotton brokers of
Liverpool and the cotton spinners of
AManchester 1n one measure, which would
be equally advantageous to both. The
two cases are precisely the same  And
I do hope the time 15 not far distant when
these discussions will put the tenant-
farmers in thewr real position mn this
country
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I have been accused by honourable
Gentlemen with having said that I con-
sidered the farmers had been mjured—
nay, the honourable Member for Buck-
inghamshire went so far as to say that I
was a party toinjuring them, I wish hon-
ourable Gentlemen would have the fair-
ness to give the entire context of what
I did say, and not pick out detached
words. If they did so, it would save
time and my explanations. What I said
at Manchester was this, that as we car-
ried the principle of Free Trade with re-
spect to corn, we owed it to the farmer
to carry out the same principles, by re-
moving as far as possible every mmpedi-
ment to the free employment of capital
and labour upon the soil. The farmer
complains of the interference of the malt-
tax with his business, and 1t 1s not incon-
sistent with my principles to remove that
mpediment out of his way., I do this
without pretending to any particular af-
fection for the farmer above other classes.
If I did so, I would follow your error,
by attempting to legislate for a particular
class I said on a former occasion, that
T would not enter again into the subject
of Fiee Trade, unless a motion was laid
on the table of the House for the pur-
pose of restoring protection to corn. But
this motion has been made a protection
debate, and we have been challenged by
honourable Gentlemen opposite to make
good our case; and 1t has been asserted
that we are the authors of all kinds of
disasteis, not only to the farmers every-
where, but to the labourers, and even to
the manufacturers.

I deny the charge, and I biing you to
the facts. You complain of the condi-
tion of the agricultwal labourer—you
complain that he 1s suffering from the
low price of provisions. The noble lord
the Member for West Sussex (the Earl
of March) spoke of the halcyon days of
high-priced corn, and how well off the
agricultural labourers were then. I have
taken pains to inquire into that matter,
and Idenythat they were better off. Take
one of those darling years of which you
are so fond—takethe year1847, and com~
pate 1t with the present time, An 2 yri-
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cultural labourer’s family, consisting of
five persons, 1f they consumed as much
bread as is allowed per head by the
Poor-law Unions to out-of-door paupers,
should consume ten 4lb. loaves in the
week. Then ten loaves in 1847 cost 9d.
a loaf, or 7s. 6d. for the whole ; they cost
now 6d. a loaf, or s, for the whole; so
that he pays 2s 64, less for his bread now
than he did in 1847. The reduction of
wages generally 1s about Is a week, so
that he 1s a gamer by 1s. 62, But I will
take the extreme case put by the honour-
able Gentleman opposite, and assume
that wages have fallen 25, a week, and
even then it leaves a balance of 64. a
week 1n hus favour, independently of the
measures passed 1n consequence of Free
Trade for the reduction of sugar, which
conferred a further benefit on the la-
bourer. But take the ordinary case of the
labourers and mechanics in towns—take
the case of the manufacturing labouters
1n the north of England and 1n London—
and I maintain that, at the present time,
as compared with those high-priced
years gone by for ever, those years for
which the noble lord sighs m vain—the
mechanical operatives and labouring
population in our great manufacturing
seats save at least from 2s. to 3s. a week
m their weekly wages, which 1s tanta-
mount to fifteen per cent. on their in-
come.

The honourable Member for the North
Riding of Yorkshire (Mr. Cayley) said
that we failed in all our predictions, and
he made us appear as if we expected
a great many things which I never ex-
pected. He said that we caused a great
reduction of wages. Well, if you say you
have reduced wages in the agricultural
districts, I hold that youare good author-
ity for that statement: but [ deny that
wages have been reduced mn the manu-
facturing districts ; nay, more, I deny
that they have been reduced in the neigh-
bourhood of those districts. On the con-
trary, there has been a tendency to a
rise 1n wages during the six weeks that
the Corn-law has been abolished. I
will state a case which the noble Lord
the Member for Stamford (the Marquis
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of Granby) will comprehend. Within a
few weeks a body of men for whom he
and his brothers professed great sympa-
thy—the stockingers and glove-makers
of the mdland counties—struck for an
increase of wages I find it stated in the
Nottingham newspapers, that they have
had fout successive strikes for wages, and
that the men gamed the advantage on
every occaston—a thing which was not
known for seventy years before~—during
the whole of which period there had been
a gradual diminution of wages. Take
agamn the district with which I am con-
nected—take Lancashire What is the
state of things there at the present time
as compared with the days to which the
noble lord is so anxious to go back, and
to which you are all anxious to return?
Why, 1t 1s 1 a state of compaiative
prosperity now.  Look to B:adford,
and compare 1ts condition now to the
state 1t was 1n twelve months ago, when
I accompanted a deputation to the night
honourable the Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer, asking for relief 1n 1ts behalfl
But I need not confine myself to the
manufacturing distuicts, I will take the
condition of the farmers themselves. 1
call on the honourable Member for East
Somersetshure (Mr Miles) to go over
some figures together with me. I admit
the farmers are suffering m certain dis-
tricts  But I am not gomng to let hon-
ourable Gentlemen off as to the cause ot
that distress. Do honourable Gentlemen
forget that the farmerssuffered sometimes
before? Do they read Hansard? Do
they recollect the years 1819, 1820, and
1622, when petitions were presented
every night, and debates and speeches
upon them—when county meetings were
held day after day to protest aganst the
distressand oppression which the agricul-
turists were labouring under, and when
they showed themselves more sensible
than they did now, for then they always
accompanied their petitions for redress,
with a demand for a reduction of ex-
penditure and taxation? They did not
then suffer themselves to be bamboozled
as they do now, when not a word 1s ut-
tered by them about a reduction of
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public expenditure. What do you think
of the year 1821, when Sir E. Knatchbull
declared that all the farmers were nearly
ruined in 1820—that they were quite
rumed in 1821? In 1822 a Committee
of Inquiry was granted to inquire into
agricultural distress. Now, bear in
mind, that you had all this time a law
which gave you a monopoly of the wheat
market up to the price of 8os. What
said the report of that Committee?
Why, 1t said, ‘it must be admitted that
protection could not be carried further
than monopoly, and that the agricultural
interest enjoyed a complete monopoly
since 1819." No wheat had been im-
ported from 1819 to 1822, and yet the
agricultural mterest was in a state of
universal distiess, and even in a state of
bankruptcy. Well, mn 1835, you were
in the saire condition precisely, and you
had a commuttee which made no report,
because no case could be made out dur-
ing the time of the shding-scale In 1836,
again, the Marquis of Chandos made a
motion for the repeal of the malt-tax,
and he said that the landlords were
abandoning their mansions to go and
live abroad, the farmers were going to
the workhouse, and the labourers, in-
stead of drinking beer, drank water from
the pump. Do you recollect that Mr.
Bennett, the Member for Wiltshire, when
shl}’ threatened with the income tax,
said that this was no threat to the land-
ed interest, for the land was no longer
theirs—it belonged to mortgagees and
money-lenders? Well, all this was dur-
g the height of protection—and with
this before you, how can you come and
say that, with Free Trade only i exist-
ence for six weeks, we are the cause of
the distress of the farmers?

I believe that this distress has partly
arisen in consequence of our principle of
an immediate repeal not bemg carried
out. I stated my opinion emphatically
in 1846, that the farmers were making
a mistake in not having the Corn-law
immediately repealed, because I knew
that during the three years that it was
to continue a stimulus would be given
to the production of wheat all over the
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world, for the purpose of pouring it into
the market here, when the duty was
entirely taken away. The duty, which
was run up to ten shillings, came down
suddenly, and this was partly the cause
of the distress. I believe that the
parties who imported this wheat are
selling it now at a loss. But if we are
not the cause of the farmers’ distress,
who 1s the cause of 1t? Let us go back
to a time when farmers were generally
doing well. Between the years 1785
and 1790 the farmers had a quet,
steady trade ; there were no complants
then. Why were there now? Why
did not the farmers get the profit now
which they got in the period between
the American war and the French revo-
lution? In 1790 the price of wron and
implements of husbandry was double
what it 1s now ; clothing of every kind
was nearly double ; cotton articles were
four or five tumes their present price;
salt was double the price at which it 1s
now selling. Tea, sugar, coffee, soap,
fuel, were dearer then than now. Spices,
preserved fruits, and all the moderate
luxurtes of life were then dearer than
at present. But, on the other hand,
butcher’s-meat, bacon, butter, cheese,
poultry, and eggs bring higher prices
now than then, so that all the articles
in which the farmer dealt sold as cheap
or cheaper then than at present ; while,
with the single exception of beer, which
we, the Free-traders, are anxious to put
on the same footing, there 1s no article
of domestic use or implement employed
in his business which the farmer cannot
buy cheaper now than in 1790. The
price of labour in the purely agricultural
districts has not changed more than one
or two shillings a week, and taking 1ts
productiveness into account, it 1s far
cheaper now than in 17go. Why, then,
does the farmer complain now? There
is one little item which you all forget,
but which I do not forget, and that 1s
simply the rent of land, which in any
case 1s double, and in some places treble,
what it was in 1790. I say, without
hesitation or fear of contradiction, that
the rent of agricultural land in England
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is now double what 1t was 1 1790, and
in many cases treble ; while in Scotland
it is generally more than treble

I am not gomng to speak to you, now
that the Corn-laws are repealed, in
language different fiom that which I
used when agitating for the repeal of
those Corn-laws. I have never, in the
presence of farmers, m any county m
England—and I have met them in open
assembly in almost every county——much
as I am charged with teling one story
in one place and another story in an-
other place—I have never dwelt on a
probable reduction of rents as a reason
for repealing the Corn-laws. I have,
however, always said that with free
trade in corn, and with moderate prices,
if the present rents were to be mam-
tained, 1t must be by means of a differ-
ent system of managing property from
that which you now pursue. You must
have men of capital on your land ; you
must let your land on mercantile princi-
ples—you must not beafraid of an inde-
pendent and energetic man who will
vote as he pleases at the hustings—you
must abandon that modern mnovation
of battue shooting, which was not known
to your ancestors in 1790. Well, now,
you laugh at that. I said before that I
knew I was speaking in the presence of
landowners and landlords, and I now
ask you to deal fairly with me when I
tell you a home truth ; it is, that when
you laugh at this battue shooting, you
are doing precisely the contrary of what
the farmers would do 1f I were speaking
about it to them. I know that farmers
regard this system of game preserving as
a very great nuisance,—as a very great
hindrance to the employment of capital.
I know an instance of one of the greatest
agitators for Corn-laws, a large landed
proprietor, who has driven some of the
best tenants that could be found in this
kingdom-—men of capital —from s
estates, because he perseveres in keep-
ing up an inordmate amount of game.
1 am not going to be fanatical with you,
even on the subject of game. I never
yet met a farmer—I now speak n par-
ticular of the Lothians—who wished to
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estirpate game. You may have all the
game necessary for exercise ; but if you
will keep up such an amount of game as
15 necessary for the shooting of five
hundred head in one day—and I have
heard of that bemg done by a noble
loid and some of his friends—let me
tell you that you cannot get men who
will pay you 1n rent, pay you m game,
and pay you also in votes. You must
be content with a money rent. Give
up your game, and give up the votes of
your tenants, or you will not be able to
retain your money rent. There 1s no-
thing unreasonable, though there may
be something very mconvenient, at this
late hour, m my talking to you mn this
way. If you come to this House and
parade the distress of the farmei—if,
besides, you utter something hke a
threat of robbing the Exchequei, and
deal out alarming predictions of what 15
gomg to happen if the farmeis aie not
made to prosper in their busimess, 1t
becomes us, who take a different view,
to tell you what are the reasons why the
farmers are not more prosperous.

