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THE 1 UNCHEON. 

Sir STAFFORD NoRTIICOTE, who was received with loud and 
J>rolonged cheers, said: Mr. Chairman, my Lords, Ladies, and 
Gentbmen,-I own that it is with some diffidence that I rise to 
address this assembly in response for the toast which has been 
so ebquently proposed by the chairman. For my own part, 
whils; I listened to him I could not help wishing that we heard 
him S)metimes in another place. (Cheers.) But I rise, as I say, 
with diffidence, because I know that it will be my duty t.o make 
:n. rather e"i'.traordinary demand upon your 'patience, and I 
kn w how difficult it is to address a large audience upon so dry a 
subj ci!t as I shall have for some time to trouble you with. 
At th~ same time you mus-t be aware of what the real state of the 
-case i:;. Our opponents have made a great many attacks on Hor 
Maj e ty's Government. Those attacks have been now put into 
sha pe, brought to a head, and enforced in the most vigorous 
language by that great master of eloquence, the real leader 
()f the Liberal party, Mr. Gladstone. He has gone through a 
-campaign of no ordinary magnitude, and a very great amount of 
powder in the form of speeches bas been fired off. But, as some
times happens after a great action in w hieh there has been a heavy 
<lis Jharge of musketry and artillery, it turns out that very few 
i)eople have been killed-(laughter)-because the shot has gone 
<>v r their heads, so I think it will appear to be the case with 
:reg·ard to the great display of oratory to w hi.ch we have lately been 
list ening with wonder. (Hear, hear.) And indeed I am told-I don't 
vomch for it myself, but I am told-that in the ranks of the 
Li eral party themselves there is something very different from 
exultation, something rather in the nature of dismay-(hear, 
heai.r)-at a great deal that has been said by Mr. Gladstone
{he.ar, hear)-and I am told that there are, if not among the 
leaders, at least among the grea~ intelligent body of the Liberal 
party, many who disclaim and altogether shrink from a large 
number of the sentiments which he expressed, and others which 
he mot very distantly hinted at. But they all take comfort in this: 
they say, "After all there was one part of his demonstration which 
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was perfectly unanswerable, and that was his attack on the :finance 
of the Government." And I fep,l that I am now coming before
you, as much as anything else, for the purpose of answering some 
part of his charge against our :financial policy. (Cheers.) Now, 
I know very well what a capital audience a Yorkshire audience 
is, because I had the pleasure, some two or three years ago, 
of meeting a large number of Yorkshireman at a time when 
Mr. Gladstone had been making another crusade through the
country. I remember the patience and the care with which thn,t 
audience listenp,d to all that had then to be said, and I am quite 
sure that on the present occasion I shall meet with the bame· 
indulgence. Perhaps, too, you will sympathise with me, because 
in merely speaking to you about finance ori an occasion like this 
I know I am exposing myself to Mr. Gladstone's great wrath
(hear, hear)-for the first and principal charge which he makes 
against me is this most serious one-namely, that I made a speech 
on the question of finance at a dinner at the London Guildhall. 
I believe he thinks that act to have been quite as wicked as any 
of the wars in which we have been engaged. (Laughter.) But I 
trust that, in spite of that, you will allow me to make you 
a few words of observation. Now I know that Mr. Gladst1me 
is such an authority in matters of :finance that many people 
are disposed to take whatever he says entirely on trust, and I 
have observed a ve::y touching instance in this town. There is a 
very intelligent newspaper-a very :first-class newspaper-that we 
all know, which is published in Leeds-the L Beds Mercury
a newspaper which is written fairly and intelligently. W o 1, 
I saw the other day that Mr. Gladstone himself in one or 
his speeches made a slip. He unfortunately informed bis. 
audience in Scotland that the income-tax had been raised 
to 6d., and the editor of the Leeds Mercury not only enforced trot 
imaginary fact upon his readers, but went on to say that we have 
now the pleasure of paying a sixpenny income-tax to gratify the 
predilections of Lord Beaconsfield. I wish publicly to tender my 

best thanks to that gentleman for the very great liberality of his. 
proceedings, for although he is not obliged to pay more than 5d. , re 
now know that he, apparently out of his goodwill to Lord Beacons
field, pays 6d. But really it is impossibl~ we can accept in a 
blind way everything Mr. Gladstone has stated in this campaig1. 
Why, you know that he himself has had to correct some things lie 
told his audience. He referred to Scotland as being the count:ry 
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indicated in a beautiful song as "the land o' the leal," which you 
know means heaven. I may say that when I read that I thought he 
had in his mind an idea which we have sometimes heard from 
America. They say in America that all good Americans when 
they die go to Paris; and I thOught he meant that all good Liberals 
when they die go to Scotland-(laughter and cheers)-antl there
fore that in that sense Scotland might properly be called "the 
land of heaven." (Hear, hear.) But it seems that the real ex
planation was that he had so many things in his mind that he 
made the mistake and could not help it-(laughter)-and so he 
has made a great many other mi.stakes, and I have no doubt with 
the same excuse. (Cheers.) But it is important for you, gentle
men, to consider a little what Mr Gladstone's oratory amounts to, 
because, as I understand, you are to have a special interest in 
him. He has "declared to win," I am told, upon Midlothian, 
but at the same time he has in Leeds a sort of "stable com
panion" to Midlothian, which is to try his paces and perhaps to 
provide him with a safe seat in case the other should fail him
(laughter and cheers)-and therefore you are particularly interested 
in considering what his statements are worth and h0w they have 
to be examined. Now let me avoid, as far as I can, plunging you 
unnecessarily into ·a great wilderness of figures, and let me 
endeavour to disentangle from Mr. Gla<lstone's statements the 
1Jrincipal charges which I understand him to make against us. 
In the first place, he told his audience at Edinburgh that we had 
increased tho national expenditure by an amount of eight 
millions and a quarter; secondly, he say~ we have not made a 
proper provision for the expenditure which we have brought 
upon the nation. And then he brings a number of charges-of 
which I will speak by-and-by-against us for having broken all 
the rules of finance. Well, but now let us see about this charge 
of having increased the national expenditure by eight millions 
and a quarter. I demur altogether to the manner in which he 
has made his comparison. What has he done? He takes the 
expenditure of the last year of his own Government-the year 
1873-74-and he compares that with the published accounts 
of the last completed year of the Conservative Government 
-1878-79; and he does that in a very fair way, because he 
<leducts on either side the cost of the charges for collecting 
revenue, and he gives the comparison of the net receipts only. 
So far, I have not a word to say against him. But then he 
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proceeds, in order to make out his comparison, to deduct,. 
on the one side, from his own expenditure two large sums,.. 
£3,200,000 for the Alabama indemnity, and £800,000 for the 
Ashantee war; while, on the other side, he declines to allow us 
to deduct from our expenditure any of the extraordinary 
payments which wero occasioned by our preparatjons to prevent 
war in Europe-(loud cheers )-and the expenditure incurred in 
the South African war. I see he is good enough to say he 
will allow us to deduct what we have expended on education ancl' 
on local subventions, because he thinks there is some justific3.tion 
or excuse for these. But he won't allow us to deduct the other 
expenditure. Well, that is the most absurd and illogical 
way of making a comparison that I ever heard of. (Cheers.) 
If he likes to say, "We will deduct the extraordinary expen
diture in the one," then you must deduct it also in the other. Or if. 
he likes to say," We will compare the whole with the whole without 
deducting anything "-that also is open to him. But he has no 
right tu say, "I will deduct this expenditure because it was good, 
and I won't deduct that because it was bad.'' 'Wby, if you carrio<f. 
it so far as that, he might say, "I deduct from the expenditure of 
the year 1873-H all the salaries of the Cabinet Ministers becaus9 
they were good men, and I won't deduct them on the other side· 
because they are wicked men." (Laughter and cheers.) Now, I 
claim that we ought to be aUowed to deduct our extraordinary 
expenditure just as much as he does his. I admit that the· 
Alabama expenditure was of an extraordinary character, and I 
am far from complaining of the course that was taken. I hav9 
no right, I should be the very last person who had a right, to. 
complain of the course that was taken with regard to that 
settlement. But I must remind the British public of that whicl:t 
is very carefully kept out of sight-I mean the ca' se of 
that expenditure. How en.mo it that there was any su1,;h bill 
brought against the British Government? Why, it was owing· 
to the deliberate-I will not say the deliberate-but to the 
culpable negligence of the Government of Lord Russell and 
Mr. Gladstone in allowing those ships which preyed upo 
American commerce to be built in and to leave this country. 
(Cheers.) And I say that we have no right wl:.atcver 
to be asked to deduct expenditure which was the r esult 
of that negligence, and which fell upon us in the foro 

of the payment that had to be made for the Ab.bama. 
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claims. And I see again, with regard to that Ashantee war r 

Mr. Gladstone says:-'' I deduct that because it was a war
that nobody wished for, and which came upon us very much 
against our desires." But I may surely say the same thing for 
the war in South Africa, for nothing came upon us with more 
complete unwillingness on the part of the Government thn.n did 
that South African war. (Cheers.) Well, then, if I am to 
deduct their extraordinary expenditure, what am I to deduct 
on our side ? It will not be four millions, but it will be some
thing like four millions and three-quarters. In the :first place, 
there is a million and a half that was taken as a vote of credit for· 
the South African war ; and, in the second place, there were the
supplementary estimates which were added in the preceding yea:r
to the army and navy expenditure for the purpose of the prepara
tions against the possibility of a war in Europe. These· 
supplementary votes, which were taken as additions to the charge
for the army and navy, amounted to £3,300,000, and the result 
was that in that way we had an extraordinary expenditure of 
about four millions and three-quarters . .;.~ I see that a great 
many people have failed to notice that there was any such 
extraordinary addition to our army and navy expenditure, and 
I see that some very able gentlemen-a gentleman, for instance, 
who is a candidate in a neighbouring borough, :Mr. Waddy, has 
made a charge against us, in which he has altogether failed to see 
that the expenditure which he has quoted against us is not our 
ordinary army and navy expenditure, but includes that large sum 
which we had to take in order to prevent, as I say, a European 
war which would have been far more costly. (Cheers.) We will 
argue by-and-by the question whether that expenditure was 
judicious, and whether it was necessary. We will argue by-and-by 
whether it was cheaper for us to spend some six or seven millions 
upon preparations to avert war, or to have allowed a state of things 
to have arisen that would have plunged us into a second Crimean 
war with its tenfold expenditure. (Cheers.) I say we will argue 
all these things by-and-by, but we insist, in the :first place, upon 
having comparisons of the amount of expenditure made fairly, 
and with like against like. Therefore, I now say our excess 
of expenditure over the expenditure of Mr. Gladstone's Govern-

*It may appear, when the appropriation accounts are presented, that some 
portion of the sums so voted were not expended, and that the supplementary 
expendi ure was nearer.£ 4, 500,000 than .£4, 750,000. 
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ment was not, as he puts it, eight and a quarter mil.lions, but 
about seven and a half millions. Even that, however, is a 
very large amount on paper. But, let me ask you to look a little 
behind, and to inquire what were the causes of this apparent 
increase of seven and a half millions, because there is the 
point upon which our attention ought to be fixed. Is the in
crease real, or is it only apparent? I have just taken out a note 
of what the items are. There was an increase in the charge for 
the debt of £1,937,000; there was an increase in the army 
and navy expenditure of something like ·£2,300,000, and 
there was an excess upon the civil expenditure of £3,500,000. 
You may think that that addition of £1,937,000, or nearly 
£2,000,000, in the charge for the debt is in itself a very strong 
and conclusive evidence against the present Government, and 
you will naturally say, "You are making bad worse when 
you say that the charge for the debt of this country has 
under your management increased nearly £2,000,000 in five 
years." That is just one of the points upon which it is necessary 
we should clear our minds, and that we should understand what 
this debt charge really is. I hold in my mind here a little extract 
from the paper from which all these figures have been taken. It 
is what is called the statistical abstract of the United Kingdom. 
It is a little blue book which anybody may get, and which is very 
instructive; and if you look at and see what the comparison is of 
the different parts of the debt, you will see at once how this great 
increase arises. Now, the charges for the debt which were in the 
year 1874 £26, 700,000, have risen to £28,644,000, and that is 
divided into these items. In the first place there is a charge for 
the interest on the Funded Permanent Debt. That has not risen; 
that has diminished. That has fallen from being £21,986,000, 
or very nearly £22,000,000 in 1874, to £21,500,000 in 1879. 
That is a very curious thing. If you say that the interest on the 
Funded Permanent Debt has diminished by half a million a year, 
and if you acknowledge that which everybody acknowledges, that 
upon the whole the debt has not been increased but has diminished 
-some say by more and some say by less, but it certainly has not 
increased in these five years-how is it that there can be so large 
an increase in the annual charge, an increase of £1,937,000? 
Let us see. What is the next item? Terminable annuities. These 
have risen from £4,586,000 to £5,711,000. There has been an 
increase in the terminable annuities of something like £I, 100, 000 
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.a year. That means that we are converting permanent debt into 
debt which is to expire, that we are redeeming debt at a consider
ably accelerated ratio every year, and that in consequence, though 
we are paying more within the year, we are paying that in order 
the more rapidly to get rid of and to discharge the National debt. 
Let me give you an instance. One thing we did ourselves-one step 
which I took at our very first coming into power, in our very first 
Budget, was to cancel £7,000,600 of permanent debt and to create 
instead an annuity charge of £650,000 a year, which will expire in 
1885. That was adding greatly to our annual charges, but it was 
adding to our charges in order to diminish debt, and you will find 
the benefit of this when you come to the year 18 8 5, and when you 
find that annuities which have been created, and which aro nearer 
five millions a year than four millions-t.hey are quite four millions 
and three-quarters a year-will come to an end in that year and 
will relieve you of all that amount of.charge. (Cheers.) I admit 
that some portion of these additional annuities is due not to the 
action I have been describing, but to the creation of new 
4nnnities in consequence of the creation of new debt, but not one 
.sixpence of that new debt which has been created in the form of 
short annuities, not one single sixpence of that, is due to the action 
of the present Government. It is due to the obligations thrown 
upon them by preceding Governments in respect of the fortifications 
and in respect of the barracks that we have had to provide. (Cheers.) 
These gentlemen who are so extremely particular as to our conduct 
in not providing by taxation all that has to be paid within the year 
<lidn't <lo it themselves when they had to provide for the fortifi
~ations, they didn't do it themselves when they had to provide 
for the barracks of tho country. No ; they initiated a series 
of borrowings which we have had to carry on, and which have 
tin tailed a charge of about £490, 000 a year which forms part of the 
£ 1, 100,000 addition to the ch::i.rge for annuities. (Cheers.) The 
next item is a very small one. It is the charge of the permanent 
unfunded debt, which has not varied, or hardly varied at all,. 
within these five years. It amounts to £138,000. Then 
comes another charge to which I must beg especial attention. It 
is tho charge of £633,000 for this year for the new sinking fund. 
The new sinking fund is not an addition to expenditure at all. 
It is money directly applied to buying up and cancelling debt. It 
is, in fact, an arrangement which was made two or three years ago 
on the suggestion of the present Government, which I explained in 
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the Budget of the year, by which we raised the amount whi ch the
country pays year by year for the debt charge, and we fixed it 
at a permanent amount of £28,000,000 a year. That was undoubt
edly a(lding to the charges, but not to the expenditure. The 
additional sum was not to be spent,-or thrown away as they call 
it,-upon one service or another, but was to enable you to 
redeem the debt at a greater mte than you were doing it beforer 
The charge for the debt had fallen to about £26,700,000,. 
and it was raise d at onco to £28,000,000 by the decision 
of Parliament that they would year by year set asid~ 

£28,000,000 for the discharge of the interest of the debt and 
for applying whatever might remain ov·er when that interest ha.cl 
been defrayed to the redemption of more debt. If you had k ept 
the accounts in the old way this £633,000 would have been 
counted as part of the surplus for this year; but because it is· 
not so accounted for-because it is kept within that new 
arrangement which I have explained-they are good enough 
to set it down as an increase of expenditure. It is no
increase of expenditure whatever. (Loud cheers.) Then 
we come to another charge, which is outside the £28,000,000, 
and that consists of interest on loans not forming a part of the
pArmanent charge for debt. Now, what are those loans? They 
are of two different characters. There have been some, no doubt, 
which have been raised for purposes which are of the character 
of special services. There has been a small amount raised by the 
use of exchequer bonds for the purpose of providing the amount 
required for the services of the year over and above the ordinary 
military and naval expenditure; but the greater part of the chargefor
these loans, which is outside the £28,000,000, and which comes to 
£644,000, is not to be counted as expenditure at all. It has 
been incurred for this simple purpose-to enable us to borrow 
money in order to lend it out again to the different localities 
of the country. Every sixpence that has been so lent out i& 
thoroughly covered, not only in point of security, but covered 
also in point of interest by the payments that aro received 
back from the localities. (Cheers). You may say, of course, 
that this is an addition to expenditure. But then you must 
look to the other side of the account, and you will find that 
that addition to expendituro is fully covered and more 
than covered by the payments that we receive back on the 
adYances that aro made. (Cheers.) For instance, advanceshave· 
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been made to Leeds. I am not sure that I am right, but my 
impression is that something like £300,000 has been advanced 
on good security to tho borough of Leeds. We borrow that 
money; we pay an interest on what we borrow; we receive from 
you in retur.i;i the interest on what we have lent, and the money 
is repaid within a certain number of years. (Applause.) That 
may be or may not be a good arrangement, but it is altogether 
confusing and distracting to reckon expenditure of this kind as if 
it were an addition to the expenditure of the nation. · (Cheers.) 
Well, there are some people who say, "Ah, but this is a very bad 
system, that you should be lending out to the localities." Well, 
I don't know how that may be, or how the different localities will 
think on that subject; I don't know whether it is the intention of 
our opponents, if they come into power again, to reverse this, 
amongst the other things they are going to reverse. Perhaps 
they may. But I venture to say that if they do, there will be a 
good deal to reckon with the member for Birmingham and other 
economical borough representatives; and I venture to add this· 
remark, that it will be reversing not only our policy but still 
more reversing their own. (Cheers.) Because, what is the· 
history of this system ? Liberal Governments found upon 
certain occasions that it was desirable to make advances to some 
places, in order to enable them to establish harbours of their own;.. 
or, again, when they passed the Education Act, that it was ex
pedient to make advances throughout the country for the building· 
of schools. They calculated by the way that there would be an 
amount of something like £4,000,000 that they would have to 
advance for that. Why, the London School Board alone has· 
taken up four millions, and I believe at least something like nine 
millions have been takeu up by school boards throughout the
country. (Cheers.) Well, then they made a similar arrangement 
when they passed their Sanitary Act. They said: "We are calling 
upon or inviting the municipalities to undertake great sanitary 
works. It is fair that they should be assisted by advances 
:from the Exchequer Loan Fund," and so they ran on pledging· 
the Exchequer Loan Fund for loans here and for loans there. 
And they never lived in office to see the effect of their work. 
They had not considered how those funds which they had so· 
liberally promised-and which promise we, of course, were 
bound to fulfil-they had not considered how those funds were· 
to be provided. W o had, of course, to determine how that was. 
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to be done, and the way in which we did it was by tempormry 
borrowing, not adding to the permanent funded debt. We 
.decided not to bring the charge within the twenty-eight milli<ons 
we desired to keep appropriated to the permanent funderl. debit in 
,order that it might be steadily and rapidly reduced. We 
determined to do it by borrowing in the open market, or 
from the Bank of England, or from the National Debt Com
missioners, money on which we should have to pay intercest, 
which would be sufficient for these purposes. That is what we 
have done. We have done that in the case both of those lo:ans 
which have entailed a charge, I think, at this time of somethlng 
like £300,000 a year; and in the case of anothAr investment. of 
national money, that is, the purchase of the shares in the Smez 
Canal. (Loud cheers.) Those are charges which are entirely 
-covered by the repayment on the one hand by localities and -the 
repayment on the other hand which the Khedive of Egypt is 
bound to make to us, and as long as those payments are 
regularly made there is no charge whatever that falls on -the 
exchequer. Then there is one more item under that h ead 
for which there is no doubt we are responsible, and that is 
for the interest upon the :five or six millions of excheq1ller 
bonds that have been issued to meet the war expenditure, wh.ich 
charge in the last year, 1878-9, amounted to £129,000. There
foro I say, with regard to this fjrst great item of the seven and 
three-quarters millions, which I acknowledge appears to be the 
increase on our expenditure-of this £1,937,000 there is only 
£129,000 which I acknowledge as being in any way real. And 
I say even as against that we have paid off more debt, and have 
reduced the charge of the debt in a larger proportion, as you 
will see, by the reduction of half a million a year on the charge 
for the first item-the permanent funded debt. I say we have 
reduced the charge for the permanent funded debt considerably 
more than this addition of £129,000 amounts to on the other ide 
.of the account. (Cheers.) Gentlemen, really I am shoclrnd to be 
-0bliged to trouble you at such length upon such matters. I will 
run as rapidly as I can through the other items of charge for the 
army and navy-of which I have already spoken. I might go 
into a justification for the advances which have undoubtedly 
taken place in that expenditm·e. No doubt we have paid more 
and are paying more for the army, and it is quite right that 
we should do so. (Cheers.) The advance is not large; it has 
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b een something less than one million and a half upon the regular· 
army services, and that is including the increase of the pay-· 
ment of our soldiers, and that increase made in a form which is 
far the wisest and most convenient- namely, in deferred pay, 
in the shape of pensions, which will attach your men to your 
colours by the knowledge that they have that deferred pay 
to look forward to. If you intend to have a strong voluntary 
army you must be prepared to pay them liberally and properly. 
(Cheers.) We have been unlucky in this respect, that we have 
not only had to meet the charge of this new system of deferred 
pay, but have also had a very heavy charge of pensions, which 
has come upon us in consequence of this being j ust the time 
when those additional men who were enlisted long ago for the 
Crimean war for 21 years' service come for their discharges. 
(Uheers.) I will only glance rapidly at the civil expenditure. I 
told you it was three and a half millions increase. One and a half 
millions of that is due to the increased charge for education, 
and two millions to the charges taken off the ratepayers, and 
charged on the Consolidated Fund; ~rnd when you hear that 
called an increased expenditure it is not an increased expen
cliture at all, because the ratepayers are tax-payers also, and 
whatever the charge is which is thrown upon the taxes generally 
is a relief to that great body of ratepayers upon whom such 
heavy charges have been thrown. (Cheers.) With regard to the 
charge that we have not provided enough to meet our expendi
ture, I say, first1 that although we have not professed to provide 
for all our exceptional or war expenditure by taxes in a single 
year, we do propose to provide for it in a very short term of 
years. Secondly, I say that the expenditure of each year has 
been well within the income 0£ the year-considerably within tho 
income of the year-(cheers)-leaving out the extraordinary ex
penditure for war purposes; and, thirdly, I say that, after you have 
provided for the extra expenditure for war purposes, if you set 
against it the amount which you have cancelled of debt, the balance 
is clearly in fa.:vour of the cancelling of debt. In the two years 
which are most challenged we spent for special war services 
£8,275,000. The deficiencies only amounted to £4,930,000; so 
that we provided out of taxes-which would have been a surplus 
otherwise-£3,345,000 in those years. But in spite of having 
had to raise the balance-£4, 930,000-by loan, the balance of 
reduction of debt in thos9 two years amounted to no less than 
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£ LJ,400,000. I say it is perfectly monstrous to make this a ground 
-0f complaint against us at a time like this, at a time such as we 
have been goi:;ig through, at a time when we have been un
-0.oubtedly pressed by a want of elasticity in the revenue, at a time 
of commercial depression, of bad harvests and agricultural depres
sion, and when special calls have had to be met, and when at 
the same time we have had thrown upon us the large charges 
-0ntailed by our predecessors in their expenditure for fortifications 
-I say it is rather a matter of great thankfulness that we have 
been able to spread the charges as we have done, and to produce so 
·satisfactory a result. (Cheers.) I will not detain you with many 
more remarks, certainly not of a :financial character; but I wish 
to make one remark upon that cmious fortification vote. You 
remember that Lord Palmerston's Government in 1860 wanted 
fo raise money for fortifications. Instead of raising it, as 
Mr. Gladstone now says they ought to have done, by taxation 
in that year, they i·aised it by a system of borrowing, and 
throwing the charge over twenty-five years. The amount 
-of principal which has been repaid has been in certain propor
tions which I will give you. I divide the different Govern
ments. I find that Lord Palmerston's Governm ent, lrhich laid on 
-this charge, in the seven years of its existence, raised four and a half 
·millions and only paid off £450,000 of it. The next Government, 
Lord Derby's, for the same service, entailed on them by their 
J>redecessors, raised £1,000,000, and paid off £355,000. Mr. 
Gladstone's Goverment raised £1,'..l20,000, and paid off about 
ithe same amount, £1,2.50,000; but Lord Beaconsfield's Govern
ment, in these five years for which we have been respon~ible, 
have raised only £650,000, and have r·aid off £2,450,000. (Loud 
·cheers.) Gentlemen, Mr. Gladstone has charged us with many 
offences, and he has charged me in particular with grievous 
.offences in not providing for the revenue of each year by way of 
taxation. I could quote, if it were not that time is now running 
,short, passages from his own speeches in the year 1860 with 
regard to the China war which entirely justify what we have one. 
He says that we have kept Parliament in ignorance this year of 
ithe expenditure that was to be incurred for the South African 
·vote, and that not one shilling did I provide to meet that expen
·<liture in the month of April. Anybody who reads what I said 
on that occasion will see perfectly well that I stated w@ had 
:a surplus of £1,900,000, and that I hoped that that W)uld 
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be sufficient to cover our expenditure. (Cheers.) Before 
.Parliament rose we were able to give a fairer and better estimate, 
and we did so. (Cheers.) But what did Mr. Gladstone in 1860, 
when l:n.e brought forward his great Budget and made great 
changes in the remission of taxation ? He made hardly a refer
ence to that China war except to say that an expedition was going 
out, which, in the first place, was to be the bearer of peaceful 
remonst:rance. Everybody else knew what was intended, and 
that it was quite certain it would bring about a war. In the face 
of that he made all his financial arrangements for the year, and 
then in the month of August he came forward with a supple
mentary Budget of £3 1 800,000; and when he was told that that 
boing the case it was a gigantic delusion which he had practised 
upon P rliament he said, "No. Why Parliament was sitting at 
the time, and Parliament knew just as much about these matterB 
as we did, and Parliament could have formed its own idea of the 
probabilities of the case, and therefore we were not bound to tell 
them." (Laughter.) I am sure Parliament could have formed a 
much better idea of the probabilities of the Zulu expenditure on 
tho Budget which I submitted to Parliament in April last than they 
could of the China expenditure at the time of the Budget in 1860. 
And when the time came, how did Mr. Gladstone meet his expen
diture ? Why, not all by taxation, but he said partly by taxation 
-partly by sources other than taxation, ''as is usually the case in 
,yar expenditu~c." (Laughter and cheers.) That is what Mr. 
Gladstone said in those days. (Laughter and cheers.) vVell, 
gentlemen, I must ask you to forgive me for having dwelt so long 
upon these dry matters. (Cheers.) I felt before I came 
d own how impossible it would be to do justice to them; 
I foel still more now how impossible it is. ~et let me add a 
word upon one or two things. One is with regard to the 
imaginary floating debt, which- some poople suppose is to fall down 
upon us and crush us. It is not the case that there is any danger 
whatever from the existeuce of that debt in that form. The debt 
is partly, certainly, in the hands of tho public, in the hands of 
those who take our Treasury bills from quarter to quarter and 
from month to month. The demand for those bills shows very 
plainly that it is a convenient form of investment, and certainly 
it is one that is profitable to the exchequer. But with regard to 
the great bulk of the debt, it is not in hands which could sud
denly and inconveniently throw it upon the exchequer. It is in 
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the hands of the Natjonal Debt Commissioners themselves, ancr 
being in their hands we know we cannot be put to the inwon
venience to which we might otherwise be put, by a harge 
amount of really floating debt. (Applause.) One thirng I 
wish to say more. Mr. Gladstone accuses me of being "a 
chicken-hearted Chancellor of the Exchequer" for not standing-
up for details of economy. One would really suppose tha1t he 
little knows how much a Chancellor of the Exchequer hafs to 
do- not in Parliament, but in the departments-during the 
preparation of the estimates. (Hear, hear.) That is the ttime
when the pruning-hook has to be applied ; and I say t;hat, 
looking at the condition of our Civil Service Estimates, we <defy 
him or any one else to say that there has not been a strict hrnnd 
kept over those estimates. (Cheers.) But let me ask Mr_ 
Gladstone, when questions have come forward in the Hous1e of 
Commons, and when it has been our duty to press measure1s of 
economy, what sort of support have we had from him and his 
friends. (Hear, hear.) You have h eard, no doubt, that dun'ing 
the last session the House of Commons was kept up a wfuole
night and never went to bed until eight o'clock in the morn:ing . 
What was that about? It was owing to the resistance offcerccl 
by a certain section of the extreme Liberal party, headed by Mr. 
Chamberlain, ancl supported by Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, a member of Mr. 
Gladstone's Government-( cheers)-to an attempt made by the· 
Government to limit the expenditure upon these advances to locali
ties, and where was Mr. Gladstone, and where were those gTeat 
economists on that occasion? Voting against us or absent. (Che rs.) 
Gentlemen, I apologise forthegreatlengthoftimethat I have t::i.Jken. 
("No, no, " and cheers.) I can assure you that this is a matte r of 
the most serious importance, and I connect it in this way with the 
particular position of the Liberal party. Mr. Gladstone has for a 
length of time been denouncing and endeavouring to persuade the
country to reject the foreign policy and the general policy of the· 
Government. He has used every argumont in his power. H e has. 
attended meeting after meeting, and poured forth volumes f 
eloquence upon the subj ect . But he has failed, and rightly failed, 
to convince the judgment of the nation. (Cheers.) But he 
believes and there may be others who believe, that though the 
nation is not to be turned from its course of policy by consi er
e.tions of a political character, or by such considerations as he has 
been in the habit of urging-though the country may be <lea to 
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arguments of that kind-they will not be deaf to arguments 
addressed, as it is eloquently said, to their breeches pocket. 
(Laughter and cheers.) It is said, " When the constituencies see 
what the total expenditure is-the total cost of all these services 
which you have compelled them to undertake-then they will 
turn against you." But here comes the pinch. When the proof 
comes, when the prophecies have to be fulfilled-when the great 
demands have to be made which we are told every day must 
soon be made upon the tax-payer-and when instead of these 
demands they find proposals are made which will spare the 
the tax-payer and do justice to all parties, while abstaining from 
putting pressure on the people at a time when they are pecu
liarly subject to pressure-when they find all this, and when 
they find their ground is cut from under their feet, then they 
turn round upon us, and denounce us, and say, "You are guilty of 
deceiving and deluding the people." It is not for the sake of the 
people ; it is not for the sake of those abstract arguments and 
fancy rules which are brought forward as convenience may serve, 
and which have been disregarded on former occasions when it 
did not serve the purpose of the same high authority-it is not 
on that account we get all these lectures, but it is in or~er to 
persuade the people that they ought to be more taxed than they 
are, and that it is our fault that that fact is kept from them. No 
man can venture to say what would be the conduct of the Oppo
sition leaders if they were to be returned to power; but I think 
it is pretty evident upon one head that what they would be very 
much tempted to do, and what, for my own part, I believe 
they would do, is this-they would add pretty heavily to your 
taxes, and tell you it was not their fault, but the fault of their 
wicked predecessors. (Cheers.) When they had paid off perhaps 
in one year that which should have been paid off in two, they 
would come forward and claim great credit for remitting taxation
the taxation which they had unnecessarily put on. (Applause.) 
I say we have taxed fairly and equitably according to the cir
cumstances of the case, according to precedent, and according to 
the real wants of the country. I say we have not overspent 
ourselves in attaining results which are of the greatest econo
mical as well as political importance to the country, and I 
say that in tho course of this expenditure we have not in
creased, but have reduced, the national debt, and that the 
finances of the country will pass from our hands to those of 