Now. S, something has been said
about the very pamful ordeal of sending
away small farmers who have an msig-
nificant amount of capital. Well, mn
the first place, 1t is not very comph-
mentary to a system of Corn-laws and
protection, that the farmer’s trade is the
only one n this kingdom in which
capital 1s deficient. It 1s overflowing
in every other trade. I defy you to
show me any other trade in the king-
dom, wholesale or retail, which 1s not
glutting the market, And farming
being the most inviting busmness of all,
is one to which capital will gladly flow,
if you will accept energetic men and men
of capital as tenants. Give such men
fair leases, and let them do what 1s best
for their own prosperity, and capital will
always come to the land 1 abundance,
But what I wish particularly to show
you 15 this —that it 1s a mistaken
humanity to keep on your estates farm-
ers who are deficient mn capital, and, 1
should add, mtelligence also, if what
the honowable Member for Dorsetshire
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stated be stiictly correct—namely, that
if you went to the farmers of that county
and explaned to them what the honour-
able Member for Buckinghamshuemeant
to do for their benefit, they would all,
without being coerced by therr landlords,
at once say, ‘ We shall be very glad if
vou will take off these local rates, for
we feel quite sure that the landlords will
not put the amount into their pockets,
but will take it off our rent.” If such be
the real character of the farmers, I must
say that they want intelligence as well
as capital

What I say on that subject is this,
that while you are looking at the mter-
ests of men who are without mntelligence
and without capital, you are losing sight
of the interests of the agricultural la-
bourers, who are much more numerous,
and therefore more deserving of consid-
eration, than even these small farmers
If you have not men of capital on your
land, the labourers cannot be employed.
Go to any district — for example, Noith
Devon or Dorsetshire—where the farm-
ers are most deficient m capital, and
there you will find the poor-rates high-
est, and the labourers most depressed.
Well, then, T say, whatever may be the
inconvenience of doing so, you must take
steps to diaw capital to your land. You
must 1nvite it—you must tempt 1t—and
if you do so, you will be able to employ
your labowiers. It 15 perfectly true, as
was stated by the noble lord the Mem-
ber for West Sussex, that i seasons of
depression a number of labourers are
thrown out of employment 1n the agr-
cultural districts ; and that while the
depression lasts, 1t tends to raise the
amount of the poor-iates, so that 1t 1s
made to appear that the poor-1ate has
not a tendency to fall in cheap vears, as
we maintaimn 1t ought to do. But what
is the cause of agncultural labourers
having been thus thiown out of employ-
ment when a depression suddenly anses ?
It 15 because the tenantry have made
false calculations as to the mode m
which they are to carry on a profitable
cultivation of the land. Farmers have
depended on high prices being main-
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tained by Act of Parliament; and, when
those prices fail them, as they alway
have done from time to time, once m
seven or ten years, these men, who have
msufficient capital to rest upon, and who
have depended upon nothmg but arti-
fictal prices, break down, and come
petitioning Parhament for relef.

‘Well, then, you must put an end to
this state of things. I exhoit you to tell
the farmers honestly that 1t 1s ‘a delu-
sion, a mockery, and a snare,’ to teach
them that you can restore one shilhing of
protection in this House. I admit that
you may tamper with the Navigation
Laws. That matter rests with the noble
lord and his Goveinment ; and, if I were
m his place, I would stand or fall by
the Nawvigation Bill without altering a
clause. But I tell him n the most ami-
cable spint, that there will be no agita-
tion for the repeal of the Navigation
Laws. The public mind considers the
Free-trade question as settled ; but the
public also expect that the Government
will show some vigour in completing the
measures of Free Trade, by equalising
the duties 1n the tanff, the duties on
coffee, and other articles of general con-
sumption, and by getting rid of the
Navigation Laws. They expect the Ex-
ecutive Government to show the same
vigour, with a majonty of fifty or sixty
m this House, as the right honourable
Gentleman (Sir Robert Peel) showed in
laying the foundation of Free Trade by
the repeal of the Corn-laws. The effect
of this measure bemng rejected would
not be to create an agitation, but to
strike the country with despair of any
strong and vigorous administration m
the hands of the noble lord.

I say, then, that whatever may be the
fate of the Navigation Laws, the Corn
question is a different thing. I was
always an advocate for confining the
public mind to that one question: I call
it the keystone of the arch; the rest
will fall of itself.  But if the Government
were to propose a Is. duty on corn—it
was a fearful scene m 1815, when the
people surrounded this House whilst you
were passing the Corn-law; but, depend
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upon it, you will be surrounded by a
totally different class, if you attempt to
pass’ another Corn-law. Now, if you
value your own interest, if you value
the interest of the farmer,—above all,
if you value the interest of your la-
bounng population, dissipate this delu-
sion, which some of you are attempting
to propagate; proclamm, once for all,
that any renewal of protection on corn
1s as umpossible as it would be to revoke
Magna Charta. Tell them to rely upon
their own energies, and that you will
co-operate with them. Go to them, and
talk to them, and do not come here,
talking to the Government or the Prime
Mimnister about reviving protechion.
Take your proper place, and do your
duty alongside of your tenants. Jomn
together in adopting such measures as
are suitable to your altered circum-
stances-——and to that which 1s wrrevoc-
able. Don't dream of high prices again,
High prices are mcompatible with the
well-being of this country, and with the
mterest of the manufacturing population
of the large towns. Do you want to
follow out the policy of the noble lord
the Member for West Sussex, the Earl
of March, and to bring us back to the
state 1 which we were in 1839, 1840,
1841, and 1842, the years mcluded in
hus list of high prices, and when he says
everybody was prosperous? Have you
forgotten the state of Stockport, almost
a desolation? Have you forgotten Shef-
field, with 1ts 20,000 people existing
on the poor-rates; or Leeds, with 1ts
30,000, mn the same condition? Have
you forgotten a state of things in which
political excitement almost boidered on
msurrection® and would you dare to
bring back such a state of things, and,
above all, call it prosperity? No, you
have a fair career before you with mo-
derate prices, provided you will alter
the system on which you conduct your
affairs,

Thirty years ago the manufacturers
and merchants of this country had to go
through precisely the same ordeal as you
have now to pass through. Many of
you remember what a revulsion there
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was within three years after the war in
every article of manufactures. Why,
a great number of people were then
rumned by the losses which they sus-
tamed through the stocks which they
had on hand. But what occurred gave
rise to a totally different description of
trade-—a trade aiming at a large produc-
tion and small profits ; and let me tell
you for your encouragement, that, fiom
1817 up to the present tume, the fortunes
made 1n manufactures and commerce
have not been realised by selhng at mgh
prices, but almost every successive for-
tune has been made by selling at lower
prices, though in larger quantities. Now
there 1s abundance of scope for you to
carry out the same thing, I believe we
have no adequate conception of what
the amount of production might be from
a limited surface of land, provided only
the amount of capital were sufficient.
There is no reason whatever why I
should not hive to see the day when a
man who lays out 1,000/, on ffty acres
of land, will be a more independent,
more prosperous, and more useful man,
than many faimeis who now occupy five
or six hundied acres, w1th not one quarter
or one-tenth of the capital necessary to
carry on the cultivation.

I sincerely thank the House for having
Iistened to me with so much attention
at this hour of the moming. 1 should
be sorry if the motion of my honourable
friend the Member for Montrose were
ignored in the great discussion which
we have had about local taxes. My
honourable friend seems to me to have
very properly met the case as 1t at pre-
sent stands. It 1s quite clear that the
honourable Member for Buckingham-
shire has been put out of court. That
is quite certamn. When the farmer reads
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s speech
—and I would certamly recommend
every farmer m the country to do so—
when he reads that speech, aided by the
analysis which I find in Punch to-day—
when he sees that the sum total of ad-
vantage to the farmer, shown by the
speech and the analyss, 1s an increase
of taxation to the amount of 400,000,
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I don’t think he will consider that any
boon has been offered to him. The Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer himself does
not, indeed, promise anything much
better. He declares that he cannot give
us any remission of taxation. Well,
then, my honourable friend the Member
for Montrose steps in m the most timely
way ; and, though now probably, as he
has always been, a little before his time,
still he is right. Now, I am quite sure
that you cannot benefit the farmer except
by a general reduction of the national
expenditure. Let us further tell the
land-owners that that 1s the only means
of staving off that tendencyto a reduction
of rent, which must arise 1n a transition
state, though I maintain that the value
of land will ultimately be higher under
a system of Free Trade than it ever could
have been under protection.

My honourable friend proposes to
repeal the malt-tax, Now, though I am
a very great advocate for the repeal of
that tax, yet, being a sober man myself,
I do not take such an interest in the
question as some honourable Members
do. But I shall vote for the repeal,
chiefly because I wish to dumimish the
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waste of our national expenditure, and
thus, to find means of reducing taxation.
Let there be sufficient pressure, and the
Government will find a way of reducing
our costly estabhshments, T will add,
that my own course with regard to the
reduction of taxation is supported by that
of the noble lord (Lord john Russell),
who in 1816, after the war, contended
for a reduction of the army below the
Government estunate of 99,000 men.
The men were voted, but there was an
immense excitement against the pro-
perty-tax, and when it came to be voted,
1t was rejected by a large majonty:
hereupon the Secretary at War asked to
withdraw his estimates, with a view to
thewr revision, and they were revised
and reduced most materially. So, if
the Government now was made to take
the malt-tax and other taxes in hand.
with a view to thewr reduction, they will
soon find 1t necessary to reduce their
estimates ; and, therefore, as one very
sound reason, do I hope that the House
will support the proposition of my
honourable friend for a reduction of
expenditure,
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Corn-laws he was absent from England, but on his return he made several speeches
on topics of public mnterest during the year 1849 ]

THERE is a peculiar advantage in
Members of the House of Commons
coming, from time to time, in contact
with the people, and especially with
their own constituencies. It enables us
to take their judgment upon the course
which we, their Representatives, have
followed n times past; and, what 1s
equally important, it enables us to con-
fer with them as to the line of conduct
which we should pursue m future. I
was, therefore, anxious to-night to have
had the opportumity of listemng, at
greater length, to the speeches of the
mhabitants of Leeds; and I sincerely
regret that my friend, Mr. Baines, and
other gentlemen who have spoken,
should have curtailed their remaiks out
of consideration for me, or a desiie that
I should be heard addressing you n-
stead of them. I think more good
would have arisen 1f they had favoured
us, at greater length, with their views
and opinions upon the important ques-
tions now before us. Amongst the ques-
tions which have been launched this
evening by our worthy chairman, is one
which I fondly hoped I should never
again have had the necessity of speak-
g upon,—I mean the old, worn-out,
the disgusting question of protection.
‘Why, I thought 1t was dead and buried

years ago. It is now eleven years this
very month, and I beheve this very
week, since the first great meeting was
held in Manchester, from which ongin-
ated the Anti-Corn-law League. On
that occasion, 1 December, 1838, two
hundred persons from all parts of the
kingdom assembled, and many gentle-
men here present were at the meeting.
For seven years afterwards there was a
continual agitation of the Free-trade
question throughout the country, and I
believe nearly 1,000 public meetings
were held upon it 1n every part of the
kingdom. Hundreds of tons’ weight of
tracts were printed and distributed upon
the subject; debate after debate took
place upon it in Parliament-—sometimes
scaicely anything else was debated there
for months — and now, at the end of
eleven years, we are told that we are to
have this question up agan for discus-
sion. And why, and on what ground?
Amongst other pleas why we should
have this question again re-agitated 1s,
that the agriculturists were betrayed,
and protection was suddenly abandoned,
after seven years of discussion only!
Now, gentlemen, so far as I am con-
cerned, I have allowed certain people
to go about talking in the country,
and talking in the House of Commons,
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without ever having condescended to an-
swer them. Nay, I candidly confess that
I felt the most supreme contempt for all
they said. I viewed it as nothing but
the contortions of a body that had lost
its head ; just as we read of unfortunate
criminals whose limbs writhe and move
by a sort of spasmodic action after they
had been decapitated. I thought their
party, having lost its brains, had still
some muscular action left 1n 1t, but I
never beheved it was to be treated again
as a sentient intelligent body, worthy
the holding a discussion with n this
country.