B 
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our successors in a state which will be anything but such as 
·we should regret to see. I trust a better time may by-and-by be 
coming, but I do not, I cannot, conceal from myself that we 
have had to row against the stream, whilst our opponents rowed 
with it. (Applause.) In the five years during which they held 
office the revenue derived from malt and spirits alone increased of 
its own accord, without any attempt at tampering with it, by no 
less a sum than nearly £5,500,000. During the five years we 
have been in office it has not increased at all, but has fallen off by 
something like £250,000, and that is mainly due t0 the commercial 
distress and depression, and to the agricultural depression also 
which has followed. Mr. Gladstone I see, quoting my Guildhall 
speech, has been good enough to leave out the reference I 
made to the commercial depression, and has further been good 
enough to sneer at my reference to agTicultural depression ; 
but my belief is that neither Mr. Gladstone's ignoring com
mercial depression, nor his sneering at agricultural depression, 
will convince either the manufacturers of England or the far
mers of England that they have not been going through very 
bad times lately. (Cheers.) I trust that the time may be 
coming when we shall have a better prospect before us, and 
that we shall have the reward of the courage which the 
country has shewn in these few years. (Cheers.) Whatever 
may be the result of the next general election, when it shall 
come-as come it must before any lengthened period-we shall 
face the verdict of the country with a firm confidence, both that 
we have ourselves done our duty to the best of our ability and 
that our countrymen when they are called upon to pronounce a 
verdict will pronounce it, not from party considerations, bu~ from 
a general consideration of the course which has been best f r the 
interests, the honour, and the welfare of the country. (Lot.d and 
prolonged cheering.) 



THE EVENING MEETING. 

Sir STAFFORD NoRTHCOTE, M.P., who was enthusiastically 
received, said: Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen,-! can assure you 
that it is with sincere pleasure that I find myself about to address 
so important a gathering as this. I do not know whether all who 
arc here present b~long to the same political party-probably 
n ot ; and I am all the better pleased that I should have an 
opportunity of addressing a body of men who do not all necessarily 
take the sa:me views upon political subjects; and for this reason, 
that it is the pride of Englishmen that they live in a country 
where every man is free to think for himself, where every man 
forms his own opinion according to the best of his ability, and 
gives effec·t to that opinion by his votes and by his actions. 
(Cheers.) Now, if you found that all men held the same 

, opinions, you would naturally be led to suspect that they had 
not given themselves much trouble in forming them, but that they 
had taken tlliem from somebody else. But what we find now increas
ingly amon.g the different classes of this country is this-that 
whether it be by public meetings-whether it be by the study of 
tho press-whether it be in one way or in another-the great 
bocly of ou:r fellow-citizens are occupied in studying the political 
questions o.f the day and forming honest opinions upon them. 
And I will venture to say that this is one result of an honest 
stuJy of am.y question, that it always has the effect of leading 
you to see 1there is much more to be said on both sides of it than 
you are at .first prepared to believe, and that you are much better 
prepared tCl> do justice to your opponents; and therefore I claim 
on behalf of those who may be politically opposed to the present 
GovernmeI11.t, and who are present to-night, that they will candidly 
~onsider what we have to say, and that they will listen attentively 
to it. Let me say this: I know very well we can combine respect 
for our opponents and a candid estimate of their opinions 
with the st:t·ongest party ties, and with the firmest resolution to 
fight. our own battles. And let me say to the Conser
vatives among you-the great bulk of those I am addressing 
-that it is in the perfect confidence that we have their support
that. they appreciate the course which we have taken, and that 
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tliey will support us to the end-(loud cheers)-that we cone 
before them in order to make friends and acquaintance with than. 
Now let me say one word with regard to that great indictmmt 
which has lately been brought against us in the name of ·he 
Liberal party. (Hear, hear.) There was an old story told oi 
a prosecution of certain persons for some political offence ; ·he 
Attorney-General took two or three days to state the case; md 
~hen he had done there were those in the jury who sad, 
''If it took the Attorney-General two or three days to expl•in 
what the offence was, we must find the poor man innocent, for he 
surely could not have known that he was committing any offeice 
at all." (Laughter.) Something like that has been the foefog 
produced upon my mind by the very lengthened and elabonte 
and ;profuse denunciations of our policy to which we have lattly 
been listening-(hear, hear )-and I must say that I have mysdf, 
and I know many others have been also considerably bewildeIBd 
by finding that every sort of complaint small and great is hea:rad 
together, and every offence that can be conceived is charg:id 
against the unfortunate men who now hold the position of Ber 
Majesty's Ministers. When you find that your opponent is uncer 
the impression that from the moment you awake in the morni1g 
until the moment you go to sleep at night, and probably in ymr 
dreams also, you are occupied with nothing but devising evil aid 
mischief against the country, you can't but think that it is 
possible he may be just a little prejudiced- (laughter)-a1d 
therefore you take with some little allowance the charges whuh 
he makes against you. But let me point out this great difftr
ence between the position of Ministers who have to condlct 
the affairs of the country and the position of their critics and <{)
ponents. The critic has nothing to do but to find fault ; trn 
Government have to decide what, upon every occasion, faey mU 
do-(hear, hear)-and it is not the question whether there is a 
fault to be found with conduct here or there, but what would tie 

other alternative have been. Could they have done other tlan truy 
have done without producing much greater mischief? I ha;e 
referred to speeches that have been made in the name of theLibemI 
party by its great leader. I wish to refer for a momentto anotmr 
speech that was made a day or two ago by another grettt orm
ment of the party-and I use the words with all sincerity, for I 
admire greatly the abilities of Mr. Bright. But I must say that a. 
more extraordinary speech, or a speech containing more e:xtraorci-
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nary doctrin:es than that which he lately made, it has seldom been 
my lot to hear from a man in his position. I won't say that he 
advocated a Republic in this country, but he went uncommonly 
near it. I won't say that he advocated throwing off our colonial 
empire, but I would point out that he did say, in comparing this 
.country with the United States, that we had the whole strength 
of this country in these islands, and the rest of the British Em
pire was no source of strength, but a source of weakness and 
danger to us. (Hisses.) Well, I am the last to deny that tha 
position of this country at the head 0£ an enormous empire, such 
.as the Empire of Britain, is a position compelling anxiety and de
manding watchfulness and courage, but I think we ought to be 
.ashamed of ourselves if we speak of the great Colonial Empire of 
England as a source simply of danger and of weakness. (Cheers.) 
I maintain that if we do our duty by that empire, if we use 
.aright the influence which we ought to have, which we do pos
sess, over those great communities which are springing up all 
over the globe, we shall not only be keeping a proud position 
for ourselves, but a position that will be of the greatest ad
vantage to the civilised world, because the position of Eng
land is such that she must naturally desire to promote peace, 
she must naturally desire to promote the development of com
merce, and she must naturally desire in all parts of the world to 
·do her part in the promotion of good government. (Cheers.) I 
maintain that the heart of England-whatever may be the differ
.ences which may exist amongst us upon particular points-is 
sound upon this question. I maintain that it is not only in the 
Conservative ranks, but it is in the great body of the nation, that 
you will find such sentiments a th se p ·evalent. You have had 
very near you a notable instance of the manner in which such 
sentiments as these have swayed the career and conduct of a 
distinguished man. I refer, of coUl'se, to one who has recently 
passed away from us, one who was not a member of the Con
servative party, one with whom many differences had continually 
prevailed, and who had never shrunk from expressing boldly his 
opinions upon the policy of whatever Government was in o:ffi.ce
one who won a high place in the estimation of his countrymen by 
the known fearlessness and honesty of his opinions-I mean the 
late Mr. Roebuck. (Cheers.) I say that you have there an 
example of a man who by his ability perhaps took a more pro
..minent position, but who did not take a sounder and truer posi-
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tion than large numbers of those who do not reckon. themselves 
as mere party Conservatives. There are in this country large 
bodies of men who, if the question arise between their party and 
their country, will not fail or hesitate for one moment to give the 
preference to the higher duty-their duty to their country. 
(Cheers.) Now, let ma say a few words upon one or two of the ' 
questions which have been most prominently brought forward of 
late, and especially I lrould put first a very few words I will say 
upon the subject of that greatest and most interesting of our 
dependencies, India. (Hear, hear.) What I say with regard to· 
Illdia will be very little indeed, because we happily have present 
amongst us a friend of mine who by his official connection lrith 
that particular department, and by his own great ability and 
power of expression is thoroughly competent, and more 
competent, to enter into details upon these subjects than I should 
be if I were to attempt to detain you upon them. But it is my 
duty, as one of Her Majesty's Ministers-it is my duty and it is 
also my desire, as one who has had reason to take special interest 
in India from having myself been once connected with the 
administration of that department-it is my wish to say a very 
few words upon the present state of affairs in that country. I 
believe that we have, since we have been the rulers of a great 
part of India-since we have had a predominant influence over 
the whole Peninsula-I believe that we have, on the whole, 
amidst great difficulties and with occasional mistakes, done our 
duty by the people of that great country, that we have largely 
conduced to their social and to their material advancement, and 
whether we may have made mistakes here or mistakes there in 
detail, the general policy which we have pursued has been a 
policy calculated for the good of those to whom it is. 
applied. (Cheers.) But at the present moment our eyes~ 

when we turn them towards India, are drawn especially to11a1·ds 
Hs frontiers. They are drawn to Afghanistan, and there is a 
natural anxiety amongst our people to know what is passing there, 
to know what is our policy with regard to that country, and to
know what is the present prospect of our affairs. The policy 
of Her Majesty's Government in regard to the north
west frontier of India has been declared clearly and emphatically 
over and over again. It is a policy of defence, and not a policy 
of annexation-(hear, hear)-it is a policy which aims at securing 
our people in India from vain alarms of movements and invasions. 
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from outside; it is a policy which is adopted not only for the high 
imperial objects of the empire, but in an especial degree for 
quieting the minds of the people of India, that they may not 
think that tbere are dangers of invasions and dangers of wars such 
as we might feel it difficult to prevent. And, therefore, it has 
been with a view to the better protection of that frontier and to 
the improvement of the security of our people in India that we have 
undertaken the policy of the last year with regard to Afghanistan. 
It has been, it is still, our earnest desire to maintain in Afghanistan 
a power which shall be interposed between us and any' other 
Power that might come near us. It is our desire to see in that 
country a form of government that shall be suitable to the wants 
of its population, and shall at the same time be ready to maintain 
friendly relations with ourselves. (Cheers.) And it is our deter
mination, not less for our own sakes than for the sake of the 
people of Afghanistan themselves, that we will not allow any 
foreign po er to interfere to dominate the foreign policy in 
Afghanistan. (Cheers.) It has been a matter of deep regret to 
us that, in ndeavouring to follow out that policy, bloodshed has 
occurred, arn.d resistance and strife. We feel that there has been 
no option for us but to persevere and to carry through the enter
prise which. we had commenced. (Hear, hear.) We do not 
depart from the principles upon which we entered upon that 
contest. The events which have occurred, though they might 
modify in some small details the provisions which we had hoped 
to effect, d!.on't affect the principles of the treaty concluded 
at Gundamuk, and we may say with confidence that we 
shall be able in but a brief period to give effect to that policy 
and, I hope, to bring about a happy state of affairs in Afghanistan 
as well as in India. (Cheers.) But for the present moment do 
not let it be supposed that there is anything in the position of 
our forces which need causo distress or anxiety in this country. 
(Hear, hear.) Do not let it be supposed either that the Indian 
Government or Her Majesty's Government are indifferent to the 
importance of the occasion, or that they are not taking all 
proper methods to strengthen and to secure the action of our 
troops. Everything that need be done, everything that can be 
done is being done, and we are confident of the result. (Loud 
cheers.) But we are keeping back nothing; there is no 
mysterious secret behind. That which we know, you know ; 
that which we are doing, we are perfectly confident that we are 
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doing with the support and with the consent of the people of 
England. (Loud cheers.) Let me turn from India to the 
relations of this country with other parts of the world. We are, 
of course, desirous to maintain all our colonies in the possession 
of peace, and to give them the opportunity of development. But 
where we find colonies immediately bordering upon savage races 
.and barbarous races, it is very difficult indeed always to avoid 
.collisions with those races, and it has been a matter of necessity, 
a matter which has been forced upon us, that we have been 
brought into collision with barbarous tribes in more than one 
part of Africa. It was so under the late Government in the 
<Jase of the Ashantee war; it has been so with us in the case of 
the Zulu war, and I maintain it is the duty of England, as 
quickly as possible to bring about a settlement of the relations 
between ourselves, our own people, and the natives with whom 
they are brought into contact, upon principles that shall ba 
the principles of justice and of consideration for the less civilized 
races. (Hear, hear.) I believe that that will be the spirit with 
which, when this unhappy strife is finally concluded-and it is 
now all but concluded-in South Africa-(cheers)-will be the 
peaceable and happy issue of that which has been a struggle 
giving us no little cause for anxiety. (Applause.) Now let me 
say a very few words upon our European relations also. And 
h ere again I would ask you to excuse me from going into any 
lengthened discussion, because we have also here to-day a friend 
who is connected with the Foreign Department, having been 
Under Secretary of that department ever since the present Govern
ment came into office-(applause)-who has been its representative 
in the House of Commons ever since the Government came into 
office, and who is thoroughly competent to explain and to 
vindicate its policy. (Applause.) But I must say one or two 
words myself upon the general question. We are accused, we have 
been accused by no less a person than Mr. Gladstone-(groans)
of having broken up the European concert, and of having been 
the cause of the wars and the troubles that took place. I deny 
altogether that we did break up the European concert-( cheers)
and I say that if you point to the independent action taken by 
this country in refusing to subscribe its name to the sort of blank 
cheque that was presented to it in the Berlin Memorand.um.-if 
you say that our conduct in judging for ourselves and acting inde
pendently thus broke up the European concert, what do you &J.y to 
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the conference which took place at Constantinople months after 
that, in which all the great Powers of Europe took part? Was 
that a sign that the concert of Europe had been broken up ? Was 
that a sign that the action of England was causing a prolongation 
of difficulties which England was most anxious to appease? No, 
there were other causes which broke up the coneert of Europe. 
I will not dwell upon them now. You will hear them spoken 
of by another. But for myself, for ourselves, for the Government, 
I would say that we were most anxious to maintain the concert of 
Europe, provided it was maintained on conditions that were con
sistent with the honour and the freedom and independence of 
action of this country. (Cheers.) Well now, what did the action 
of England result in? Did it result in nothing, or did it result in 
preventing an advance of the Power which made war upon Con
stantinople ? Did not the opposition of England prevent the 
Russian force entering Constantinople ? If it did not, if it wali 
not that, what was it that prevented it? The language which 
England was bound to hold was language addressed to both the 
parties to that dispute. To Turkey we said, '' Reform yaur ad
ministration ; we will be no supporters of misgovernment. We 
will not tolerate the cruelties and the misdeeds which you are 
allowing, whether from weakness or from indifference, to take place 
in parts of your dominions." On the other hand we were saying to 
the G1·eat Powers of Europe, ''We will not allow excuses such as 
these to justify you in breaking up the sett19ment of the European 
family, and we will not allow them to be made the ground of excuses 
for your aggrandisement." (Cheers.) Nothing could have been 
stronger, nothing clearer than the language which England held. 
But England's voice was not listened to at that time. And why? 
Because there was no true belief that England meant to act up to 
what she was saying. There was a cutting saying that went 
abroad at that time. I do not know who was the author of it. It 
was said to have been the words of Prince Bismarck. They might 
have been his, or they might have been said by somebody else, 
but it was said by one shrewd observer, referring to the old say
ing that speech is silver and silence is gold, "Yes, but to speak 
first and be silent afterwards is Britannia metal." (Cheers and 
laughter.) Was there ever a taunt addressed to any country so 
bitter as this? Were there ever words used which more properly 
and legitimately depreciated and annihilated the influence which 
England ought to exercise in the councils of Europe than such 
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words as these? And was there any foundation for the taunt? 
I fear there was. Not very many years ago there were symptoms 
of war between two Powers in Em·ope, and brave words were 
spoken in the English Parliament. It was said at a critical 
moment, when the relations between Germany and Denmark were 
becoming very anxious, and it was a question whether Denmark 
should or should not submit to the stronger Power-it was said 
in the House of Commons by the Prime Minister of England that 
if imch an event should take place Denmark would not stand alone. 
These were the words of the Liberal Prime Minister of the day. 
Denmark believed them; Europe may or may not have believed 
them ; but when the crisis came Denmark did stand alone. There 
have been despatches written by Liberal Governments in former 
times, strong despatches addressed to great Powers, remonstrating 
against the oppressions which they observed to prevail in 
portions of the dominions of the Powe.rs to whom the despatches 
were addressed. Some such despatch was written in the case 
of Poland, but the nation to ·whom it was addressed refused 
to listen to language of that sort, and the Minister of the 
day-not a Conservative Minister-pocketed the answers, and 
very wisely took care not to get into a quarrel with the 
strong Power with whom we had remonstrated. I am not 
asking whether we ought to have gone to war fpr Denmark, or 
whether we ought to have gone to war for Poland. These are
questions of a totally different character ; but this I do say, that 
England should be chary of speech, but when she speaks s e 
should show that she is prepared to act up to that speech-(great 
cheering)-and this I also say, that if the action of England had a::iy 
share-as I believe it had a most material share-in preventing 
that close of the Russo-Turkish war which seemed at one tine 
imminent, and which particular close no other Power cane 
forward actively and openly to prevent-if England's interference 
had any influence in that, it was because confidence had been 
inspired by the action of Her Majesty's present Government that 
the words of England were not mere idle words, but that they 
would be followed by seri:ms and active measures. (Loud cheer~ .) 

I firmly believe that in that policy which we have pursue], 
though we may have been mistaken on this point or on that
though we may have been unsuccessful here or less successfll 
there than we should have been-though there may be mary 
points upon which there will be differences of opinion among variots 
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England as a whole is with us-(great cheering)-that they do 
believe that our action has been for the advantage of our country 
and of Europe, and that at all events they are thoroughly 
satisfied that in the course we have pursued we have been 
guided by no personal or party motives, by no selfish consider-· 
ations, but by a determination to do our duty, as we understood 
that duty, to our Queen, to our country, and to our allies. 
(Great cheering.) I hope that the fruits of all that is past 
may even yet be better than some believe. We are accustomed 
to be told that the reforms we are attempting to persuade Turkoy 
to introduce into some parts of her dominions are mere moon
shine, and that there is nothing in them. We think otherwise. 
We think that Turkey must have learnt a lesson. It is not our· 
fault if she has not learnt a lesson which we have more than once 
impressed upon her, that there is nothing that can be more 
dangerous, more fatal to her existence, than that she should 
neglect to improve her own government, the administration of he1-
own empire. She has been warned once, twice, thrice by England, 
at different periods-the warnings given before the war, and during· 
the war, and since the war have not ceased-and, depend upon it, 
as long as Her Majesty's present Government have the power to 
speak in the name of England they will not cease to press upon 
Turkey that which they know to be for her own interests. I will 
say a very few words to you upon our home affairs. We have 
been, it is very true, so much taken up of late by the discussions 
upon foreign politics that there has been much less attention 
given than perhaps ought to have been given or it is desirable to 
give to our home affairs, and yet we don't admit that thero has
been any dereliction of our duty in that matter. (Cheers.) We 
have endeavoured as well as we could to carry on the domestic 
administration of this country for the maintenance of good 
government, for the promotion of the welfare of the people, for 
assisting the people to improve their own condition. I won't 
detain you now upon the great question of finance. I havo · 
already spoken at considerable length on the subject in this town, 
and as I know that a large number, nearly the whole of you, are 
readers of newspapers, perhaps I am not asking an unreasonable· 
favour if I ask those of you who were not present at the Town 
Hall to read what will be reported on Monday of my own 
remarks on that question. This only will I say, that it. 
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has been the earnest endeavour of the Government so to ad
minister the finances of the country as to accomplish the 
.objects that were necessary to improve our services where 
it was required at the smallest possible cost, and to ad
just the burden of the expenditure necessarily caused in a 
manner that should be the least oppressive to thfl people. You 
know very well that the time through which we have been pass
ing has been a time 0£ great depression ; you know very well 
that the consumption of those articles which bring in revenue to 
the Exchequer has faU en off, and you know tliat accordingly the 
revenue has not been in a flourishing condition for the last three 
-Or four years. At the same time we have had to provide for extra
ordinary and peculiar expenditure. We have been told we ought to 
have put on taxes. At the time that Mr. Gladstone had to make 
provision for a large sum for the payment of the Alabama indemnity 
he did not propose originally to provide for it entire1y out 0£ taxes. 
He proposed to raise the sum by borrowing on Exchequer bonds, 
but jt so happened that in that year the receipts from customs 
and Excise were so enormously large that they covered the whole 
-0f that charge; and, consequently, a very shrewd observer and 
friend of ours, Lord Derby, made this remark with reference to the 
fact that the whole of the Alabama indemnity had been covered 
by the Excise, "VT e have drunk ourselves out of the American 
«lifficulty." (I.Jaughter.) We are not at the present moment in 
a position to drink ourselves out of any difficulty at all. The 
Government of that day in a time of great prosperity did not 
think it necessary to lay on a tax because the revenue was so 
.abundant, but they ask us at a time of depression to lay on a tax 
because the revenue is not so abundant. I think that a rather 
hard measure, and unless circumstances render it absolutely 
necessary, I think we ought to be .very careful how we keep 
back the reviving prosperity of the country by unnecessarily 
adding to the taxation. Bear in mind that we are not increasing, 
but reducing our debt. (A voice: "What about the income
tax? ") Well, that is not what Mr. Gladstone says it is. He told you 
it ha<l got to 6d. in the £. It is nothing of the kind, we are 
happy to say; it is 5d. ; only I think a very large number of 
those who used to pay income-tax under Mr. Gladstone's Admini
stration don't know very well what the figure of the income-tax: 
is now. (Laughter and cheers.) This reminds me of a question 
that was put to me-viz., how much a working man, with a wi.I'e 
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and four children, who neither smokes tobacco nor drinks excise 
able liquors, will have to pay to the revenue in taxes. It is sup
posed that he would consume three pounds of sugar a week, six 
ounces of tea, two ounces of cocoa, and two ounces of coffee. I 
am not responsible for the quantities, but if they are properly 
given the amount which the man would have to pay to the 
revenue would be 2-§-d. per week. (Laughter and cheers.) Of 
course he would have had more to pay under the former Admini
stration, because he would have had to pay something upon his 
sugar, but we have taken off that duty. (Cheers.) With regard 
to other domestic matters, I say we are doing what we can to 
improve the condition of the working-classes and to induce them 
to improve their own condition. And I am satisfied that the 
courage and patience with which they have borne the long period 
of depression through which we have been passing will havo 
their re.ward. (Hear, hear.) I wm say no more now about 
England. One word let me say with regard to the sister country 
of Ireland. Ireland we regard with feelings of the greatest 
interest. There can be no doubt that Ireland has for many, 
many years been an object of especial solicitude to the Govern
ment of this country. I believe that the improvement which has 
taken place-I am not speaking of one particular season or 
another-but looking at the matter on the whole-the improve
ment which has taken place in the material condition of Ireland 
of late years has been most remarkable. At the present moment 
no doubt in parts of the country there is a certain amount 
of suffering. We are doing, and shall continue to do, our best 
to promote the employment of labour, and to alleviate the di -
tress of the country by those means which can be adopted 
without the danger of pauperising tho people. (Applause.) 
We know we should be doing them no good service, but an 
ill service if we were to adopt measures which would have the 
effect of pauperising them. But while we are anxious to promote 
in every way the employment of the people and the general 
advance of the material prosperity of Ireland, we are determined 
that it shall be a first condition of our rule that peace and 
order shall be maintained. (Loud cheers.) We will not allow 
ourselves to be drawn into the use of any ambiguous language. 
We will not allow ourselves to coquet with Home Rule, or with 
any other of those dangerous and alluring topics which politician3 
are sometimes in the habit of approaching as near as they can-
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·trying how near they can go without burning their fingers. (Cries 
of "Barran," and laughter.) We believe that the people of this 
.country, while they have a kindly and an affectionate feelling 
towards their brethren in Ireland, while they are ready ta> do 
everything in their power to promote their honest and inde]pen
dent exertions for their own welfare, the people of this coumtry 
.are determined that they will allow no false sentiment and!. no 
mischievous doctrines to destroy or to imperil the unity and the 
.integrity of the empire. (Cheers.) I regret most greatly that 
fanguage has been used in quarters where I think more cau.tion 
should have been observed, which tends to a delusion in that 
respect. We know perfectly well that nothing of the kind can 
-0ver be really countenanced by any statesman who may be 
responsible for the guidance of this country, and I say it is wiser, 
it is better, it is fairer, it is more honest, and it is more manly 
that the language which must be used at last should be used from 
the first. (Cheers.) I can assure you it has been a great plea ure 
to me to meet you to-day, and to feel that I have been addres ing 
a body of men who are ready to listen with patience, and to ad
mit arguments with some of which, perhaps, they have not all 
agreed. It has been a great pleasure and a great advantage to 
me to meet you here to-night ; and all I can say is, that if you 
are-as I believe you are-a representative body-a fair repre
sentation of the general feeling of Yorkshire and of England at 
large-(hear, hear, ancl cheers)-the destinies of England are 
safe, because the heart of England is sound. (Loud and pro
longed cheering.) 

The HoN. RonT. BouRKE, M.P., Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, who was received with loud cheers, said: 
Gentlemen, although I confess it has been my privilege 
on many occasions to address large bodies of my fellow-country
men, I can assure you I speak the words of sincerity when I say 
I am wholly unaccustomed to address so vast a mass of my 
fellow-countrymen as that which I now see before me, and if my 
powers are inadequate to the occasion I hope you will give me your 
patience and your forbearance. I can assure you that I am happy 
to see that there are some members of the Liberal party among 
our Conservative friends-( cheers)-for, in the first place, I 
am quite certain that they will leave this hall wiser and better 
men-( cheers and laughter)-and, in the second place, I can 
assure them that they will hear no words from me that can offend 
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their private honour or wound their private feelings . I am 
certain that there is not a Conservative here who has not a better 
opinion of his Liberal neighbour than to suppose that his 
Liberal neighbour is unable and unwilling to listen to the 
arguments of his political opponents-(hear, hear)-and there
fore, gentlemen, I hope that you will be kind enough to bear 
with me for a short time whilst I say a few words upon the 
topics that have been alluded to already by my right hon. friend 
behind me. (Hear, hear.) Well, we, the members of the 
Government, have been assailed all over the country by language 
of unusual violence and statements of extraordinary inaccuracy, 
and we have been told at the same time, upon the highest 
authority, that it is wrong to impute motives to our political 
-0pponents, and our amiable enemies have been good enough 
to illustrate the meaning of that excellent platitude by branding 
:us, their opponents, as mamlayers, as thimble-riggers, and 
as political bandits. (Laughter.) This inconsistency between 
precept and practice is not surprising, when we call to mind 
that the practice of these persons with regard to foreign 
policy for the last three years hr\s been in direct antagonism 
to the precepts which have been handed down to them by 
the lights of their own party-precepts which they have 
.cast to the winds when their object is to get their opponents 
-0ut of office. Well, I can only say that we care very little for 
such epithets when we can stand before such an assembly as I 
now see before me, and tell you in our conscience that we have done 
our best, we believe, to sustain the honour of England amidst 
great discouragement and in the face of unparalleled difE.culties
(hear, hear, and cheers )-that we have done so ·without embarking 
upon a European war and with a very moderate expenditure of the 
national i-esources, and in the whole of these transactions we have 
been sustained by the representatives of the people of England, 
we have been sustained by those whom Lord Beaconsfield still 
believes are prepared to trust his Government. Under these 
circumstances you do not, I am sure, expect me to address you in 
apologetic terms. If time permitted I could justify every important 
step taken by Government for the last five years. (Loud cheers.) 
There is no charge that is more pertinaciously brought against 
Hor Majesty's Government than that, when they declined the 
alliance of the three Emperors, when they declined to sign the 
Bel'lin ilfomorandum, they by doiDg so Lroke up the concert of 
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Europe. There never was a statement made more utterly oppo::ed 
to all the recorded evidence upon a question of any kind. Wlat 
they did with regard to the Berlin Memorandum was to maintrin 
the concert of Europe rather than break it up. As a matter of 
fact, the concert of Europe was never stronger than imne
diately after the Government refused to sign the Berin 
Memorandum. Germany, Austria, France, Italy, England, aid 
Turkey remained on the most friendly terms, and the concirt 
of Europe r emained. strong until after the Conference at 
Constantinople, and war was declared with Turkey. Had ve 

signed that Memorandum, the concert of Europe would in tll 
probability have been broken up immediately, because un{er 
that agr~ement, which was founded upon the coercion of 'rurk«y, 
had we been induced to join Russia to coerce Turkey, we shotld 
in all probability have brought the Russian forces to Constm.
tinople-an event which would have caused a rupture between ill 
the Powers immediately after it took place, and each Pow r 
would have been left to fight for its own interests. We shotld 
indeed then have been left to take the chesnuts out of the fi:e, 
and we should have seen that, too late, we had been mad., t ie 
instruments to carry out our own folly and do that which WtS 

opposed to the best interests of England. Those who brok tie 
concert of Europe were those who made war upon Turkey aid 
tried to induce England to do the same. Those who applaud1d 
the war party in Russia and encouraged the Pansclavic Soc:etns 
to embark upon what Prince Bismark called an "unofficial a1" 
upon Turkey. Those are the persons responsible for the evis 
which have fallen on Europe with the distmbance of Eurcpem 
peace. It was not the Tory party who broke the concert )f 
Europe. The Tory party and many men of the Liberal :;>ary 
remained faithful to treaty engagements, engagements mace 1y 
n. Liberal Administration of a far more onerous character thm 
any which Lord Beaconsfield has, with the assent of Parlianert, 
contracted, engagements sanctioned by the greatest men o: t e 
Liberal party, Palmerston, Russell, Cornwall Lewis, Mol ·
worth, Clarendon-men whom their unworthy successors seen o 
regard with contempt and oblivion. Another charge thtt 
has been frequently made against the Government is that ve 
have been indifferent to the better government of Tll:'hy. 
All the records prove om conduct to have been e:xacty 
the opposite. Every page of the bluebooks shows that weha·e 