But, gentlemen, I have been told, by
those m whose judgment I have con-
fidence, that we have allowed our op-
ponents to go unanswered too long, and
that there 15, amongst a very large por-
tion of the farming class in this country,
a behef that, from our silence, protec-
tion 1s gamung ground again in this
country. Why, let them understand
that our silence has been the result of
supreme contempt. In those meetings,
which we read of 1n the agricultural dis-
tricts, we hear the reiterated assertion
that the whole country 1s prepanng to
go back again to protection, and I con-
cur with the view taken by our respected
chairman, that we ought, if possible, to
prevent the delusion which 1s being
practised upon the farmers, which pre-
vents the farmers having an adjustment
and arrangement with their landlords—
that we ought, 1f possible, to put an end
to that delusion here, in order that agr-
culture may resume 1ts old course, and
the landlord and farmer may come to
some agreement as to terms between
each other. Where is the proof of re-
action? I admat that, in some of our
rural villages. wheie men,—or rather,
we ought to call them, old women—still
put horse-shoes over their stable-doors
to keep the witches from then horses—
there may, in some of those parishes, be
found men who will gape and cheer
when told that we are going back to
protection. But I think there is some-
body else to be consulted before they
put on another bread-tax, and amongst
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other parties to be consulted, I calculate
the West Riding will have a voice mn 1t,
Now, where is the proof of reaction in
the West Riding? We have in this
Riding—the population of which I have
the honourtorepresent—about 1,400,000
souls, which is about one-twelfth part of
the whole population of England, and
a far larger proportion of its wealth,
intelligence, and productive industry.
Well, I presume this community is to
have a voice in this question of the
bread-tax. In answer to these village
heroes, these men, who, when they have
put their parish mn a turmoul, that vastly
resembles a storm 1n a tea-pot, fancy the
whole of England gathered together,
when it is nothing but an agitation of
the squire, lus agent, and probably a
parson and a doctor. In answer to
these protectionist noodles, and their
organs of the press, who are continually
telling the farmers, what they have been
telling them now for eleven years, that
they are going to have protection and
keep it, I tell them they never shall
have one farthing’s worth of protection.
These are only a couple of predictions.
Some time or other, I presume, the
farmers will wish to have friends who
tell them the truth. Whenever the time
comes when the farmers understand who
1t 15 who has been telling them the truth,
—those who say they are going to have
protection, or those who say from this
platform they never shall have one far-
thing more of Corn-law,—when that
time comes, then I think the age of de-
lusion will be over in the agricultural
districts. I want to know how long
they will require before they make up
their minds whether I am right, or those
squires are right.  The time will come.
I give them seven years, if they like;
only let 1t be understood, that they re-
member the promise made on the one
side by thewr own leaders, and here by
the men of the West Riding ; and then
I calculate the farmeis will throw off
their foolish blind guides, and co-oper-
ate with those who have proved them-
selves to have some sense and foresight
in the matter, What 1s it these iand-
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lords want to do with you? There is no
disguise about the matter now. When
we were agitating the Corn-law question
before, they said their object was plenty,
the same as ours; but what 1s their cry
now? Why, they complan that you
get the quartern loaf too cheap, and
they want to raise the price of 1t to you;
and that 1s the only business they have
in hand. You get a couple of stones of
decent flour now for 3s.; two or three
years ago you paid 4s. for a single stone.
Well, those landlords were satisfied
when you were paying 4s. a stone for
flour, and now they are dissatisfied
when you get two stones for 3s., and
they want to go back agamn to the 4s.
for the one stone  'Will you let them?
[Cries of ‘No, no.’] Noj; you are not
Yorkshiremen if you will. We are told
that all parts of the country are in dis-
tress and dissatisfaction, That 15 the
old story agam. Because the landlords
feel a little uneasy—they who have been
s0 long accustomed to consider them-
selves the whole commumity—(I believe
many of them thmk so)—they get up
and say the whole community is suffer-
g from extreme distress.

Now, I say, the West Riding of
Yorkshire has been growmg more pros-
perous, and suffering less and less dis-
tress, in proportion as the price of corn,
of which those landlords complain, has
become more moderate; and, if they
can ever return—if they can ever succeed
m returning again to the price I have
mennoned, 4s. for the stone of flour,
you will have your town swarnung with
paupers, your mills stopping work, and
every class in this community suffering
distress, as they were m 1842. And
that is what they want to bring you back
to, for, having looked into the matter
with attention for ten years past, I
declare that I find no period sice the
war when the manufacturmg interest has
been, for two years together, 1n a state of
moderate prosperity, but the landiord
class m this country have been up in
arms, and declaring they were ruined,
and calling out for those measures which,

of successful, must agam throw the manu- |
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‘acturing community mnto that state of
distress from which they had emerged ;
and, if we look back to the debates in
Parliament, we find the landlords always
assuming, that, because they were
distress all the community were i dis-
tress hikewise, 1 remember, mn 1822,
readng i the debates in the House of
Commons, that Lord Castlereagh him-
self was obliged to remind the landlords
of that day, that, though they were
suffering some inconveniences from the
price of corn, the manufacturing inter-
est was eminently prosperous. Do we
hear complaiuts now from Manchestes,
Lancashire, or Yoikshire, Lanark, Not-
tingham, Staffordshne, Leicester, or
Derbyshire ? No, they have not been for
many years past, both capitahists and
labourers, in a more healthy state than
they are at tlns moment. Is the revenue
fallmg off? No, the revenue is flounsh-
ing, too. Where, then, are the signs and
symptoms of national distress? It 1s the
danger of rentsand tithes. Well, now, we
are told by these protectionist scribes that
there 1s a reaction, because theie have
been two or thiee elections for places
which have 1eturned protectionists, and
for which formerly they say, Free-traders
sat. They talk of Kidderminster and
Reading. That opens up another ques-
tion. I tell them that the decision ot
such places as Reading and Kiddeimm-
ster will not have a feather’s weight in
the scale, n deading this question of
the bread-tax. Let them see a Member
returned for any one of the metropolitan
districts, Edinburgh, Birmingham, Man-
chester, Liverpool, Leicester, Derby,
Nottingham, Leeds, West Riding, Hali-
fax, Bradford, Huddeisfield. Let any
one of these large communities, where
the constituencies are fiee and beyond
corruption and coercion—Ilet them but
return one man pledged to restore one
shilling of the Corn-laws from any one
of those great constituencies, then I will
admit that there 1s reaction. 'Why, I feel
so anxious that the farming class of this

! country should be emancipated from this

delusion, and placed m a position to
cultivate themnr land, and to come to a
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proper adjustment with their landlords,
and that they shall not be carried away
after this Zgnss fatuus any longer, that, 1
declare, if they will allow me to offeratest
—which may be called a national test——
and if they will promise to abide by it, 1
will promise to accept the Chiltern Hun-
dreds at the opening of Parliament, and
come down for re-election ; and, if they
can return 2 Member for the West Rid-
ing of Yorkshire pledged to restore one
shilling of Corn-law, n any shape what-
ever, then I will give up the whole ques-
tion. But do not let them talk to us
about these petty boroughs, and, still
less, do not let them talk to us about Ire-
land. I see these men’s reliance; I
have long seen symptoms of this unholy
alliance between the protectionist part of
the House of Commons and the land-
lordism of Ireland, the very name of
which stinks 1n the nostnls, not only of
the people of England, but of the whole
avilised world. Yes, I see that the
landlords of Ireland are putting forth
their strength, and mustering their fac-
tions, to restore protection : and, I am
told, upon very good authority, that, let
a dissolution take place the mext year,
and ninety at least out of the one hun-
dred and five Insh Members would come
up pledged to restore the Corn-law.
Well, I say, if the whole of them came
up to restore the Corn-law, they could
not do 1t

That, again, opens up another question
—the question of the representation of
the people. The representation of Ire-
land s a mockery and a fraud-—rotten,
rotten to the very core. Why, I do not
believe, after giving some attention to
the matter, that there are more bond
fide voters on the register of Ireland at
this moment, entitled to vote, than the
37,000 electors that are upon the Regis-
ter of the West Riding of Yorkshire, It
is acknowledged by all parties ; nobody
will deny 1t. but I tell the men nommated
by landlords. and sent up under pretence
of representing the 8,000,000 of the peo-
ple of Ireland, they shall not decide the
question of your bread, and the bread of
the people of England. Noj; they very
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much mistake the temper of this people
if they thmnk that we will submit to a
famine law at the hands of the landlord
class of Ireland, who have not only
brought their own people to beggary,
and ruin, and starvation, but they have
beggared and ruined themselves at the
same time. What were we doing last
session ? One half of our time was spent
either in caring for the paupers of Ire-
land, or in passing laws to enable the
landlords of that countryto be extricated,
by extra-judicial means, from ruin and
bankruptcy, brought on by their own
improvidence. And now, what is this
class — this bankrupt landlord class —
amming at? Is 1t to pass a law to pre-
vent corn bemng brought to Ireland? No,
that is not their immediate object : be-
cause, 1n ordinary times, you cannot have
Ireland mmporting food from abroad,
for they have nothing with which to pay
for it. But if England subscribes 1ts
8,000,000/. to fill up the void of starv-
ation in that countiy, then, indeed, you
may buy the Indian corn from Amerca
to feed the people. But m ordmary
times, Ireland must be an exporter of
corn; and the object of the landlords of
Ireland 1s to prevent you, the people of
England, from getting cornfrom America
and Russia, mn order that you may be
forced to go for corn from Ireland, and
thus enable them to extort increased
1ents from their beggared tenantry. Do
they think that Englishmen and York-
shiremen are going to submit to a trans-
action Iike this? No; let the English
landlords—that portion of them who are
entering upon this new crusade against
your bread-basket—let the Enghsh land-
lords enter this unholy alhance with the
bankrupt and pauperised landlords of
Ireland, and become themselves equally
degraded m the eyes of the world—and
I much mistake the temper of Enghsh-
men, especially of Yorkshiremen, if you
do not make such an example of the con-
spirators as will make them regret the
day that they ever attempted 1t. Now,
we have given them fair notice that we
know what they are about, and what
their objects are, and that weare perfectly
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wide awake in Yorkshire. We do not
mtend that they shall have one shilling
more of protection. And something else
we do not intend they shall have. There
is another thing they are gomng to do—if
we will let them—and which I always
suspected they would do.  They will try
to extort 1t from us m some other shape ;
and so the new dodge 1s, that they shall
put their taxes off theiwr shoulders on to
yours. There 1s a society formed imn
Buckinghamshire, I believe, for the relief
of burdens upon real property.

‘Well, T belong to another association ;
and 1t 1s to relieve the burdens of those
who have no property. Their plan 1s
this—that the burdens hitherto put upon
the land shall henceforth be paid out of
the taxes wrung from the agricultural
labourer upon his ounce of tea, and the
half-starved needle-woman 1 London
upon her half-pound of sugar. That 1s
the thing, undisguised, and stripped of
the transparent veil of mystification that
1s thrown over 1t by those new champions
of the agncultural interest, who talk
to us 1 strange paiables anything but
English—1I hardly know whether 1t 1s
Hebrew, or what 1t 1s. Yes, all therr
mystification amounts to this, that the
12,000,000/ of local taxes for poor-
rates, highway-1ates, church-1ates, and
the rest, shall be, half of them, 1f they
cannot get gye whole—they had rather
put the whole upon your shoulders—
shall be taken off the land, and put upon
the Consolidated Fund : that 1s, taken
out of the taxes raised upon the neces-
saries and comforts of the masses of the
people. Well, I tell them I have had
my eye upon them from the first, and
always expected 1t; and, mind you, 1
am afraid we shall have some people
Jjoining in this from whom I expected
better things. Allusion has been made
to-mght to my friend Mr. Gisborne, and
no one has a higher opinion of his ster-
ling character and racy talent than I
have; but, I think, he has got a twist
upon this subject of the burdens of real
property. He asked, m the speech to
which my friend has referred, ¢ By what
ught or justice should the whole of these
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local taxes be laid upon the real property
of the country?’ My first answer to hum
1s this: Because those burdens have been
borne by the real property of the country
from two to three centuries at the least.
Poor-rates have been nearly three cen-
turies borne by the real property of the
count1y, and the others are nearly as old
as ow1 Saxon nstitutions. Well, these
taxes having been borne by the 1eal pro-
perty of the country for three centules,
this property has changed hands, either
by transfer, succession, or m trust, at
least a dozen times; the charges have
been endorsed upon the title-deeds, and
the property has been bought or inher-
1ted at so much less in consequence of
those chaiges, and, therefore, the piesent
owner of real pioperty has no night to
exemption from those burdens, having
bought the property knowing it to be
subject to those burdens, and having paid
less m consequence. That 15 my first
answer, and I think it1s sufficient. But
I have another. The poor have the first
right to a subsistence from the laud, and
theie 1s no other security so good as the
land itself. Other kinds of property may
take wings and fly away Moveable pro-
petty has very often beenknown to *flit’
the day before quarter-day ; capital em-
ployed 1n trade may be lost in an unsuc-
cessful venture in China , wages some-
times disappear altogether : and, there-
fore, the real and true security to which
the people of this country should look,
15 1 the soil itself.

But I have another reason why this
property should bear those local buidens,
and 1t 1s this—it is the only property
which not only does not dumimish m
value, but, m a country growing in po-
pulation and advancing in prosperity,
it always mncieases in value, and without
any help from the owners. These gen-
tlemen complain that those rates have
mcreased m amount during a recent
pertod. I will admat, if they like, that
those local rates have increased. Dur-
mg the last one hundred years they
have mcreased, I will say, seven millions
of money. That 1s takmg an outside
view Well, but the real property upon
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which those rates are levied—the lands
and houses of this countiy — has m-
creased 1 value four times as much;
and, therefore, they stand n an mfimte-
ly better sitnation now, paying twelve
mullions of local rates, than ever they
did at any former period 1n the history
of this country I think I have given
my friend Mr. Gisborne some fresh
pomts for consideration, showmg why
the landlords should pay those taxes.
Now, I warn the landlords against
the attempt to enter the hsts m this
countrywith the whole mass of the popu-
lation—1 warn them, in these days, and
in the temper and spirit of the time, from
entering upon a new conflict with this
population, to try and put on the shoul-
ders of thisalready overburdened people
those taxes which of nght belong to
them asa class. Letthem bear in mind
what Sir Charles Wood, the Chancellor
of the Exchequer, told usin the last ses-
sion of Parhament—that, even including
these local rates, and including what they
pay of the geneial taxation of the coun-
try, the landed propretors pay a less
amount of taxation, 1n proportion to the
wholeamount raised nthis country, than
any other people of Europe. [A voice.
¢ They ought to payit all.”] Well, I tell
them that if they renew the struggle with
the whole population of this country,
whether for the resumption of the bread-
tax, or to transfer the burdens which n
justice belong to them, to the shouldeis
of the rest of the commumity, they will
have the question re-agitated m a very
different spirit from what it was before
Let them take my word for 1t, they wall
never have another agitation carried on
with that subserviency to pohitico-econo-
mical argument which was observed by
the Anti-Corn-law League. It cost me
some argument, as my friends know, to
prevent the League from going into other
topics ; but, let another agitation arise,
a serious one, such as these individuals
would try to persuade their followers to
enter upon— let 1t be seen that they
bring the Parliament into such a state of
confusion that Government 1s compelled
to dissolve—let 1t be seen that a pro-
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tectionist statesman, like Lord Stanley,
1s prepared to get mto the saddle, and
to spur over the country with his haughty
paces—and they will hear this question
argued in a very different manner from
what 1t was before. They will have the
whole aristocratic system, under which
the country has been governed for the
last 150 years, torn to pieces ; they will
have the law of pnmogeniture, and the
whole feudal system which exists m this
country, and exists on sufferance only
after 1t has been abolished everywhere
else — they will have these questions
brought up n a way which they, weak
and foolish men, little expect,~—and let
them once enter the list again, either for
another Corn-law, or for the transference
of this taxation upon your shoulders, and
I give them my word of promise that
they will come out of the conflict right
happy to abandon not only the Corn-
law and any taxation which they are
going to try to avoid, but they will be
glad to escape by a composition of much
heavier terms than that  Bear i mind,
when I speak of this question, I speak
of the landlords, and not of the farmers.
I tieated, on a former occasion, most
tenderly the landlord class I will tell
you why I did so. I always had more
faith in the proprietors than the farmers
for repealing the Corn-laws ; and there-
fore, I never trod heavily on the toes of
the landlords ; but if this question is to
be 1evived agam by the landlord class,
I promise them that I will probe the
whole question to the bottom, and there
shall not be a farmer, however dull he
may be, but shall understand right well
that they are humbugs who tell them,
that, 1 questions of rent and the revi-
sion of taxation, landowners and farmers,
forsooth, row i the same boat—and I
will undertake to satisfy you that when
they talk of the difficulty of cultivating
the land under this systemof Free Trade,
there 1s no difficulty whatever, provided
the landlords and tenants come to an
adjustment according to the present and
future price of corn.

Ispeak from experience. I stand be-
fore you—you may perhaps be surprised
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to hear it-—but I stand before you as one |

of the humblest members of the much-
talked-of landlord interest. I happen to
be possessed of a very small estate m
Western Sussex, very near to the Duke
of Richmond, and I am next door
neighbour to Lord Egmont, who is the
most notorious persorage I know for
makig foolish speeches at agricultural
meetings, and for overrunmng his neigh-
bours’ land as well as his own with
game. I wish, instead of roammg about
the country, calling me a republican, at
protection meetings, that Lord Egmont
would go down to West Sussex, and
cause some of those rabbits and hares to
be destroyed which give some humble
people, on land of mine, the trouble of
killing for lum. Being myself a land-
lord, and possessing land-night n the
mudst of the greatest landed proprietors,
and the most ferocious protectiomsts, 1
have had an opportunity of testing how
far1t 1s practicable by reasonableariange-
ments with tenants—I have two of them,
they are very small, but they are suffi-
cient to test the principle—I have had
the opportunity of seeing how far it 1s
practicable, with tenants upon land, not
of first-rate quahty, to secure them, n
future, as good prospects as i times
past, and under Free Trade, as well as
protection. I am not gomng to tell you
how I did it ; but I will promise, before
the meeting of Parhament, I will go
into Buckinghamshire—I will have a
public meeting at Buckingham or at
Aylesbury, and will explamn the whole
case, and give every particular—how the
landlord, instead of bawling for protec-
tion, can, by the commonest exercise of
judgment, justice, and pohicy, enable the
whole of his land to be cultivated, just
as it was before, and every farmer and
labourer to be n better spuits in future
than in time past.

Now, I am going into Buckingham-
shire to tell the farmers the whole case;
and I will tell the whole case and a httle
more ; but I am not gomng to trouble
you with 1t now. I will turn to the
question of the general taxation of the
country. I quite agree with gentlemen
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who preceded me, that you will not have
the agnicultural counties, or their Mem-
bers, with you, for the reduction of the
general expenditure of the country, until
you can make them fully convinced that
you will not let them indemnify them-
selves from high taxation by raising the
piice of your loaf.  As soon as they arc
satisfied that they must pay their taxes
out of the moderate prices which pre-
vail, they will join with you in compel-
ling Government to reduce 1ts expendi-
ture.  For myself, I can conscientiously
declare that, from the moment I re-
turned from the Continent, two years
smce, I have always had the present
position of the country in view. I have
always contemplated a transition state,
when there would be pinching and suf-
fering in the agricultural class, in pass-
mg from a victous system to a sound
one; for you cannot be restored from
bad health to good, without going
through a process of languor and suffer-
ing ; and my great aim has been, from
the moment I retuined from the Con-
tinent, to try to ease that transition by
reducing the expenditure of the country,
feeling that, if you could, withmn a few
years, cause a large reduction i the ex-
penditure of the State, you will give
such an 1mpetus to trade and commerce,
and so mprove the condiion of the
mass of the people, that you would ad
very materially in relieving the farmers
and labourers from the mconvemence
of that transition state, from which they
cannot escape. It was with that view
that I preferred my budget, and advo-
cated the reduction of our armaments :
it 15 with that view, coupled with
higher motives, that I have recommend-
ed arbitration treaties, to render unne-
cessary the vast amount of armaments
which are kept up between cvilised
countries. It is with that view—the
view of laigely reducing the expenditure
of the State, and giving relief, especially
to the agricultural classes—that I have
made myself the object of the sarcasms
of those very parties, by going to Parrs,
to attend peace meetings. It is with
that view that I have directed attention
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to our colonies, showing how you might
be carrying out the piinciple of Free
Trade, give to the colonies self-govern-
ment, and charge them, at the same
time, with the expense of their own
government. There is not one of these
objects that T have taken in hand, in
which I have not had, for a paramount
motive, serving of the agricultural class,
n this transition state fiom protection
to Free Trade.