33 

never ceased for one hour to urge upon Turkey and upon Europe 
the importance of improving the Government of the country, and 
no diplomatist in Europe has shown such ability or such strong 
efforts in that direction as my noble chief, "Lord Salisbury. 
(Cheers.) We know that he laboured hard at the Conference to 
bring about a better government of Turkey, but owing to the evil 
counsels which have prevailed at Constantinople the advice of 
Lord Salisbury was not accepted, and, unfortunately, the Consti
tution which he proposed, and which he mapped out at the 
Conference, was not carried out into practice. Well then, again 
at the Congress, both Lord Salisbury and Lord Beaconsfield 
worked, and worked successfully, to give to many portions of 
Turkey a good and liberal Constitution, and now the province of 
Roumelia enjoys a Constitution as a fruit of those labours; and 
if she is only allowed £airplay by those who are opposed to her 
interests, as well as the intere-sts of England, I have no doubt 
whatever that Constitution will bring to that country happiness, 
prosperity, and peace. (Cheers.) There is not one week that 
passes, not one hour, that we are not making efforts in the same 
direction, and I should like to ask you who is it that accuses us of 
being indifferent to the better Government of Turkey? Why, it 
is those who were in office for fourteen years out of eighteen, and 
who never lifted one single fingeriowarcls giving better government 
tothatcountry-(cheers)-and who now, for the first time in their 
lives, find out that this ought to be the effort of English statesmen, 
when they find that it is convenient to raise a cry, for no other pur
pose in the world than to get their opponents out of office. There is 
another assertion that is continually made, and it is that England 
has never been on the side of freedom, but always on the side of 
despotism in this controversy. There never was a statement so 
opposed to the facts-the patent facts-which everybody knows, 
than that to which I have alluded. It is one of those statements 
which Mac beth would call a ''dagger of the mind-a false creation 
of a heat-oppressed brain." (Laughter.) Well, now I don't 
wish to make invidious comparisons between the constitution of 
one European country and that of another, but I ask any candid 
mind to compare the constitutions that have been given to Rou
melia, and compare the constitution that has been given chiefly 
by the efforts of Her Majesty's Government to Crete, and the 
constitutions and the reforms which I believe before long will be 
given to the rest of Turkey both European and Asiatic. I say 

0 
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compare these constitutions with that which exists in those coun
tries whose example we are blamed for not imitating, and t:hen I 
ask you whether England has been, as she is declared to be, 
on the sid,e of despotism and not of freedom. (Cheers.) But, 
I ask you, who are the blind simpletons who have· supp)Qrted 
Her Majesty's Government in this course of despotism against 
freedom? Not only the Tory party. Is Joseph Cowen of New
castle-( cheers )-a friend of freedom or a friend of despotism? 
(A voice: "A friend of freedom.") Is Mr. Walter, one O>f the 
most experienced. Liberal politicians, a friend of despotism or a 
friend of freedom? Is it not a calumny on the memory of John 
Arthur Roebuck-( loud cheers )-to declare that he was a friend 
of despotism and not a friend of freedom ? And yet ail these 
persons have supported the policy of Lord Beaconsfield. And I 
ask you again boldly-has Lord Beaconsfield, by the rec()l:d of 
his pa.st life, been a friend of despotism or a friend of freedom 
-(loud cheers)-Lord Beaconsfield, who has given to the people 
of this country a broader franchise than they ever before enjoyed? 
(Cheers.) No. The great crime that Lord Beaconsfield has 
committed in the eyes of his opponents is that he has made 
Tory principles popular principles-(hear, hear)-and that ho 
has laid the foundations of his policy, both home and 
foreign, deep in the hearts and convictions of the Bl'itish 
people. (Loud cheers.) We were told the other day that 
no war has ever produced more glorious results than that 
terrible war between Russia and Turkey which is now 
concluded. I will give you some of those glorious results. 
Besides those dreadful massacres which took place immediately 
after the unofficial war that was declared upon 'furkey, we have 
the fact that tens of thousands of helpless families have been 
driven from their homes-homes to which they never can return 
-that tens of thousands of hapless women and children have 
suffered death by cold, starvation, and cruelty. And when 
we are reminded and told of glorious results, we cannot forget 
that these terrible ennts are capital in the consideration of this 
great question which any British Statesman ought not to ignore. 
(Hear, hear.) And recollect that all this has been caused 
by the war which our opponents now, and have all along, 
blamed us for not participating in. They are rather shy 
of saying that we ought to have gone to w·ar, but I 
usk you whether you have not read often and often that the great 
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fault against us was that we did not coerce Turkey. What does 
that mean ? It means nothing but that we should have coerced 
that country and gone to war, participated in those glorious 
results, but which I call the most lamentable results that have 
ever befallen any country. (Cheers.) · I know of no results that 
can ever prove beneficial to Turkey or any of those unhappy 
provinces that would not have been far better gained by peaceful 
means and by adopting the advice given from time to time by 
Her Majesty's Government. (Hear, hear.) Another charge 
has been brought against us quite lately, and that is that we 
have augmented the power of Russia. That is very strange 
language to come from a man who sent an emissary to Russia for 
the purpose of translating his pamphlet into the Russian language, 
with the view of augmenting the power of the war party in 
Russia and inflaming the passions of that party against Turkey. 
(Applause.) But has this policy-has the policy of Her Majesty's 
Government augmented the power of Russia? Those who say so 
a1·e more Russian than the Russians themselves-(cheers)-be
cause you cannot take up a Russian paper-and I have no doubt 
you have seen many .extracts from them-without feeling that the 
people of Russia say "No " to such a question, and in fact one 
of the great difficulties of the Russian Government at this moment 
is that they feel that they have made great sacrifices in this war, 
but that the power of Russia has not been augmented but de
creased by that war. (Cheers.) You have been told to-night that 
I have the honour to serve unde1' the immediate command of Lord 
Salisbury, and I confess that I have read and heard with the 
greatest indignation the aspersions that have been made not only 
against his policy, but I may also say against his honour and his 
character. (Cheers.) You recollect what Lord Salisbury is. 
Lord Salisbury is a man of great wealth, of great genius, of 
tastes for literature and science, and possessed of everything that 
can make cultivated life in England enjoyable, and yet Lord 
Salisbury has been content to give up domestic peace and comfort 
to embark upon what he believes to be a duty to his countrymen, 
from which he can get no advantage and reap no benefit what
ever. (Cheers.) And what have I seen only a day or two ago 
with regard to Lord Salisbury? I saw in a paper-a Sheffield 
paper-that Lord Salisbury was accused, when he signed what is 
known as the Schouvaloff and Salisbury agreement, of going be
hind the backs of.the Powers and of signing an agreement which 
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made the whole of the Berlin Congress a sham and a farce. That 
is one of those calumnies that is the most injurious and the most 
subtle, because it contains a certain amount of verbal truth, where as 
in reality it imputes to an honourable man motives the basest that 
could animate any person in the world. What happened in regard 
to that ag)·eement was this. We know, I can tell you, that if it had 
not been for that agreement no Berlin Congress would have taken 
place at all, and for this simple reason-it was well known in 
Europe that there were vital differences . of opinion between the 
Government of England and the Government of Russia, and 
therefore those who had the conduct of the Conference deter
mined that they would send no invitations to that Congress until 
they were certain that upon certain subjects both England and 
Russia would agree not to go to war, and that was the whole of 
the Schouvaloff agreement. The consequence was that Russia 
and England did agree not to go to war for those specific pur
poses, and when that agreement was signed the invitations were 
issued to the Berlin Conference. (Cheers.) But that agreement 
had nothing in the world to do with all those great subjects 
which came before the Congress and which were afterwards 
decided by the Uongress, after long discussion, and therefore to say 
that Lord Salisbury went behind the backs of the Powers and 
signed an agreement with Russia which made the labours of the 
Congress a sham and a farce is saying what no diplomatist 
in England or on the Continent would be so completely ignorant 
as to utter before any number of his fellow-countrymen. But 
the subject which seems to excite the wrath of our opponents 
more than any other is that of the Anglo-Turkish Convention, 
which, we are told, our opponents, when they come into office
which will be some time, I think-(cheers)-are to denounce and 
to repudiate. Let us see what that Convention is. I will take 
the state of the matter upon thefr own hypothesis. They say 
that the Turkish Empire is doomed. They say that it can't last, 
and anything we can do to support it is all moonshine. I say, 
supposing that is the case, supposing that the Turkish Empire is 
doomed, supposing it is going to fall to pieces, and that it does 
fall to pieces, I ask you whether this country is prepared in such 
an event to see Asia Minor fall as an appanage to Russia? ("No.") 
I ask you whether in such a case is Asia Minor, Mesopotamia, 
the Euphrates route to India, to fall to the Russian Government? 
(''No.") I don't believe the Government of this country would 
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ever submit to such an event. Then, if that is the case, I 
want to know what responsibilities accrue to Her Majesty's Govern
ment, or to this country, in consequence of the Anglo-Turkish 
Convention which would not naturally accrue to her if we had no 
convention on the subject at all. We believe, by declaring 
candidly beforehand what our views upon that subject are, we 
shall prevent that event taking place that we think England 
ought to be prepared to oppose, and by offering to the Turkish 
Government the strongest motives to reform the government of Asia 
Minor, we raise up the greatest safeguard against the necessity for 
English interference in that country. Finding that the feeling of 
the country is against them regarding the aspersions they have 
made upon the Anglo-Turkish Convention proper, they endeavour to 
attack it by imputing to the Government failure in the administra
tion of Cyprus. The mode in which they have attacked the adminis
tration of Cyprus is a very remarkable one. They find they have 
no real ground on which to attack the acquisition itself, but they 
attack its administration, and every small act of every petty police
man has been brought forward in the House of Commons as a 
reason for showing that we have failed in the administration. 
All I can say is, that I think the country has already shown that 
those attacks, those small and puny attacks upon the administra
tion of Cyprus, have brought only evil reputation upon those who 
make them, and that the country rea11y does believe that the 
administration of Cyprus has proved already an inestimable benefit 
to the people of that island. (Cheers.) No portion of the island has 
been more attacked than the Harbour of Famagusta. We were 
told that Famagusta was utterly useless and that it could never be 
made into a naval station. I should, however, like to ask you to 
r ad what appeared in the new paper only a few days ago to the 
effect that several of our ironclads not only anchored in the far 
Harbour of Famagusta, but actually performed evolutions in that 
useless harbour. (Cheers.) I give that as an instance of the 
amount of credence that we are to place upon the statements of 
our opponents. (Cheers.) They wish also to impose upon the 
people of England by casting the aspersion upon the Government 
that they entered into this treaty with Turkey secretly. I ask you 
whether it would have been wise-whether it would not have been 
the act of simpletons-if Her Majesty's Government had laid this 
convention on the council table of the Porte before it was signed? It 
would have invited intrigues to be practised on the weakness of 
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the Government, and courted failure for a convention which we 
believed to be desirable for the interests of England to carry out. 
We were, however, quite prepared, as we did, to lay the whole 
state of the case before the House of Commons and the people, 
and we were justified in thinking that they would support Her 
Majesty's Government, not only in the Turkish Convention, but 
wit:p. regard to the secrecy-I should call it prudence-with 
which it was conducted. The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
already told you that it had been considered to be the duty of 
Her Majesty's Government to increase the expenses that were 
formerly incurred in increasing the efficiency of the army and 
navy. I ask anyone who reads the newspapers whether he does 
not believe that it is utterly hopeless in the present state of 
Europe to think tha~ any nation can obtain ·the least diplomatic 
or peaceful success unless that nation is prepared to back up its 
diplomacy with a certain amount of material force. And upon 
this subject I am happy to be able to call a witness whom at any 
rate our Liberal friends here will hail as :first-rate testimony. 
Only a few days ago, in a speech from which my right hon. 
friend has already taken an extract, Mr. Bright said, in speaking 
of the condition of Europe, "I see everywhere great armie::; 
eating up the comforts of the people; everywhere menaces and 
acts of war." If that is Mr. Bright's description of the condition 
of Europe, I ask you whether the Government would not have 
been to blame if they had not done everything in their power to 
support the army and navy which had been entrusted t.o their 
care? We recollect with shame the disasters which befell 
the army in the time of the Crimean war-disasters for which 
th" Liberal party were responsible, and disasters from 
which the nation was only saved by the patriotism of its 
people and by the expulsion from office of the Liberal party, 
who then held the reins of power. Under these circum
stances I am sure you will support Her Majesty's Government in 
maintaining the army and navy, and not leaving the country 
to be attacked by the Titanic Power of the modern · military 
system, or by the savage forces of uncivilised barbarians that 
we meet with in many parts of the world. To read the 
speeches of some of those who have been add1,essing the country 
and appealing to the confidence of the people for some weeks, 
one would have imagined that England had been plunged by her 
Government into a disastrous war, J;hat we had lost every ally in 
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Europe, and that our finances were in a condition of most hope
less disorder. I have already shown you that if it had not been 
for the conduct of the Government we should have been plunged 
into war months ago. With regard to our alliances, all I can 
say is that we are on friendly terms at this moment with every 
Power in Europe ; and with regard to our finances, I am happy 
to think that the Chancellor of the Exchequer has this day dis
pelled all those absurdit ies with which unscrupulous orators have 
permeated the minds of the people for some time past, and which 
I think now, at any rate, have received a complete and decisive 
answer. There is no doubt that we still believe Europe is in 
an unsettled state, and that it will require much firmness and 
much discretion on ·the part of Her Majesty's Government to steer 
the vessel of the State through all the many dangers that are 
likely to be met with during the next few years ; but I believe 
that, with that firmness and that discretion, there is no danger 
whatever of the European peace being disturbed. The preponder
ance of opinion amongst the highest statesmen on the Continent 
is on the side of England, and I will read to you two or three 
sentences of the speech which the Emperor of Austria made the 
day before yesterday to the delegations. In speaking of the 
policy of the Powers, the Emperor of Austria said-" Although 
the effects of the war have not yet passed away in the 
Turkish Empire, the consistent application of the Berlin 
Treaty will, it may be expected, lead to years 0£ peace in 
the Balkan Peninsula. My Government is earnestly and 
studiously pursuing the task of conferring the benefits of order, 
and security, and civilisation upon the provinces of Bosina and 
Herzegovina, which have been so hardly tried by the neglect of 
centuries." I say that it is al o the policy of Her Majesty's 
Government, and that is a sign that we are working heartily with 
the Government of Austria, and I may say with the Govermen ts 
of all other powers, in carrying out the Berlin treaty, which we 
hope will be a permanent settlement of those European provinces, 
but which our opponents are decrying, calumniating, and crying 
down in every way they can. I need not say that the Govern
ment of England has every desire to be on terms of peace with 
Russia. We believe that any difficulties which we may encounter 
are more due to the entanglements which ambitious men and 
which violent parties produce in that country than with the 
Government or her wisest statesmen. We shall, I am sure1 
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be glad to see all those questions settled which now agitate 
the internal condition of that country, and which, we grieve to 
see, are causing trouble not only to her wisest statesmen, but 
also to her royal family. I am quite sure I am speaking your 
sentiments as Englishmen when I say we have no sympathy with 
assaesins, we have no sympathy with those who would tear up 
the foundations upon which law and order rest in any country 
in the worlcl. But the people of this country believe-and they 
know in Russia quite well that the policy of Lord Beaconsfield 
has met the free assent, expressed in Parliament, of the people 
of England-that the Government cannot depart from that 
foreign pulicy without ignoring the first principles upon which 
they have been returned to power, and which they still believe 
the people of this country mean to support. (Cheers.) But I 
believe the result of our policy will lead to peace, liberty, and 
prosperity. But, gentlemen, if men attain to power whose 
object it is to reverse and upset everything that has been 
done within the last few years, and whose policy it is to 
spf\ak of England as a little island too feeble to perform its 
responsibilities, too weak to hold that position in the world 
which it has hitherto upheld-if such men as these attain to 
power, I believe that you have not only the danger of war, but 
you have the danger of this country sinking into a condition 
which no Englit;hman can contemplate without shame and 
humiliation. (Loud cheers.) 