How, hitherto, have I been requited
by them? Have I had a single aid from
any of them? No. At the close of
last Parliament I was taunted by their
leader on account of my want of suc-
cess. Have you heard them say one
woid about the reduction of the ex-
penditure of the country? Has thewr
leader—if I may call him so—for they
have a plurahty—has he ever said one
word to indicate the shghtest wish that
they desired to reduce the expenditure ?
No. Iam convinced that it would be
distasteful to the landlord party to have
a general reduction of the expenditure,
particularly mn that gieat preserve of
the landlord class for their younger sons,
the army and navy, I believe they are
averse to retrenchment—at least, they
have done nothing to aid those who
wished to accomplish 1t: and now, I
tell them again, as I told them before
from this great metropolis of industry,
that to a farthing of protection to agri-
culture they shall not go. And if they
will make us pay high taxes ro keep up
useless establishments, and unnecessary
sinecures, and wasteful expenditure, mn
every depaitment of the State, why,
they shall pay then share of that taxa-
tion, with wheat at 40s per quaiter.

Gentlemen, allusion has been made
to our expenditure for the army, navy,
and ordnance. Mr. Marshall has re-
ferred to the case of our colonies. He
was unfortunate i spealing when the
crowd was at the door; but I hope that
his facts and his arguments will fully
appear 1eported in the papers, because
they went to the very bottom of this
question. You cannot materially reduce
your expenditure. unuless you relieve
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yourself frem the unnecessary waste of
expenditure n the colonies. Sir Robert
Peel has, again and again, in his bud-
get speeches, pointed out clearly the vast
expenditure in our colonies. He has,
again and again, said that two-thirds of
our army are either necessary for garri-
sons m our colonies, or else to supply
depots at home to furmsh relief for those
retiring ; or else that thousands of men
may be always on the wide ocean, visit-
g one place or another. He has point-
ed that out time after time; and he has
repeated these things so often, that I
have long been of opmion that Sir Robert
Peel is anxious to dimimsh pubhc taxa-
tion, by preventing this waste of national
resources. He saw the mischief; he
would hke public opinion to be directed
toat; and, if public opinion enabled him
to effect a change, I am sure that Sir
Robert Peel 1s the man who would like
to accomplish it.

You send dnlled Englishmen to serve
as policemen to Englishmen in Austraha,
New Zealand, and the Cape of Good
Hope Do not you think that Enghsh-
men there are quite capable of taking
care of themselves, without putting you
to the expense of doing 1t? What have
they been domng lately ? You havespent
two millions of money, n the Jast four
years, to defend the settlers of the Cape
of Good Hope against the inroads of the
barbarous tnbes of Caffres. What 1s
taking place at this very moment? Why,
these very men, whom you have treated
as children, incapable of defending them-
selves against a few untaught savages—
they have proclaimed your own governor
m a state of siege—invested your own
troops—refused to allow them even pro-
visions—and sent away a ship under the
colours of the Queen; and, m therr
speeches and letters, the leaders of the
anti-convict movement do not hesitate to
declare that they are ready to defend
their country, 1f necessary, against the
whole force of the Enghsh empire. Do
not you think there 1s sufficiant pluck
about them to defend themselves against
a few untutored savages?® The same
thing 15 gomg on in Austraha. They
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quote the example of America; and some
of these people are holding their great
meetings on the 4th of July, the anniver-
sary of American independence. I do
not respect them the less—I respect them
the more. I think they would be un-
worthy of the name of Englishmen, 1f
they did not stand up agamst their coun-
try being made the cesspool for our con-
vict population. But what I want to
show is this: that there 1snot the shadow
of pretence for requiring our armies to
defend them.

Bat, besides the colonies, we keep up
an enormous amount of force against
foreign countries, which, I think, may
be dimunished ; and, I believe, all other
countries would be willing to dimimsh
their armed forces, provided a fair and
reasonable proposition had been made
by our Government to the French Go-
vernment, to reduce our armaments, if
they will reduce 1n the same proportion.
No; they do not do so, but we ferret
about, and find some new man-of-war
in the French dockyard about to be
built, or some new 32-pounder gun
going to be made, instead of an old 24-
pounder, and we set to work, and make
that a reason for increasing our arma-
ments. But, do you think your honour-
able Member here would conduct his
business 1n such a way as that? Do you
not think, if he saw another person
the same branch of busimness, conducting
it with a large amount of waste, which
threatened both with destruction; and,
if he knew that the work was profitless
to the individual who began the system,
do you not thmk that, if he found a
rival in his business entering upon such
a career as that, he would go and say to
him, ‘You are entering upon a system
which compels me to do the same, and
it will lead us both into the Gazette, 1f
we don’t stop it? Do you not think
that we had better abandon 1t?>’ Now,
this very day, I believe, there has been
some sort of consultation, some feeling
of pulses, between the directors of two
rival railroads, to prevent that waste and
competition to which they had been sub-
jected by acting upon the principle which
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we have adopted in regard to foreign
armaments. It 1s not for protecting
ourselves agamnst pirates, or bairbaious
powers, that you keep those powerful
armaments, It is that you may keep
upon a level with another nation, whom
you are taught to mmagine is ready to
pounce upon you, like a red Indian, the
moment he finds you without your ar-
mour on or your sword by your side. 1
think 1t 1s a great mustake to suppose
that, i oider that you may display a
great deal of power to the world, all the
power should be put into the shape of
canno.s, muskets, and ships of war,
Do not you think that, in these times of
ndustry, when wealth and commerce
are the real tests of a nation’s power,
coupled with worth and intelligence—do
you not see that, if you beat your iron
mnto ploughshares and pruning-hooks,
nstead of putting 1t into swords and
spears, 1t will be equally productive of
power, and of far more force, 1f brought
mto collision with another country, than
if you put all your 1ron mto spears and
swords? It 1s not always necessary to
hold up a scarectow to frighten your
neighbours. I believe a civilised nation
will estimate the power of a country,
not by the amount laid out m arma-
ments, which may perhaps be the means
of weakening that power, but it will
measwie your stiength by your latent
resources—what margmn of taxation you
have that you can impose in case of
necessity, greater than another country,
to which you are about to be opposed—
what 1s the spirit of the people, as
having confidence 1n the institutions or
governmentunder which they live—what
15 the general telhigence of the people
—what is, m every respect, their situa-
tion and capacity to make an effort, mn
case an effort were required ?  These wall
be the tests which intelhigent people will
apply to countries; not what amount of
horse, foot, and artillery, o1 how many
ships you have afloat.

Look to America. The Umnited States
has only one line-of-battle ship atloat at
this moment ; and very often she has not
one. She keeps a number of small
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vessels, and always in activity—never
allowing three or four to stay i harbour,
as ours are, but always running about to
see 1f her merchant ships require assist-
tance. With only 8,500 soldiers—for
that 1s all her force—and with but one
Iine-of-battle ship afloat—is not America
at any time prepated to take her stand
i the face of France with 500,000troops,
the finest in the world, and with a navy
three times as large as the American
navy? Is not the United States always
able to take the position of equality?
and has she not been even taking very
high ground® And we see that this na-
tion, with 500,000 soldie1rs, have brought
therr finances nto an almost hopeless
state, and they dare not come into col-
hision with a countiy so lightly taxed,
and with so much elasticity, as the
United States; and if all the Govern-
ments of Europe continue this policy,
and if the Umted States pursues hers, 1
only hope their Government may not
assume that arrogant tone which 1t may
assume towards every Government in
Europe, which 1s broken down by the
load of debt and taxes, which are the
result of the hideous system to which I
have referred.

These are the reasons, I have said,
and I say agamn, that you may return
with safety to the expenditure of 1833.
Nay, more, you will not stop when you
get there  But mark me, with all their
sarcasms, they are on the high-road to
1t, and we will compe] them to do it
They will be obliged to return to the
expenditure of 1835, and to the budget
which I biought forward last year, and
m a short time. But how? Why, by
such a movement out of doors as I have
mentioned, and I wish to see 1t avoided.

And, last, I come to the point of the
greatest mmportance. I am anxious to
sce our representative system altered. I
am anxious to see 1t, because 1t will put
an end to this double trial of all public
questions —trying 1t m the House of
Commons, n the face of what aie called
Representatives of the people, and then
coming to the people, and asking them
to compel their so-called Representatives
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to carry out the policy which they wish
them to carry out. I say it1s a clumsy
machine ; for, when you are wishful to
have it self-acting, you find that the en-
gme will not perform its work. When
you have set up your forty-horse steam-
engine, you have to call forty horses to
do its work.  You must not only have
an extension of the suffiage, but a re-
distribution of the franchise. You must
have no such absurdity as the constitu-
ency of the West Riding of Yorkshire,
with 1ts 36,000 electors, outvoted by a
constituency of 150 or 200 electors, 1
wonder how anybody can believe that
such things exst, except those who hve
in the country, and suffer from the ncon-
veniences of 1t.

But 1t is not merely a re-distribution
of the franchise, but you must shorten
the reckonings of Members of Parla-
ment with those constituencies. Now,
do you suppose, 1f a committee were to
sit down to make a constitution, without
having the precedent of the piesent con-
stitution to guide you, anybody would
make such an absurd proposition as that
a Parliament should sit for seven years
without gaving an account to their con-
stituents? Nobody would dream of it.
Ask your railroad companies, your bank
proprietors—anybody n the world that
has to delegate power to another body—
15 there on the face of the world an ex-
ample (except in our Septennial Act) of
people giving up their power for seven
years’ duration ? It 1s no answer to me
to say that Parliaments do not last, on
an average, more than three yeais. If
we knew that Parliaments only lasted
thiee years, that would be an answer to
the question ; but men go there expect-
g that it will last five, six, or seven
years, and they act accordingly ; and
when they come near the end, they begin
to go through a process something like
a death-bed repentance, and to put their
house mn order. Yet they do not do 1t
at the end of three years, because when
Parhament is dissolved at the end of
three years it is only by accident—the
decease of the sovereign, or the ne-
cessity ot testing the opmion of the
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people; and, therefore, you have no be-
nefit from it.

But, gentlemen, whether you want
these or other reforms in Parliament, I
reiterate here, what I have said else-
where—I do not think you will get it
by petitioning the House of Commons,
or by any other demonstration calling
upon the House to reform itself. I tell
you why. We have all agreed that we
should pursue our agitation by moral
means. Well, moral means threaten no
noble lords in St. James’s Square with
brickbats or anything else. They see
decent respectable men meeting, and
they say, ¢ They will never lend them-
selves to anythmng violent.” They look
upon it as a moral demonstration, and
they are quite content to let these re-
spectable middle-class demonstrations
keep the peace for them and confine
themselves to moral force. All this s
exceedingly proper. Nothing 1s so ab-
surd as to think of returning to the time
of Burdett and Hunt, bawhing after noble
lords and breaking open and firing the
houses of your opponents, and getting
knocked upon the head or hung for your
pamns, But then, if you do pursue moral
means, take care you do use all the
moral means mn your power. And that
brings me to the doctrine I have been
preaching of late. I say, Qualify your-
selves, I could say more upon it, but I
shall not say so much here as I shall say
elsewhere, because I do not think it 1s
meet that I, as the Member for the West
Ruding of Yorkshire, should come here
and be carrying on a perpetual canvass
with you 1n order to get you to qualify
yourselves to vote for me. Therefore
you will be good enough, 1f I should be
speaking at Ipswich or Aylesbury, on
this topic, to apply what you like of
those observations to yourselves. I have
calculated that there are only one in
eight of adult males who are qualified to
vote for the counties ; seven-eighths have
no votes for counties. If you can take
one-eighth out of those seven-eighths
and put them upon the county list, you
will have more county voters added than
the whole number of county voters now
on the list.
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I do not think that is difficult to be
done; and we are going on rapidly, and
we are indebted to a working man, Mr.
James Taylor, of Birmingham, for mak-
ing the greatest and best system of reform
I know. Oh, if in the days of Burdett
and Hunt, they had had some Mr. Tay-
lor to preach to them, and say, that for
every three-pence you drink you swallow
a yard of land, we should have had a
million of voters quahified  The ditfer-
ence between Mr. Taylor’s plan and the
old plan was this* formerly the leaders
used to say, ‘Come to the House of
Commons, make a noise, bawl out, and
tell them you want to get i, and ask
them to let you in.’ But Mr. Taylor
tells you that ¢ You have got the key in
your own pocket, make use of 1t—go to
the door, unlock 1t, and enter, without
asking anybody’s permussion’ I Iike
this plan, because 1t teaches men self-
rehlance. 'When allusion has been made
to self-reform—I mean the government
of your own appetites—I am glad to see
by the response, not only here, but m
London and elsewhere where I go, that
the English people are determined so to
work out their own emancipation.

I am anxious to see this extension of
the suffrage accelerated n every possible
way: and I think I have always given
every possible evidence of my sincerity
by direct votes in the House of Com-
mons, and outside the House by urging
men to qualify themselves, and use every
means to get a vote. I do 1t, because I
believe the extension of the franchise
gives us a better guarantee not only for
the safety of our institutions, but for the
just administration of our public affairs ;
and 1 have latterly felt another motive
for wishing for an extension of the fran-
chise, in what I bave seen going on upon
the Continent within the last eighteen
months, which has convinced me that
the great masses of mankind are disposed
for peace between nations. You have
the fact brought out 1n strong rehef that
the people themselves, however they
may be troubled with internal convul-
stons. have no desire to go abioad and
molest their neighbours. You have seen
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Louis Philippe driven from the throne.
We were told that he kept the French
nation at peace; but we find the masses
of the people of Fiance only anxious
to remain at home, and diminish, if
possible, the pressure of taxation.
‘Where do we look for the black gath-
ering cloud of war? Where do we see
it rising? Why, from the despotism of
the Notth, where one man wields the
destinies of 40,000,000 of serfs. If we
want to know where 1s the second dan-
ger of war and disturbance, 1t is in that
province of Russia—that miserable and
degraded country, Austria—next in the
stage of despotism and barbaiism, and
there you see agamn the gieatest danger
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of war; but in proportion as you find
the population governing themselves—
as in England, in France, or in America
—there you will find that war is not the
disposition of the people, and that if
Government desire it, the people would
put a check upon it. Therefore, for the
security of liberty, and also, as I believe,
that the people of every country, as they
acquire political power, will cultivate
the arts of peace, and check the desire
of their governments to go to war—it
is on these grounds that I wish to see
a wide extension of the suffrage, and
Iiberty prevail over despotism through-
out the world.
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IT gives me particular pleasure to
follow a gentleman who has addressed
you in the capacity of a tenant-farmer,
one who, to my knowledge, in his own
business, by the growth of more corn,
and raising more cattle, and employing
more labour to a given area of soil,
excels most of his neighbours—a man so
well entitled to speak to you on the sub-
ject of the nterests of the agriculturists
of this country. We are met here under
the denomination of a reform meeting
~a parliamentary and financial reform
meeting ; but 1t will be known to every
one present that the general impression,
both here and abroad, 1s, that this is a
meeting for the purpose, so far as I am
concerned n the matter, of discussing
the question of protection or Free Trade,
especially with reference to tenant-
farmers’ interests in this matter. I re-
member speaking to an audience n this
ball six years ago, and on that occasion
going through the arguments necessary
to show that the Corn-law was founded
upon impolicy and injustice ; I remem-
ber on that occasion maintaimng the
proposttion that the Corn-law had not
proved beneficial to any class of the
community, and T ventured to say that
the country would be more prosperous
without the system of agricultural pro-
tection than it had been with it. Well,
I am here now to maintain that by every
test which can proclamm the prosperity
or adversity of a nation, we stand better
now without the Corn-law than we did

when we had it. [Cheers, and some
cries of *No.”] I am ratherglad to see
that there are some dissentients from
that proposition ; our opponents will not
say that this is a packed meeting. We
have got some protectionists here. And
now, if you will only just keep that order
which is necessary for any rational pro-
ceedings, I will endeavour to make you
Free-traders before you leave.

I have said that, by every test which
can decide the question of national pros-
perity or national adversity, we stand
in a better position than we did when
we had the Corn-law. What are the
tests of a nation’s prosperity ? A de-
chiming or an improving revenue 1s one
test. Well, our revenue 1s better than
it was under a Comn-law. Our exports
and our imports are better than they
were under the Corn-law, Take the
question of pauperism. I will not shnnk
even from the test of pauperism in the
agricultural districts ; I have thestatistics
of many of your unions in Buckingham-
shire and Bedfordshire, and I warn the
protectiomst orators, who are gomng
about persuading themselves that they
have a case in the matter of pauperism,
that when Parhiament meets, and Mr.
Baines 1s enabled to bring forward the
Poor-law statistics up to the last week
(not going to the ‘blue books,” and
bringing forward the accounts of the
previous year), I warn the protectionists
that, with regard to the test of pauperism,
even m the agricultural districts, it will
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be seen that things are more favourable
now, with bread at a moderate price,
than they were in 1847, when prices
were to their hearts’ content, and the
loaf was nearly double the price it 1s
now. Take the state of wages ; that is
a test of the condition of the people.
What are the people earning now, com-
pared with 1847, when the protection-
1sts were so well satisfied with their high
prices? Why, as a rule, throughout the
country, there 1s more money earned
now than there was then ; and they are
getting the comforts and necessaries of
life 1n many cases at two-thirds, and in
some cases at less than that, of the
prices of 1847. [A Voice: ‘It is_not
so with the agricultural labourers.”] I
will come to them by-and-by. What I
want you to agree with i the outset is
that your labourers are not the nation ;
and if your agriculture be an exception
to the rule, we must find out the reason
why 1t 15 so ; we will come to that by-
and-by.

I remember quite well, when I came
here to see you before, how my ears
used to be dinned by the argument, that
if we had free-trade in corn, the gold
would all be drained out of this country,
for that you could not bringn 5,000,000
quarters of grain without bemg drained
of your gold; that the foreigner would
not take anything else in exchange.
Why, we have had between 30,000,000
and 40,000,000 quarters within these last
four years, and the Bank of England was
never so encumbered with gold as it
1s now. I have spoken of wages, and
I say that in every branch of industry
the rate of wages has improved. You
may say that agriculture is an exception.
‘We will come to that, but I do not make
an exception m favour of any trade in
your district; I do not make an excep-
tion 1n the case of the employment of
women m your district, for I have made
particular inquiry, and I find, even in the
article of straw-plaiting, that famihes
who could not earn 15s. in 1847, are
now earning 25s. [*No,” and some con-
fusion.] I say families I know we have
some of the most extensive manufac-
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turers in this hall. Then there is the
lace trade, the pillow-lace trade, em-
ploymng a great number of women m
Buckinghamshire. [Renewed confusion,
owing to a gentleman piessing his way
towards the platform A Voice: ‘He
is a reporter '] Well, we are delighted
to see the gentlemen of the press; the
more of them the better ; what we say
here will be read elsewhere, and we
speak for that purpose. I was about say-
ing, that even the wages of the pillow-
lace makers have advanced, and they
are getting their bread at two-thirds the
former price. Even the poor chair.
makers of this and the adjoining county
—a trade that has hardly known what
it was to have a revival — are getting
better. Irepeat it, there 1s not an excep-
tion of any trade in which there 1s not
an advantage gained by the moderate
price of food that now prevails. [‘Not
the lace makers?’] They are getting
more employment.

But I want now to come to the ques-
tion which interests you inthis immediate
neighbourhood.  If every other great
nterest of the State is thriving—and no
one can deny it—how is it that agnicul-
tuie 15 depressed ? how 1s it that the in-
terests of agriculture are found in anta-
gonism with the interests of therest of the
community? Why, these people have
been proceeding upon a false system, they
have been upon an unsound basis ; they
have been reckoning upon Act of Par-
hament prices ; they have made their
calculations upon Act of Parliament
prices, and now they find they are
obliged, like other individuals, to be
content with natural prices. What is
the reason that agriculture cannot thrive
as well as other trades? We find meet-
ings called, purporting to be meetings
of farmers, complaining of distress? and
what 1s their remedy for that distress?
Is it to go and talk like men of business
to therr landlords, and ask them for
fresh terms of agreement, fresh arrange-
ments, that they may have the raw
material of thewr trade—the land—at
the natural price, and free from those ab-
surd restrictions that prevent their giving
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the natural value to it? No. Gotoa
meeting where there is a landlord in the
chair, or a land-agent—Mis better-half,
—and you find them talking, but never
as landlords and land-agents, but as
farmers, and for farmers, And what
do they say ? Why, they say, ¢ We must
go to Paihament, and get an Act of
Parliament to raise the price of corn,
that you may be able to pay us your
rents”’” That is what it amounts to,

Now, what ought to be the plan
pursued by the landlord and tenant on
an occasion like this? The landlord,
as Mr. Disraeli very properly observed
yesterday at Great Marlow, is an in-
dividual who has land, which is a raw
material, and nothing more, to dispose
of ; and the farmer 1s a capitalist, who
offers to take this raw material, in order
that he may work it up and make a
profit by it : in fact, the farmer and the
landlord stand i precisely the same
position that the cotton-spinner and
the cotton-merchant stand in. The cot-
ton-spinner buys his cotton wool from
the cotton-merchant, in order that he
may spin it up at a profit. If he can
get his raw material cheap, he can make
a profit ; and if not, he cannot. But
we never hear of the cotton-spinner
and the merchant gomg together to
Parliament for a law to keep up the
price of cotton. I declare, when I find
landlord and tenant running about rais-
ing a cry for ‘ protection,” and going to
Tarliament for a law to benefit them by
raising the price of corn, I cannot help
feeling humiliated at the spectacle, be-
cause it is a proof of want of intelligence
on the one side, and, I fear, want of
honesty, too, on the other.