The HoN. E. STANHOPE, M.P., who was loudly cheered, 
said: No member of the Government who at the present 
moment has the duty cast upon him of addressing a meeting 
of his fellow-countrymen has any lack of topics upon which 
to address them. But I have great pleasure in selecting 
from among the subjects of that ferocious eloquence, the echoes 
of which from Scotland are still ringing in our ears-(laughter) 
-the subject of India-not only because I am more specially 
connected with that department, but because I have the honour 
of serving in it under the leadership of a man who is known and 
respected and loved in the West Riding of Yorkshire-I 
mean Lord Oranbrook. (Cheers.) Gentlemen, in the speech to 
which we listened this afternoon, the unfair and the inaccurate 
character of the statements of Mr. Gladstone with reference to 
English finance were fully exposed. If it were possible for me 
to do it before this immense audience, I could easily 
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show you that when he (Mr. Gladstone) came to deal with 
Indian finance his statements were no less inaccurate. 

(Hear, hear.) Don't be afraid, gentlemen. (Laughter.) 
When anybody in the House of Commons says he is going to 
talk about Indian finance, there is a disposition to go towards 
the door. But I ask your permission to give you one single 
instance, and remember this: It is not in the power of many 
Jleople thoroughly to understand Indian finance, and there
fore when a statesman of the experience of Mr. Gladstone 
addresses a meeting of his fellow-countrymen, it is his duty 
in the statements which he makes to influence public opinion 
to take reasonable care that those statements are accurate. 
Now, he suggests to you that the present Government 
has raised the expenditure of India by something like 
£10,000,000 a year. But if he had looked only at the 
other side of the account he would have seen that the receipts are 
increased almost in a corresponding proportion, and he would 
have found that almost the whole of the increase which had taken 
place, with the exception of something like a quarter of a 
million, is due first of all to changes in the form of account, and 
secondly, to the depreciation in the value of silver-(hear, hear) 
a matter wholly beyond the control qf any Government,
-and that, remember, gentlemen, in a year which he has 
specially chosen for comparison, and when we have to 
meet a wholly unexpected expenditure in relation to the war in 
Afghanistan. But I am not going to be tempted into any party 
recriminations upon the subject of Indian finance, because I 
protest against the notion which is now a little too prevalent in 
the Liberal party that capital ought to be made out of Indian 
finance. All our greatest statesmen of rec nt days have concurred in 
endeavouring to place questions relating to India as outside the 
sphere of party politics, and I remember very well that one of 
the most experienced of those statesmen, addressing us only this 
year in the House of Commons upon the subject, wound up an 
eloquent peroration by saying that he at any rate desired no such 
miserable gratification. That statesman was Mr. Gladstone. 
(" Oh, oh," and cheers.) And I appeal from the heedless rhetoric 
of the hustings to Mr. Gladstone speaking in the House of 
Commons under a due sense of responsibility, and I protest 
against an attempt being made to excite the feelings and alarm 
the jealousies of the people of India for the paltry purpose of 
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trying to gain a few votes in England. (Cheers.) Then, geRtle
men, they are very fond of telling you that Indian :finance is in 
a state of hopeless confusion. Now, don't believe a word 
of it. Indian finance has al ways received, and I -hope 
always will receive, the greatest possible· care and attention. 
(Applause. ) But there is nothing-and I speak to you under a 
full sense of r esponsibility-in its present condition which need 
cause us any particular alarm. (Cheers. ) Our silver difficulty 
has diminished ; we have had in India a very excellent harvest ; 
we have very largely diminished our expenditure in that country, 
and I look forward without any apprehension, in spite of the enor
mous war expenditure which of course we have to incur, to the 
budget of next March. And now, gentlemen, I have a word to 
say to you upon another attack which has been made upon us 
with reference to India. We have been reminded of two Acts 
which the Government of India has recently passed, one of which 
placed restrictions upon the free use and importation of arms and 
of explosives; and the other, which in consequence of seditious 
writing, imposed restrictions also upon the vernacular press of 
India. Both these Acts have recently been attacked by the great 
orator, Mr. Gladstone. Both of them have worked exceedingly 
well, however much w~ must all regret, as I certainly regret, the 
necessity for those Acts at all. But we can recollect, most of us, 
that no longer ago than the year 1870 another Government felt it 
to be its duty to pass an Act relating to another portion of the 
empire of a very st.ringent character, and in that Act were con
tained provisions, first of all for dealing with the press of the 
country, although it was written in the English language; and, 
in the second place, imposing very severe r estrictions upon the 
possession and the use of firearms and ammunition. The Govern
ment that passed that Act was the Government of Mr. Gladstone, 
and the portion of the empire to which it applied was lreland
(laughter and cheers)-- and it is very difficult to understand why it 
is so wicked, so very wicked-(laughter)-for the Conservative 
Government to sanction Acts for India which the Government of the 
country declares to be necessary for the public safety, and 
which are analogous to those which Parliament in its wisdom 
has thought fit to pass for Ireland. I say, gentlemen, it is very 
difficult, but Mr. Gladstone has given us the reason, and it is this:
There are no snakes in Ireland-(laughter and cheers )-and there 
·are snakes in India. But oh! how lamentable is the fact that 
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that great man should be urging a crowd of Hindoos to go out 
with blunderbusses to accomplish an object for which no :firearms 
are required, instead of imitating the example of St. Patrick, 
who, if we are told aright, extirpated the same pest in Ireland by 
the simple power of his eloquence, and was canonised in conse
quence. (Cheers and laughter.) I have -a few words to say to 
you on the subject-( Cries of ''Give 'em a warm 'un," "Let 'em 
have it ")-of the Afghan war, which was alluded to in this town 
by the Duke of Argyll-(hooting)-principally, as it seemed to 
me, for the purpose of accusing Lord Salisbury and Lord I..iytton 
of falsehood, and of puffing his own book. (La,ughter and cheers.) 
It is impossible for any one b speak on this subject without 
referring in terms of sympathy and approbation to the gallant 
band of our fellow-countrymen who are now contending against 
enormous odds in the neighbourhood of Cabul. We have every 
reason to believe, and all the latest intelligence tends to confirm 
that belief, that before very long we shall be able to re-establish 
our supremacy in Mghanistan-(hear, he.,'lr) -and the rising of 
the tribes that has taken place ought therefore not to cause us 
undue alarm, as it certainly ought not to cause us undue surprise. 
In the midst of a fanatical population it was impossible to suppose 
that some such event, to a greater or less degree, might not 
happen; but don't be misled into thinking that because the event 
has -happened, because we have some difficulties to deal with, 
therefore our policy with reference to Afghanistan has brokon 
down. Let us look for a few moments to its origin and its object. 
Why was it necessary at the present time to take any special 
precautions with relation to the north-western frontier of 
India? Well, it was this. The Ameer had become alienated 
from the British alliance, and was throwing himself into the arms 
of Russia. We were not afraid of any Russian military in
vasion of India, but as I..1ord Salisbury has well put it, we were 
apprehensive of a diplomatic invasion-an invasion commenced 
and then secretly and skilfully pushed forward until a result 
would be achieved which every statesman who has paid real 
attention to the affairs of India looks upon as most dangerous to 
the interests of this country-I mean the Russianisation of 
Afghanistan. To what extent that had proceeded we little knew 
till recently ; but in the midst of that state of things it was 
suddenly announced that a Russian Mission, for a purpose 
avowedly hostile to this country, had arrived at Cabul. What 
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were we to do ? We took the friendly and pacific step 0£ sn.ying 
that we desired also to send a Mission to Cabul. That Mission 
was rejected with insult before even it reached the territ0>ry of 
the Ameer, and our difficulty was what step was next to be taken. 
Could we in the face of India allow an insult of that descri]ption 
to pass without notice and revert to our former position? (''No, 
no.") . We felt that we could not do that, and it was under ithose 
circumstanc~s . that war was originally declared. Mr. Gladstone 
attacks our policy from the beginning, and let us see what hei says 
of it. He says, first of all, that it was a phantasmagoria. 
(Laughter.) That is a very hard word, and one which I have 
taken the opportunity of looking out in the dictionary-( cheers 
and laughter)-and I find that it means "the calling up of spir'ts 
or ghosts from the dead." (Continued laughter and applams .) 
But the Russian mission at Cabul was a very real fact, and 
there is pretty sufficient proof that Mr. Gladstone himself 
thought so, because he suggests as an alternative p·olicy 
that we ought not to have made war on the Ameer of Afghan
istan, but we ought to have made war upon Russia. Of course 
it was only one of his jokes-(loud laughter)-because he 
never suggests that we should make war upon or stand up 
against Russia, except upon occasions when there is no earthly 
object in doing so and, therefore, there is no chance of his advi e 
being accepted. (Laughter.) But what object could we :have 
gained by making war upon Russia ? Could we have secured, 
by attacking Russia in Europe, our north-western frontier in 
India? Could we have avenged, in the sight of all the people 
in India, an insult put upon us, not by Russia, but by the Ameer 
of Afganistan ? We felt that such a position was entirely absurd, 
and we entered-and nobody can regret more than I do the 
necessity--upon the war, which we hoped was completely termi
nated by the Treaty of Gundamuk and by the mission of poor 
Major CavagnarL The Duke of Argyll: when speaking in this 
town, attacked that treaty altogether, and he said, " You are 
doing something against which you ought to have been warned 
by all history. You have been trying to do what you tried once 
before and failed to do. You have been trying to set up a pu.ppet 
in Afghanistan." Now we did nothing of the so.rt. (Applause.) 
Yakoob Khan was nominated by his father, he was accepted by 
the people of Afghanistan, and we all know that at no very dis
tant period from the present he was a man whose personal influ-
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ence was in that country of the very greatest possible character. 
Well, it is quite true that we did desire and we did believe that 
the great objects of our policy in that country might be carried 
out by ~eans of a friendly and independent ruler acting in 
alliance with us, but under our influence as to his foreign policy. 
That, unfortunately, we can hardly perhaps hope for now; but, 
nevertheless, the main principles upon which our policy has 
hitherto been founded remain altogether unchanged. Now, what 
were the principles upon which that treaty was founded? They 
were these : First of all, the necessity of excluding foreign 
influence from Afghanistan; secondly, the necessity of obtaining 
such a frontier for ourselves upon that rour..try as would make it 
perfectly certain that British influence would not be excluded. 
And in accomplishing both these objects we desired to take upon 
ourselves as small an addition to our responsibilities as was 
possible, and especially by annexing fresh territory. We did 
not desire to annex fresh territory then ; we have no desire to 
do so now. (Applause.) But in addition to those principles 
there is one that is not at all less important, and it is this, that 
in endeavouring to carry out those great objects and in making 
a settlement of this question, we shall endeavour, so far as 
is possible, to make that settlement a permanent one. (Applause.) 
We are not going to be led away by the specious arguments of 
those who tell us that we might get a miserable party advantage 
by winding up everything as quickly as we possibly can, and 
leaving the difficulty to be dealt with perhaps in a year or two by 
our suc0essors. We have felt that in the true interests of this 
country and of India we are bound, in any settlement that we 
endeavour to make, to try and make a really and truly durable 
one. (Cheers.) I thank you most sincerely for the manner in 
which you have received me, and I shall not detain you any 
longer. (''Go on.") There is a story told of old Sir George 
Warrender. He was eating a haunch of venison, and said to his 
butler-" John, this will make a capital hash to-morrow." 
The butler replied-" Yes, Sir George, if you leave off now." 
(Laughter and cheers.) But, certainly, I should have been tempted 
to dwell upon some other topics, suggested in recent utterances 
in Scotland, but as it is rather late I will only fmdeavour to 
point out to you the result of those utterances. (Cheers.) Mr. 
Gladstone went to Scotland with the avowed object and intention, 
if he could, to turn out the Government of Lord Beaconsfield, 
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and laughte:r.) I remember we used t~ be told of a gentleman 
who ran two horses in a race-one to make the running for the 
other. But directly the race was begun the horse that was to 
make the running bolted, threw his rider, ran aU over the course, 
still sticking to his stable companion, but so impeding his move
ments that he prevented all chance of his winning. (Cheers and 
laughter.) And certainly the leadership of the Liberal party is 
a subject of very curious speculation just now. (Renewed cheers.) 
I remember an old French story which described the Government 
of an imaginary kingdom. There were three Ministers, and the 
first was the Minister who talked without responsibility. That is 
Mr. Gladstone. (Cheers.) The second was the Minister who had 
a nominal responsibility but no real power ; and the third was 
the Minister who kept in the background, but really pulled the 
strings of the policy, and that is Mr. Chamberlain. (Prolonged 
cheers and laughter.) We at any rate feel that when the great 
battle comes-and I don't care for one how soon it does come
( cheers)-we shall march to that battle united and hearty, under 
the leadership of Lord Beaconsfield-(loud cheers)-and we of 
the Government who speak to you, although we are conscious of 
many deficiencies, although we know how much we have 
fallen short of what our kind and sanguine friends may have 
desired of us, yet we are perfectly certain that when the day of 
battle comes you, the men of Leeds and Yorkshire-may I not 
say our friends in Yorkshire?-( cheers)-will strike a blow for 
England, her Empire, and her Constitution. (Enthusiastic 
cheering, the audience waving their hats, and those on the plat
form rising to their feet and applauding vociferously.) 



MR. GLADSTONE'S PAMPHLET. 

The following is a copy of a correspondence which has taken 
place between the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, M.P., and the 
Hon. R. Rourke, M.P. 

Hawarden, December 24th, 1879. 
Dear Mr. Bom·ke,-I find ascribed to you in a recent speech, words refer

ring to me as follows-" a man who sent an emissary to Russia for the purpose 
of tmnslating his pamphlet into the Russian language, with the view of aug
menting the power of the war party in Russia." If the report is incorrect I 
am sorry to have troubled you; if otherwise allow me to ask for the authority 
on which you have made this st:.itement.-Yoms faithfully, 

Hon. H.. Bourke, M. P. W. E. GLADSTONE. 

Coalstoun, HadJington, N.B., Dec. 28th, 1879. 
Dear Mr. Gladstone, · I think the report of that portion of my speech at 

Leeds which you arc good enough to send to me, is correct. I am sure the 
passage expresses whai I believed to be the case in October, 1876, a belief which 
I still entertain. I l:ave never heanl any competent authority, English or 
foreign, express a doubt that the appearance of Mr. Alexander in Russia as 
your agent for distributing y1.mr pamphlet in the Russian language was most 
unfortunate and injurious to the public interests, and that it was calculated to 
produce those effects which were, in fact, its actual sequence, viz., the increase 
in tho number of the Russian Volunteers in the Servian army, the strengthen
ing of General Tchernayeff's position, and the prolongation of the strife 
lJetween Turkey and Servia which all the Powers, including Russia, were at 
that time earnestly endeavouring to terminate. I may also remind you that it 
was contemporaneously with these events that warlike preparations in Russia 
were announced in the newspapers. From these facts, and from the following 
extracts from the Journal de St. Petersu01.trg and the Ayence Russe, I cannot 
entertain a doubt that Mr: Alexander's mission was calculated to augment the 
power of th war party in Russia, and did have that effect. I find in the Journal 
de St. Petersbourg of th 8th of October, the following paragraph:-" We have 
lately announced that the pamphlet of Mr. Gladstone on the atrocities in Bulgaria 
has been translated into Russi:m. This translation has been made at the desire of 
Mr. Gladstone himself, who charged one of his friends, Mr. Alexander, to visit 
't. Petersburg with this object. On the J8th September Mr. Alexander was 
invited to take part at a sitting of the St. Petersburg section of the Comite Slave 
de Bienfaisance. On his arrival, the sympathetic strange1· was welcomed by 
M. T. Phillippow. Mr. Alexander, on his part, responded to the address of 
the President of the Committee by the following speech, which has been 
published in our journals :-'I understand very well that is not of my own 
merits, but on account of the friendship with which I have been honoured by 
the great statesman of my country that I owe the flattering reception of which 
I find myself the object. I am only the dim shadow of that great man, but 
the humhle r5le which I play, and which is permitted to me in your presence, 
will romain one of the most pleasant recQllections of my life.'" I will not 



48 

trouble you with any more of the quotation. And in the Agence Russe, of 
October 10th, I read, "The Rev. Mr. Alexander, sent to Russia by Mr. Glad· 
stone, has pronounced at this time a warm address, testifying the sentiments of 
esteem which the English nation professes for the Russian nation in this 
struggle against the oppression of the Christians." I need not point out to you 
the numerous expressions in the above which justified me in styling Mr. Alex
ander your emissary. His proceedings, so far as I know, have never been 
disavowed or disapproved of by you. In the absence, therefore, of any such 
disavowal or disapproval, I shall continue to hold that that portion of my speech 
at Leeds to which you have drawn my attention is a just and legitimate com
mentary on the recorded conduct of a public man. Should you, however, 
consider that I have done yon any injustice, you are perfectly welcome to 
publish this letter, for which I am alone responsible. 

I remain, very faithfully yours, 
RoBERT BouRKB:. 

Hawarden Castle, Chester, Dec. 30th, 1879. 
Dear Mr. Bourke,-! have to acknowledge your letter of the 28th. You 

have stated to the world as a matter of unquestioned fact, evidently in 
ignorance of the circumstances, that which is altogether without foundation. 
The pamphlet to which you refer was translated into a great many European 
languages, among them into Russian. I made no objection to any of those 
translations, but the translators were not thereby constituted my agents. The 
only difference, as far as I am aware, in Mr. Alexander's case, was that he, 

. personally a stranger to me, applied for permission, and that I told him what 
most if not all of the others warrantably under the circumstances took for 
granted. I submit to yon that it is not for the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, with the unrivalled means of information which are provided 
for him, to charge upon a Member of Parliament as fact whatever statement he 
can gather from a foreign newspapet", even if he does not, as I think you have 
done, somewhat improve upon that statement. I need not say that l never saw 
or heard of these reports. I do not act upon your obliging permission to 
publish your letter. It appears to me to be for the person who has inadvertently 
fallen into error to correct it, and in this I do not doubt you will agree with me. 

I remain, faithfully yours, 
W. E. GLADSTONE. 

Coalstoun, Haddington, N.B., Jan. 3rd, 1880. 
Dear Mr. Gladstone,-! shonl<l not trouble you with another letter were it 

not for the last sentence of your reply to mine, in which you say-" It appears 
to me to be for the person who has inadvertently fallen into an error to correct 
it, and in this I do not doubt you will agree with me." I am quite willing that 
the explanation of what you consider to be my "error" should be made as 
public as the statement that I made at Leeds. In accordance, therefore, with 
the duty you impose upon me, I have sent the correspondence to the London 
papers. 

I remain, very faithfully yours, 
RommT BouRK1:. 

Right Hon. W. E. Glad.stone, M.P. 



IRISH A T ROC IT I ES. 

SPEECH 
BY 

MR. J. E. GORST, Q . C., M.P., 
In the Hou.se of C01mnons, April 4th, 1882. 

MR. GonsT, in rising to call attention to the proceedings at the 
recent Assizes in Ireland, and to the evidence thereby afforded of 
the increase of agrarian crime and the general collapse in the 
administration of justice, and to ask Her Majesty's Government 
what steps they proposed to take in relation thereto, said it was 
of the utmost importance that the truth about the present state of 
things in Ireland should be known, not only to the members of 
Her Majesty's Government, but to the House and to the country. 
The facts which he intended to lay before the House were, he 
ventured to say, new to the great majority of members, and, at all 
events, to the majority of the people of this country. The first 
step towards the inauguration of a better policy in Ireland was to 
obtain full and accurate information of the state of things in that 
country, to look at the facts fairly in the face ; ancl if the sup
porters of Her Majesty's Government had been for the last 18 
months living in a " fool's paradise," the sooner they got out of it 
the better for themselves and for the country. Now, the facts he 
was about to adduce re3ted on the best of all evidence-namely, 

THE STATEMENTS OF THE JUDGES, 
made not for political purposes, but in the discharge of their 
regular official duty, and from the sworn test~mony of witnesses 
called in the Courts of Justice during the last Assizes. In county 

LONGFORD, 
Lord Justice Deasy found at the late Assizes 98 cases, as against 
7 5 in the preceding year, and of these 98 cases three were cases 
of firing at the person, nine of arson, 13 of malicious injury to 
property, five of obtaining forcible possession, and six of stealing 
cattle. The Judge said that in a few cases only was the Crown 
able to bring forward any evidence. In county 

CLARE, 
on March 7, Mr. J usiice Barry said that there extensively prevailed 
a spirit of insubordination, and lawlessness manifested itself in crime 
and ontrage. There was an absence, not of crime, but of criminals 
being made amenable. In that county there were 356 cases of 
agrarian outrage, as against 127 in the preceding year ; but as this 
latter number represented the crime of four months only, while 35G 
was the number for eight months, the Judge corrected his state-
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ment by saying that the proper comparison would be between 356 
and 254 outrages. In 

LEITRIM, 
Chief Justice lVIay found some signs of improvement, but one of 
the cases brought before him was that in which Keegan, an old 
man, had been attacked and half roasted alive. The prisoner 
pleaded "Not Guilty." The sworn evidence of Michael Keegan, 
who was described as a feeble-looking old man, was as follows:-

"I reside near Cloone. I remember the 12th of August la.st, on 
which day I was working for lVIr. Houston, a land bailiff. About 
four o'clock next morning the door of my house was knocked in, when 
I heard a voice calling on me to come down. I went down into the 
kitchen, where I saw ten or eleven men with both guns and pistols in 
their hands. They put me on my knees and kicked me several 
times. The barrel of a pistol was two or three times thrust into 
my mouth. I then got a blow from a gun on the back, and was 
knocked down. The party then took the fire out of the fireplace 
and spread it on the floor. They then pulled me off my knees 
a.nd put me over the burning coals. lVIy shirt then caught fire. 
I then received a deep gash across the breast about seven inches 
long. I also received other wounds. lVIy grandson, while I was 
over the fire, tried to tear off a portion of my burning garment, 
when he got a blow from one of the party which rendered him 
senseless. One of the party then said to him, 'What made you go 
to cut the meadows ?' " 
The -Judge said it was a sad state of things that such a crime 
shoulcl be committed in any community. The jury then i·etired, 
and after an absence of some hours were discharged on their stating 
that there was not the slightest probability of their agreeing to a 
verdict. In the county of 

LOUTH, 
Mr. Justice Lawson commented on the increase of offences com
mitted with a view to prevent people paying their rents, and 
observed that no persons were made amenable for those offences. 
In the great county of 

TIPPERARY, 
Mr. Justice Fitzgibbon obserrnd that in the N_orth Riding there 
were 159 agrarian crimes this year, against 75 in the preceding year, 
an increase of more than double, and that in the South Riding 
there were 230 agrarian crimes, against 106 in the preceding year, 
the proportion being considerably more than double. Therefore in 
the whole of the county the total number of agrarian crimes in the 
present year was 389, against 181 in the previous year. The Judge 
noticed not only the increase in the actual number of offences, but 
the alarming character of the increase of the more serious kinds of 
crime-for instance, the wilful injury, killing, and maiming of 
cattle, which had grown from 13 in the preceding to 48 in the 
present year ; firing with intent to murder ; breaking into dwellings 
at night, which had increased from 20 last year to 63 in the present 
year, or more than threefold; and the grand jury, at the close of 
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the Assizes, made a formal presentment to the Court., in which they 
said:-

" The grand jury wish to draw the attention of Her Majesty's 
Government to the alarming increase of the so-called boycotting 
in the South Riding of the county Tipperary, whereby men of all 
classes are affected, and obstructed in their legitimate business, 
isolated, and deprived of the very necessaries of life. The grand 
jury respectfully suggest the necessity of making boycotting a 
malicious injury, giving the sufferer the usual claim for compensa
tion, or stamping it out by such other measures as Her Majesty's 
Government may deem fit. They would fUl'ther suggest that the 
cost of the extra police in disturbed districts should be placed on 
smaller areas than counties, and aiso that compensation be given 
for injury to the person." 
He made no comment on these things, because in cases of the 
kind comment was needless. In the county of 

WESTlVIEATH, 
Mi·. Justice Fitzgerald said that there were 86 criminal offences 
against 84 in the previous year, and that in the whole 86 evidence was 
forthcoming only in two cases of a petty character. In the county of 

LIMERICK, 
Baron Dowse said that, leaving out of consideration the Winter 
Assizes altogether, he found that 315 criminal offences had been 
specially reported to the police, against 244 in the preceding year; 
that out of the 315 cases there were 246 in which offenders were 
not known, and there were some 300 persons who refused to give 
information to the police or make any deposition. In only 65 out 
of the 315 cases were there any persons charged. In the county of 

KILKENNY, 
Judge Hanison found 50 cases against 39 in the preceding year. In 

KING'S COUNTY, 
Chief Justice Morris said that there were 184 serious cases, of 
which 83 were threatening letters; and as they had heard a good 
deal in that House about such letters, p rhnps he should be excused 
if he read the observations of the learned Judge. Chief Justice 
M~~~d:- • 

" Since the fast Summer Assizes no less than 184 serious cases are 
reported to me on the list furnished to me by your county inspector, 
a gentleman with whom I have been long and favourably acquainted. 
That list contains no less than 83 cases of threatening letters
ranging over every species of business that it iti almost possible 
to conceive-threatening to murder, threats of violence, threats of 
various kinds connected with the various relations of life that must 
exist in a large and busy community. Gentlemen, ometimes per
sons of great courage-one of whom I do not profess to be, having 
merely ordinary fair courage-persons of great courage sometimes 
suggest that they do not mind threatening letters at all. Well, 
possibly, when these threatening letters are not seen to be accom
panied by any effects, a person may, to a certain extent, possibly 
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anive at such a conclusion; but when I find that since the last 
Assizes no less than seven persons have been fired at with, appar
ently, intent to murder, at various times, and in various places
when two of the persons so fired at are members, if not of your 
grand jury, at least of other grand juries-when, in four cases out 
of seven, the person fired at was more or less wounded-in three 
cases they escaped altogether-when I add as a commentary upon 
these threatening letters that there have been 46 cases of burning 
houses, four of hay and other property, that there have been various 
cases of other malicious injuries to property and offiring into houses 
with intent to intimidate-when all these are remembered, I can only 
sum up this melancholy list by stating that it amounts to 184 cases." 
In the county of 

SLIGO, 
Judge Ormsby found 138 agrarian crimes against 97 in the preced
ing year. In the county of 

CAVAN, 
lYir. Justice Fitzgerald found 158 cases against 125 in the previous 
year. The offenders in I 00 of these cases had not been made 
amenable. There had been 15 or 16 cases of successfully taking 
away arms, and hardly any of them had been discovered. In the 

QUEEN'S COUNTY, 
Judge Fitzgerald found 62 cases, against 21 in the preceding 
year. There were 26 of threatening letters, two of murder, 
two of letters threatening absolutely to murder-letters of a very 
dangerous character-two of firing at the person with a view to 
murder, and two of assaulting dwellings at night; and the learned 
Judge especially called attention to a most atrocious case, the 
murder of a man named Martin Rogers. He said : " '11he lament
able occurrence took place on the 3rd of December last. It was one 
characterised by great audacity. It took place in a populous 
neighbourhood, between 12 and 1 o'clock on the 3rd of December 
last, near Rathdowney, on the borders of Kilkenny. The unfor
tunate murdered man had local knowledge-he had been clerk to 
an eminGnt solicitor-here. He had gone to reside in Du hlin to 
pursue his vocation there till he was induced to come down here 
on the 2nd of December last to serve four writs in this county, 
as the local process-servers could not be prevailed upon to do 
so. This young man came down to serve these wi·its, which 
were not ejectments, but were intended simply to enforce pay
ment of rents. He was a small infirm young man. He had lost 
the use of the right arm. His very helplessness ought to have 
been his defence, for he was incapable of defending himself. He 
was offered the protection of the constabulary, and his reply was, 
' I know the county well ; I do not need protection.' He went and 
delivered a copy of the writ at each of the four houses. One of 
the parties charged is a person named Bergin, who is accused of 
being active in the mmder. His house, I collect from the informa
tions, was the last served-the murder, at all events, took place 
very near his house. This murder must have been witnessed by a 
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number of individuals in the locality. I daresay any one of them 
could tell every circumstance connected ·with it, but one of the 
lamentable features of the case is that no one in the vicinity of the 
occurrence will give the hand of the law the slightest assistance. On 
the other hand, those who have been examined have obviously 
endeavoured to mislead justice. I gather from that that there is not 
only sympathy with crime, but that there is a disposition to 
defend the murderers. The evidence to come before you will l:e 
that of a man who represents that he was actually passing up at 
the time of the murder. He says he saw two men coming from 
the one direction and three from the other, and that, being 
alarmed, he concealed himself behind a ditch where he was not 
seen, and from that position he deposes that he saw the murder 
perpetrated. He says that the five person accused were the 
persons engaged in the murder. He described in a graphic manner 
what occurred-says that the young man cried for as istance and 
for mercy, and then he said he heard no more. The body of the 
murdered young man lay on the roadside. The police came and 
found his head literally battered to pieces. They found there 
stones with which the murder had been perpetrated. The medical 
man made a post mortem examination, and he found several exten
sive fractures of the head, which had been battered. The unfor
tunate young man had endeavoured to ward off the blows ; but so 
outrageous was the assault made on him, that they fractured his 
arm in more than one place, and also the fingers of his hand." 
Perhaps the House would remember a similar case of murder at 
Lough Mask, which must have been witnessed by several persons, 
not one of whom came forward to give evidence ; and it was not 
until three weeks after the murder that the place where the bodies 
were deposited was discovered. In county 