Now, suppose you were to see a crowd
of people running up and down the
streets of Aylesbury, shouting out, ¢ Pro-
tection! protection! oh, give us pro-
tection ! we are all rowing in the same
boat!’ and when you mquired who
these people were, you were told they
were the grocers of Aylesbury and their
customers, who were crying out for a
law which would raise the price of all
the hogsheads of sugar m the grocers’
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stores,—would you not say that this was
a very curious combination of the grocers
and ther customers? Would not you
say that the interest of the men who had
the hogsheads of sugar to sell, and who
wished therefore to raise the price, could
not be identical with that of the men
who had to buy the sugar? Yet, that
15 precisely the position in which the
tenant-farmers and the landowners stand.
[Cries of ¢ No, no,” and ¢ Ves.”] Well,
will any gentleman rise on this platform,
and explain where I am wrong? Now,
the plan I would recommend the tenant-
farmers and the landholders to pursue
15 precisely the plan which has been
adopted by my own tenants and myself.
I will explain how I acted in this matter.
I promised I would explain my conduct,
and I will do so; and if those news-
papers that write for protectionist farmers
report nothing else of what I may say
to-mght, I beg them to let their farming
readers know what I am now going to
say. [A Voice: ¢ How large are your
farms?’] T will tell you all about 1it.
I happen to stand here in the quality of
a landlord, filling, as I avowed to you
at the beginning, a most insignificant
situation in that character.

I possess a small estate in West
Sussex, of about 140 acres in extent, and
a considerable part of it in wood. It 1s
situated in a purely farming district, in
the midst of the largest protectionist
proprietors in Sussex ; the land is in-
ferior; it has no advantages; it isnearly
ten miles distant from a railroad ; 1t has
no chimneys or growing manufacturing
towns to give it value. Now this s
precisely the kind of land which we have
been told again and again by Lord John
Manners, the Marquis of Granby, and
other protectionist landlords, cannot be
cultivated at all with wheat at 40s., even
if it were given to the cultivator rent-
free. This property came into my
possession 1n 1847. [A Voice: ‘You
got 1t from the League funds.”] VYes; I
am indebted for that estate, and I am
proud here to acknowledge 1, to the
bounty of my countrymen. That estate
was the scene of my birth and of my

I
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infancy ; it was the property of my an-
cestors 3 it 1s by the munificence of my
countrymen that this small estate, which
had been alienated by my father from
necessity, has again come into my hands,
and that I am enabled to light up agamn
the hearth of my fathers ; and I say that
there is no warrior duke who owns a
vast domain by the vote of the imperial
Parliament who holds his property by a
more honourable title than that by which
I possess mine.

My first visit to this property, after it
came into my possession, was 1n 1848,
At that time, as you are aware, prices
ranged high in this country; but never
expecting those prices would continue, I
thought that the proper time for every
man having an interest in the land to pre-
pare for the coming competition with
the foreigner. I gave orders that every
hedge-row tree upon my estate should be
cut down and removed. I authorised the
two occupying tenants upon the property
to remove every fence upon the estate,
or, if they liked, to grub up onlya por-
tion of them; but I distinctly said I
would rather not see a hedge remaining
on the property, inasmuch as 1t was sur-
rounded with woods, and I did not
think fences were necessary. That por-
tion of the land which required drainmg,
1 had instantly dramed at my own cost.
The estate, as I have said, was sitnated
mn the midst of large protectionist land-
owners, who, as 2 matter of course, were

eat game preservers ; and 1t had there-
?gxe been particularly infested with hares
and rabbits. 1 authonsed the tenants
on my land to kill the rabbits and hares,
and to empower any one else theypleased
to kill them,

So troublesome had been the hares
and rabbits on that httle property, that
they even entered the gardens and al-
lotments of the labourers; and one of
those labourers appeared before the
Committee of the House of Commons
on the Game-laws in 1845, and stated
that the rabbits had not only devoured
his vegetables, his cabbages, and his
peas, but had actually dug up his pota-
toes! At that time—in 1845—the pro-
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perty did not belong to me : but I took
care to explain to this worthy man, m
1848, when I visited the estate, that if
the hares or rabbuts ever troubled him,
or the other labourers hving upon my
property, that under the present law
any man may destroy hares on his own
holding without taking out a licence,
and I advised the labourers to set gins
and snares upon their allotments and in
their gardens, to catch all the hares and
rabbits they could; and when they
caught them, to be sure and put them
in their own pots and eat them them-
selves. That is the way in which I
dealt with the game on my property.
I must confess that I have no taste
whatever for the preseivation of such
vermin, which I believe to be utterly
inconsistent with good farming, and the
greatest obstacle to the employment
of the labourers. For my own pait
I would rather see a good fat hog mn
every sty belonging to my Iabourers,
than have the best game preserve in the
country.

That, then, was the course which I
took in 1848, to prepare for the coming
competition with the foreigner. It was
a time when prices ranged high ; nothing
was settled about rents. In the course
of the last year, however, I received a
letter from one of my tenants, saying,
‘ When I took this land from your pre-
decessor, it was upon the calculation of
wheat being at 56s. a quarter; it is now
lLittle more than 40s., and I should like
to have a new arrangement made.) I
wrote in reply, ‘The proposition you
make is reasonable. We will have a
new bargain. I am willing to enter
upon an arrangement, estimating the
future price of wheat at 40s. ; but whilst
I am walling to take all the disadvantages
of low prices, I must have the benefit of
good cultivation, and therefore we will
estimate the produce of the land to be
such as could be grown by good farmers
upon the same quality of soil.” Now,
from the moment that this reasonable
proposition was made, there was not the
shightest anxiety of mind on the part of
my tenants—not the least dufficulty n



1850,

carrying on their business of farming
under a system of Free Trade as well as
they had done under the system of pro-
tection. From that moment the farmers
on this small property felt themselves no
longer interested 1n the matter of Free
Trade and protection ; and the labourers
felt that they had as good a prospect of
employment as they had before, and they
had no interest in the question of pro-
tection. We settled our terms. I have
bargained for my rent. It 1s no busi-
ness of the public what rent I get.
That is my business, and the business
of the farmers; but if it is any satis-
faction to my protectionist friends, I
will admit that I am receiving a re-
duced rent, notwithstanding that I have
drained the land, and given them the
game, and removed the hedges, and
cleared away every hedge-row tree,

‘What, then, becomes of the argument
that it is impossible to carry on agricul-
ture in this country with wheat at gos.
a guarter? I am getting some rent—
and not so very large a reduction from
the rent I got before; and it 1s enough
for me to say that the land 1s being cul-
tivated, and that farmers and labourers
are employed and contented.

Now, with regard to a lease, I said to
both my tenants, ¢Either take the land
from year to year, with an agreement
binding each of us to submut to arbitra-
tion the valuation of unexhausted im-
provements when you leave the land;
or, if you like, take a lease, and I will
bind you down to no covenants as to
the way in which you are to cultivate
the land while you possess it.” What
possible excuse, then, can the land-
owners in any part of the country have
for coming forward and tellng us that
land cannot be cultivated because wheat
is 405, a quarter ? The answer I intend
to give to those noble dukes and lords
who are running about the country, and
who are so angry with me, and are
scolding me so lustily, is this—* Let me
have the arranging of the affairs between
you and your tenants,—the terms, the
rent, and condition of the holdings, —
and I will undertake to ensure that your
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land shall be cultivated better than it
was before, that farming shall be as
profitable to the farmer, that the labourer
shall have as full employment, and at
as good wages, provided you allow me
to enter into the same arrangement that
I have made with my own tenants.’
But that would not suit these parties,
It would make a dry, dull, unprofitable
matter of business of what 15 now made
a piece of agitation, which ought to be
called moonshine.

Now, if I had been a protectionst, 1
might have made money by this. I will
show you how I should have done so.
When my tenants wrote to me to say
there ought to be a fresh agreement
between us, what would have been my
answer had I been a protectiomist? I
should have said, “That 1s true, my good
friends ; we will have a meeting at Great
Marlow or High Wycombe, and we will
petition Parhament to pass a law to
protect you.” Well, we should have
had a meeting, my tenants would have
been invited to attend, and would have
shouted, ‘We are all rowing in the
same boat!’and after two or three hours
of dull speeches, you would have had a
conclusion with ¢ three groans for Cob-
den.” After this meeting was over, my
tenants might have gone home, and
might have been prepared, until the
next audit, to pay their full rents as be-
fore. And if T were a protectionist
landowner, I should have then wanted
some fresh excuse against the next audit-
day. Consequently, I should probably
have told the farmers to come to the
next meeting, at 17, Old Bond-street,
to memoriahse her Majesty,—for they
weie not to be told to petition the House
of Commons, but to lay their complamts
at the foot of the throne. After my poor
tenants had done all this, and had gone
home, and prepared their rents for the
next audit-day, then some fresh excuse
must be found, and we might have told
the farmers, that instead of memonalis-
ing the Queen, they should agitate for a
dissolution of Parhament. In this case,
we should have been safe in respect to
our 1ents for the next three years, because

12
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that 1s an agitation which would last
such a period.

In the mean time what would be the
consequence to my tenants ? With heart-
sickening delay, and with the hopeless-
ness inspired mto their souls by these
dieary, dull, protectionst speeches, tell-
ing them that they could not cultivate
their land even if no rent were paid;
and with the constant drain on their re-
sources to pay theiwr old rents, without
amelioration 1n their holdings, one-half
the tenants might be ruined, and I am
not sure that a large proportion will not
be ruined by the tactics of the protec-
tiomsts at the present moment. But
was it necessary for any farmer to be
ruined if the landlords pursued the same
system as myself? This is simply and
purely a rent question. And if the
farmers cannot carry on their business,
1t 1s because they pay too high a rent in
proportion to the amount of their pro-
duce I do not say that in many cases
the rents of the landlords might not be
excessive, provided the land were culti-
vated to its full capacity. But that can-
not be done without sufficient capital,
and that sufficient capital cannot be ap-
phed without sufficient securnty, or with-
out a tenant-right, or a lease amounting
to tenant-nght. 'We want to bring the
landowner and the tenant together, to
confront them 1n their separate capacity
as buyers and sellers; so that they might
deal together as other men of business,
and not allow themselves to play this
comedy of farmers and landlords crying
about for protection, and saying that
they are rowing in the same boat; when,
in fact, they are rowing in two boats,
and in opposite directions.

There 15 a new red-herring thrown
across the scent of the farmers; they are
told that protection cannot be had just
now; but in the mean time they must
have half the amount of the local rates
thrown on the Consolidated Fund. I
am really astonished that anybody should
have the assurance to get up, and, facing
a body of tenant-farmers, make such
a proposal to them for the benefit of the
landowners  The local rates at present
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are paid on the real property of the
country. Such is the nature of the
poor-rates and of the county-rates, &c.
They are not assessed on the tenant’s
capital. [Hear, and a cry, ¢ Mr. Latti-
more said they are.’] He said no such
thing. [Some expressions of dissent.]
He did not say that the assessment was
on the ploughs and oxen of the tenantry.
It is on the rent of land, and not on the
floating capital; for it is known to
everybody that the assessment is on the
rent, and, if the rate is assessed on the
rent, why the tenant charges it to the
landlord when he takes his farm. He
calculates what the rates and taxes are,
and, if the farm is highly rated, he pays
less rent. Did you ever know a land-
lord let his land tithe-free on the same
terms as land which had the tithe onit?
At present the rates were laid on the
rent of land, and were ultimately paid
by the landlord. I admit that at first
the tenant pays it out of his pocket, but
he gets it agam when he pays his rent,
But only think of this wise proposal of
the farmers’ friend, who says, ‘in order
to relieve you tenant-farmers, I will take
one half of these 12,000,000/ of local
taxes off, and put 1t on the Consolidated
Fund — that 1s to say, on tea, sugar,
coffee, tobacco, and other articles which
you tenant-farmers and labourers con-
sume.” There 1s a pretty project for
benefiting the tenant-farmers!

But there is another scheme; there
are two ways of doing this. The other
way is by assessing the rates on the
floating capital of the country. The ar-
gument is—why should not the shop-
keepers, the bankers, and the fundhold-
ers be assessed? But if you allow the
bringing m of stock-in-trade to be as-
sessed, you must bring i the farmers’
stock-in-trade to be assessed. I mow
ask the farmers in Aylesbury and 1ts
neighbourhood, what they would gain if
the value of all stock held upon land
within the neighbourhood of Aylesbury
were assessed ? Has not Mr. Lattimore
told you that the estimated value of
the farming stock of this kingdom 1s
250,000,000/, ? then I can only say it 1s
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five times as much as the capital invested
in the cotton trade, and more than that
employed in the great staple manufac-
tures together; and under such circum-
stances, how can those landlords tell the
farmers that they would put rates on the
floating stock ?  And is it not, then, a
wise proposal to make to the farmers,
to take off half of the rates, and to put
the assessment on the floating capital, of
which the farmer possesses the greater
proportion ? I am humihated when I
read of these meetings, in which the
farmers listen and gape at such speeches;
and I feel a relief that it is not my duty
to attend at such meetings, and that I
have no landlord to obhige by being
present at these meetings.

‘What 1s the course, then, which ought
to be pursued by the farmers at the
present time? If they had such leaders
like Mr. Lattimore, and the courage to
follow him, they would meet together
simply as farmers—as tenant-farmers
only. If it had been a question affecting
one of our mechanical trades in Lanca-
shire and Vorkshire, the persons con-
nected with that trade would have met
together, and would have discussed
among themselves exclusively what
should be the course to be pursued under
the circumstances. But the farmeis are
led out to parade by land-agents, and
land-valuers, and landlords, who talk m
their name, delude them in the face of
the country, and make a lamentable
exhibition of them to the rest of the
country. The tenant-farmers should do
on the subject of corn as the manufac-
turers did 1n reference to their interests
—they should meet together in one
commumty.

But let me not be misunderstood. Ido
not say that on other questions the small
squire and tenant-farmer should be se-
parated. I do not say that the landlords
and the farmers should not go to the
same church together, and meet in the
same market. But when the tenant-
farmers meet to talk on the subject of
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Free Trade, they should meet together
alone, and should exclude every landlord
from their council.  Thus I say in refer-
ence to any occasion when the tenant-
farmers meet together to talk about the
subject of protection, in which they have
an interest totally distinct from the land-
loid who lets them their land ; and they
should not only exclude the great landed
proprietor, butalso the man whose predo-
minant interest 1s that of the landowner,
though he may be at the same time a
tenant-farmer to a subordinate extent.
The occupying tenants are men who
employ their capital on the raw material,
as Mr. Disraeli called it, and it was a
good term. The tenant-farmers mn this
matter of protection have a totally dis-
tinct interest from the landowners, or
small squires, or land-agents; and until
they meet 1n their several localities to-
tally distinct from all other classes, they
never will have a chance of arnving at
a just appreciation of their own position,
or their own difficulties. They never
will be able to combine together to get
such terms and conditions as are neces-
sary to enable them to carry on their
business under the system of Free
Trade.

Let me not be misunderstood. I do
not say that under a natural state of
things all classes have not a common
interest in the general prosperity of the
country. Let them only act towards
each other with fairness, justice, and
with honesty, and they would be pro-
moting in the end not only their own,
but the general interests of the commu-
nity. We have come here, I believe,
to talk about financial and parhamentary
reform, as well as other matters, and as
I have been suffering from a cold, as you
perhaps are aware, I will leave to other
speakers to deal with those general to-
pics, having preferred myself to touch
more particularly upon the question
concerning the tenant-farmers and the
landlord.



LETTER FROM MR. COBDEN

TO THE

TENANT FARMERS OF ENGLAND.

TO THE FARMING TENANTRY OF THE UNITED KINGDOM.

GENTLEMEN, —The question for you
now to determune is, Shall the repeal of
the Corn-law be gradual or immediate ?
Deny it who may, this is the only ques-
tion that deserves a moment’s considera-
tion at your hands. Public opinion has
decreed that protection to both agricul-
ture and manufacturesshall beabolished ;
and Ministers and statesmen have at last
reluctantly bowed to a power from which
there is no appeal. Let no designing or
obtuse politicians delude you with the
cry that the House of Lords, or a disso-
lution of Parhament, can prevent the
repeal of the Corn-law. All men of
average sagacity are now agreed that
Free Trade in corn and manufactures is
mevitable. How, then, shall we apply
this new principle?—timidly and gradn-
ally, hke children; or boldly and at
once, as becomes men and Englishmen?
Upon this point, I wish to submut to
your consideration a few remarks which
I believe to be of the utmost importance
to your interests; they are offered in
good faith by one who has sprung from
your own ranks, and who, although
deemed by some to be your enemy, will,
I hope, live to be regarded as a promoter
of the independence and prosperity of
the farming tenantry of the kingdom.

The Government measure proposes to
abolish the Corn-law 1n February, 1849,
putting on for the three intervening years
a new scale of duties, shding from 10s.
to 45. The moment this law 1s passed,

the duty will drop from 15s. to 4.
Here will be change the first, fright the
first, and with many, I fear, pauic the
first. But there will be no settlement.
You will not be able to foretell whether
the duty during the years 1847 and 1848
will be 45, or 10s. It 1s quite probable
that, in February, 1849, the duty will
be 10s5.; 1f so, on the 1st of that month,
it will drop again suddenly, from 10s. to
1s. Here will be change the second,
fright the second, and, possibly, panic
the second. The fall of duty in these
two changes would have amounted to,
first, from I5s. to 4s.; next, from 10s.
to Is.; making, together, 20s.; but,
mark, if the duty were immediately re-
duced, from 15s. to 1s., the fall would
be only 145. So that, by this clumsy
contrivance, you are not only to be kept
for three years in a state of suspense and
embarrassment, and exposed to double
panics, but are liable to a drop of 20s.,
instead of 14s., duty ; you are actually
subjected to the shock of the withdrawal
of 6s. more of protection !

But this is only a small part of the
danger to which you will be exposed by
the delay. From the moment that the
new Corn-law is passed, foreigners and
corn-importers will begin to make pre-
parations for the day of its extinction ;
they dread a sliding-scale in any shape,
owing to former losses, and will keep
their eyes steadily fixed upon the st of
February, 1849.
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‘What a precious policy is this which
advertises for three yearstoall the land.
owners and speculators of the entire
world, offering them a premium to hold
back their supplies, and then to pour
upon our markets, in one day, a quan-
tity of corn which, but for this contriv-
ance, might have been spread over
twelve or eighteen months! And what
may your fate be under these probable
circumstances? Supposing the crop of
1848 to be abundant in this country,
you will be liable, in the spring of 1849,
to the sudden and unnatural influx of
the corn accumulated by foreigners for
this market ; thus beating down prices
artificially, to the loss of all parties, but
more especially of the Bnitish farmer.

How different would be the operations
of an immediate repeal of the Corn-law !
There would then be nostock of foreign
corn waiting for the opening of our ports.
Nobody expected last year m Foland
or America that the English Corn-law
would be repealed—nobody prepared
for it ; not a bushel of grain was raised
upon the chance of such an unlooked-for
contingency. Is there an intelligent
farmer in the kingdom that will not at
once exclaim, ¢ If weare to have a repeal
of the Corn-law, give us it this spring,
when the foreigner is unprepared for
it, and when not a single quarter of
corn sown after the news reaches him
can be brought to this market i less
than eighteen months.’

But the present 15, beyond all com-
parison, the most favourable moment
ever known for abolishing the Corn-
law. If ever it could be repealed with-
out even temporary inconvenience to
the farmer, this is the ttme. There is a
scarcity at present over nearly all the
Continent. One-half of Europe is com-
peting for the scanty surplus stock of
grain in America. Millions of our
countrymen are deprived of their ordi-
nary subsistence by the disease of the
potato, and they must be sustained at
the public expense upon a superior food.
Do what we will, we cannot, during the
present year, secure low prices. Abolish
the Corn-law to-morrow, and still wheat

must rise dunng the spring and summer.
If the farmers had the power of ordermg
time and circumstances, they could not
contrive a juncture more favourable to
them than the present for the total and
immediate repeal of the Corn-law.
Nay, I believe that if the Corn-law
could be abolished by a secret edict to-
morrow, the farmers would never make
the discovery of open ports by any
injurious effect produced upon their
interests.

I cannot believe that Sir Robert Peel
is favourable to the gradual repeal; he
supported it by no other argument n
his speech than the fear of pamc
amongst the farmers ; but he has told
us agamn and again, in proposing his
former alterations in the tanff, that he
believes all such changes are less in-
jurious, if suddenly made, than when
spread over a period of years. I have
the strongest conviction, derived from
his own past changes in the tariff, that
he is right. Why then should you, n
deference to unfounded fears, be de-
prived of the benefits of experience?
If you speak out in favour of an imme-
diate settlement, who will oppose your
wishes? Not the Government-— they
are anxious, so far as public opinion and
the exigencies of the moment will allow,
to conciliate your favour ; not the great
landed proprietors, whose interests and
yours are in this respect identical, who
desire also, on political grounds, to put
a period to an agitation, the prolonged
duration of which they believe to be in-
jurious, and who would willingly take
any step which shall at once consult
your interests and dissolve the League.

Let me entreat you to take this sub-
ject into your instant and earnest con-
sideration. Do me the justice to believe
that I have no other object in view in
writing this letter but to serve your in.
terests, If you should be mduced to
concur in its views, you will avoird the
ounly danger to which, m my opinion,
the farmers were ever exposed from the
repeal of the Corn-law—that of the
transition state, From the first I have
always entertained and expressed the
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conviction that Free Trade, far from
permanently injuring the farmers, would
ultimately tend to their prosperity and
independence. I never disguised from
myself, however, the temporary evils to
which they might be exposed in the
change. But let us unite in seizing the
present opportunity, and the trumph of
sound principles may be achieved with-
out the bitter ingredient of one particle
of jury to any class or individual.
From the most exalted personage in the
realm down to the humblest peasant, all
may witness, with unalloyed pleasure,
one of the greatest victories ever
achieved over past prejudice and ignor-
ance, whilst each class may derive
pecuhiar gratification at the close of our
long domestic struggle. The Sovereign
may glory that her reign was reserved
for the era of a commercial reformation,
more pregnant in beneficial consequences
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to the destimies of mankind than all the
wars of her illustrious ancestors; the
landed aristocracy will see in the con-
summation of our labours an opening
for the resumption of their social influ-
ence, based upon the only sure founda-
tion—the respect and confidence of the
people ; whilst to the middle and in-
dustrious classes will be presented a
constantly widening field for the em-
ployment of their peaceful energies, to-
gether with greater means and more
leisure for that moral amelioration
which, I trust, will accompany their
umproved physical condition.
I have the honour to be,

Gentlemen,
Your obedient Servant,

RICHARD COBDEN.

LoNDON,
30th Fanuary, 1846.

R. CLAY AND SONS, LTD., EREAD 5T. HILL, E C., AND BUNGAY, SUFFOLK.
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