KERRY, 

Mr. Justice Barry found there were 379 agrarian cases reported by 
the police, a decrease upon the number of the preceding year, 
but the Judge thought proper to call special attention to 
two cases which had happened since tho list was made out, 
the details of which, he said, would horrify Christendom. An 
armed party visited a person suspected of having paid his rent 
or committed some other offence against some secret organisation. 
The man was shot dead, his wife had her thigh shot away, and a 
poor girl who struggled to protect her father was beaten and injured 
in a most savage manner. It was, said the Judge, a most humi
liating thing for an Irishman who loved his country to have to state 
these occurrences in open court. Within the last two nights, he 
continued, another man was shot through the window of his house 
been.use he was suspected of having paid his rent. At the same 
Assizes a very remarkable case was heard, in which a man 
named Jeremiah Mahony was charged with posting threaten
ing notices. The prisoner was caught, as it were, red-handed. 
There was not the slightest doubt about the case. The 
jury returned into court, and stated that if they were locked 
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up for three days they would not agree, and then one of the 
jury, Mr. A. E. Herbert, intervening, complained that one of the 
jurors said . if kept for a week he would not agree to a verdict. 
Since the report of that case Mr. A. E. Herbert had been 
murdered, his flocks slaughtered, and at his burial the people would 
not provide a rope to lower his coffin into the grave, and so violent 
was the revenge against him, that it was feared his grave would be 
outraged. In 

ROSCOMMON, 
Chief Justice Morris fotmd 84 cases, against 30 in the preceding 
year, and he called attention to a horrible case of murder, where 
a man, named Brennan, was shot dead in his own house; and what 
was his offence? .It was that his brother was supposed to have 
paid his rent. The Judge described this case as frightfully horrible. 
Another man was assassinated because he was called upon to collect 
the seed rate. What must be the state of feeling among the lower 
orders in Ireland when men were assassinated for such things? 
In the county of 

CORK, 
Baron Dowse stated that there were no less than 375 cases 
reported to the constabulary, including 45 cases of threatening to 
murder, 32 cases of arson, and 2 of murder, besides cases of mali
cious injury, treason-felony, unlawful assembly, and riot. In the 
West Riding of Cork there were 372 cases very much of the same 
class of offences; and out of the whole number of 659 cases in the 
two Ridings, only 21 were not of an agrarian character. In 

DONEGAL, 
Lord Justice Deasy found 105, against 45 in the preceding year. 
In almost every case tried, the prisoner was acquitted or the jury 
discharged without finding a verdict. In 

MAYO, 
there was a clear case in connection with cutting off the ears of a man 
named Nolan. Nolan himself gave evidence as well as hiE wife and 
son; but the prisoners set up an alibi in each case, and they were 
all acquitted . Prisoners sometimes behaved in an extraordinary 
manner. There was a case in which Patrick Fahy was indicted 
for assaulting a process-server heard at the Mayo Assizes. Baron 
Dowse said there was no doubt the prisoner was guilty, but that if 
be pleaded guilty he would be allowed to stand out on his own 
recognizance. After consultation with the solicitor for the prisoner, 
the counsel for the defence said they would leave the case to he 
jury. Baron Dowse said that was the first time he ever heard of 
such an offer being refused. But the jury, without leaving the box, 
found the prisoner " Not Guilty," and he was discharged. Not only 
was the disease apparently on the increase in those counties where 
it had existed before, but it seemed to be spreading, because he 
found in the county of 

LONDONDERRY, 
where the Land League was not very powerful, Baron Fitzgerald 

~ - - -- -



7 

found 49 cases as compared with 15 in the preceding year, and in 
more than half of these cases, a major;ty of them being cases of 
malicious destruction of property, no person had been arrested 
or made amenable. In 

WICKLOW, 
the cases were 69, against 40 in the preceding year, and 
lVIr. Justice Harrison called attention to the increase, and said 
that Wicklow had hitherto been free from the disease. Allusion 
had been made on a former occasion to the observations of Mr. 
Neligan, one of the mo~t efficient Criminal Judges in Ireland, 
who, at a trial in the King's County, finding that the jUl'y would 
not agree in one of the plainest and simplest cases that had ever 
come before him, said the system of trial by jury was on its trial, 
and that if a King's County jury could not agree after such evidence, 
it had been reduced to an absurdity. One of the jurors then said :-

"Your Honour, if I had to sit here until 12 o'clock at night, I 
would not agree." 
Whereupon Mr. Neligan said:-

" Then trial by jury is reduced to an absurdity. If you cannot 
come to a decision, I must decline to try any more criminal cases ; " 
and, addr ssing the Crown Solicitor, he directed him to 
send them to the Assizes. In 

GALWAY, 
Lord Chief Justice May said the number of outrages reported was 360 
against 33G for the preceding year, and that in only 30 cases had 
persons boon made amenable to justice. The Lord Chief Justice, 
furthermore, in his address to the grand jury, ::;aid: "There was no 
doubt the country wa3 in an unsound and disorganised state, but he 
trusted the powers of this great empire would be so exercised as to put 
a stop to a condition of things that was a di grace to any civilised 
community." He had strictly confined himself to the statement. 
of the Judges and the evidence of sworn witnesses ; but he could 
not help referring to a recent case, which every member of the 
Hou. e must have read 'Yiil1 horror, as confirming the impression 
nmd b the history of the r c nt AHsizes, in vhich an innocent 
lady, resident in Dublin, when on a visit to her brother-in-law in 
"Westmeath, was shot dead on Sunday when returning from church. 
"While there could be no doubt ns to the deplorable condition 
of Ireland, there might be a difference of opinion as to how 
far the evil was due to tho policy pursued by the Govern
ment. In connection with that que tion, a spo ch delivered in that 
Hou e by the hon. member for Tipperary (M:r. Dillon) po sessed a 
peculiar significance. It was delivered, he might say, at the time 
when the Chief Secretary for Ireland shadowed forth in somewhat 
ambiguous phrases the policy of mingled coercion and conciliation 
pursued by the Government for the past 18 months. "The state
ment which they had heard from the Chief Secretary for Ireland," 
said Mr. Dillon, " was a new and remarkable departure from the 
line of policy pursued by the Government. He only 
promised protection to the Irish tenant in the event of circumstances 
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arising which would cause him to introduce a Coercion Act. He 
said that it was only when there was a prospect of disturbance he 
would bring in such a measure, but he had forgotten that it might 
be the duty of Irish members to their constituents to get up such 
a condition of affairs as would force the right hon. gentle
man to give the other Act which he had promised, even 
if he had to pass a Coercion Act. Never had such an extraordinary 
proposal been laid before Parliament by a Minister as to say that 
what he could not do before Parliament rose he would do if his 
hands were forced in Ireland during the recess. What 
use was there in putting a premium on disturbance?"- [3 Hansard, 
cclv. 2040.J lVIost people would consider that the policy of coer
cion and conciliation-coercion neutralised by conciliation, and 
conciliation neutralised by coercion-bad failed. He understood 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland him elf to admit that it had at least 
partially failed, and the distinction made by the right hon. gentle
man was remarkable. He said the Coercion Act had failed to 
maintain law and order ; bu! it had been successful in enabling 
them to destroy the power of Mr. Parnell and his associates, and 
the government they had thereby exercised over the Irish people. 
It was a strange confession that the partial success of the policy of 
the Government should have been clue, not to the Land Act, but to 
the Coercion Act. Now, if the Chief Secretary for Ireland were in his 
place he would probably reply by saying be should be very much 
obliged if the House would tell him what to do. The Prime Minister 
took a more accurate view of his duties and responsibilities. He would 
admit that a private member had fulfilled his duty in laying the 
fac.ts of the case before the House. It was no part of his duty 
to make any suggestions to the Government as to what measures 
they should adopt to combat an evil which was described by Lord 
Chief Justice May as a disgmce to civilisation. He had no deeire 
to draw the Government into hasty explanations. He did not 
expect an immediate answer to the question of what policy they 
were now going to pursue in Ireland. The matter was urgent ; 
but everyone would willingly give the Government the Easter Recess 
to think over it and mature their plans. He believed, however, 
that as soon as Parliament re-assembled after the Easter Recess the 
country would expect from the Government some clear declaration 
of their Irish policy-some declaration which would not be made in 
the ambiguous language of the Chief Secretary for Ireland when he 
thought aloud in that House ; but in the shape of clear and well
defined measures which the Government would lay on the table of 
the House, and to which they would a k the assent of Parliament. 
Unless the Government pursued some course of that kind, and 
made some proposal to cope with the terrible state of things in 
Ireland which he had described, he thought everyone would admit 
that they had not done their duty either to the House or to the 
country. 

[No. 65.] 
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sermons mny now be pteaehed, There nercr was a time in whieh 
thn,t strength and courage were more necessary. Some persons 
may feel that in t.he present position of the Conservative Party 
there is something to discourage them, nnd to diminish the good 
courage that is rer.omrncnded to you. In the Romie of Comrnous 
you see that you n,re hcn.vily outnumbered; hut do not attach to 
that circurnstn.nce more importance than it deserves. People, 
when they talk of n. great revolution in English opinion, and of the 
decision of the English nation as manifested at the last Eleetion, 
little think of or recollect the very small number of votes by 
which that vast change was mn,dc. [Hear, hear.] 'rhese large 
majorities in the Hou e of Commons-what do they really 
represent? Do they represent a violent revolution in the national 
will as compared with the spirit that prevailed in the 
In.st Parliament? It is a matter as to which everyone may 
satisfy himself who chooses to refer to figures, but it is a matter 
of fact that so close were the contests in many places that little 
more than 2,000 men tnmed the scale at the last Election in 
Great Britain. You will find that to be the case when you 
exn.mine the figures, and so, when I am told that the Government 
dcri ved gr_eat enconrn.gement from the recent Elections for 
Cornwall and the North-West Hi<ling of Yorkshire, I cau only 
envy the temperament which finds solace in so littJe. [Cheer.] 
If the Liberal vote li::ts fallen off in the rest of the island to 
the same extent, ?\Ir. Gladstone 110 longer represents the 
majority of the people. You see, t!rnrefore: upon what a close 
issne the b!-tlancc tl~ rns; you sec what a heavy duty, what a 
great responsibility msts upon Registration Associations. It is 
by the work of e .. wh Association-I might n.lmost say by the 
work of each indivi lim1 man-that the mighty issue will be flg~l i n 
decided; n.nd rememuer that the progress of events to which J 
have just referred Jrn.s placed an enormous responsibility on the 
constituencies of this country. Their power is enunnomi, aucl 
the problems they 1rnve to face nre ns difficult at this mome11t as 
nny thn.t lw.rn ever c nfronted the governors of mankind. 'l'hc 
grcn.t Irish Question has been n.lren.dy alluded to by Colon 1 
Makins. It is one of such proportions as to dwarf every oth r, 
nnd it is practically to that alone thHt the attention of tlie 
country is devoted. The settlement of that q nestion dependR not 
on Parlinmcnt or on , tatmmrnn, bnt on the temper and the stern 
will of the cornstitncnci cs tl1cmsehes. lHe<lr, hear.] We haven. 
glorious history to look back upon; an l on the whl)le, find wh:tt 
fault you will with individim1 nets, t.ike wlrnt exception yon lite 
to the policy of the country at n. p;uticubr period, it is a spleud d 
inheritn.ncc thn.t has been hn.llClcd down to you. 'l'he policy 1)f 
England in the past hits ma le au empire of which the world h:ts 
no equal, and it is for you to determine whether yon will susta.u 

- - - - -- -- - - ---
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it by wisdom and courage, or lot it drop through folly and feeble
ness. [Cheers. J Now, you know the state of things presented 
to you in Ireland. That Ireland should be part of the political 
sy8tem of tho country, that it should follow the guidance of tho 
majority of the people of the country is a geographical necos ·ity 
of our position from which, however much a man might 
wish it, it is impossible to escn,po. On the other hand, 
you must assume it as a fact that there are a certain 
number, a considernble number, of malcontents in thn,t 
Island, who desire nothing better than to break their con
nection with Great Britain; and though I believe them to be n. 
more minority, there is no doubt at this moment that they arc 
susta.ined and supported by the co-operation, or n.t least by the 
acquiescence, of the majority of the Irish people. It is not that 
those last a.re averse to English rule, but, like the majority of men 
iu all countries, their intore t in politics is not as keen as their 
interest in private affairs. They will follow and support any 
Government that they think will be strongest a!l.cl will enable them 
to reap the fruits of their industry. But they must be certain 
that it is really the strongest, and they have not ·uch devotion to 
the English Government as would induce them, for the mere 
pleasure of supporting it, to expose themselves and their families 
tu the ingenious tortures invented by tho Land Leagne. [Hear, 
hoar.] They will not for the sake of the English Uovernment have 
their cattle mutilated, thoirwives carded, their houses burnt down, 
and their families mmdered; and, if they tiud tho Engfo,h Govern
ment weak, they will support that Government, whether acknow
ledged or not, which proves itself the stronger of tho two. 'l1lrn.t 
is the problem you have to deal with ; its gravity is confessed by 
tho Coercion Bill now before the Honse. But why is it that a 
Liberal Government, professing a horror of all Coercion Bills, 
should be compelled now to have recourse to thisodiousrnacbinory 
which its Conservative opponents were not obligorl. tu employ i 
Do not understand mo to say that a Coercion Bill is not necessary; 
I boliov it i necc sary ; at all events I should be sorry to take 
tho responsibility of refusing to the Executive tho powers which 
it thinks it necessary it should po sess. But I want you to ask 
yourselves why it is that Ireland has come to this condition, and 
why this terrible necessity is la.id upon tho Government :i.ncl 
upon Parliament i \Vith respect to lrelaucl more than any other 
country, we above a.11 things require that our information shoul<l 
come from persons thoroughly acqnnintecl with it and with its 
administ.ration. Onr difticnlty ordinarily is that the permm1ent 
servants of the Government, who know the facts most fully, 
have their mouths sealed, bnt here we have the te timony 
of one whose mouth has been, so to speak, unsealed by den.th. 
I do not kno\Y whether you noticed a letter addressed 
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to the Standard by Mr. Stn.ples, an Irish Magistrn.te, a cw 
days after the DuLlin tmgedy. He :::;ay:::; :-"About a year 
n,go I had occasion as a Iagistrntc to sec J\Ir. Burke on 
Lusincs:::; connected with the state of the com1try. I told ]1im 
'vlrn.t I thought, lamented the troubled and dangerous state i to 
which 've were drifting, an<l hi s answer wn,, '\Ve may thank ~Ir. 
Gladstone for it all.'., l Cheers.] No•Y that i the solution to wh:ch, 
I think, a calm examination of the recent connection of this 
country \rith Ireland will lead every one who devotes his attention 
to it. It would be ridicnlons to sn.y that Mr. Gladstone has C)n
sciously or intentionally brought n.bont this result. Of conrse, I 
am only cliallenging the prudence and wisdom of the measnres ho 
has adopted. [ Hen.r, hear.] The state of the case, to borro'll' a 
voice from the hostile camp, was stated by I\Ir. Goldwin Smith , to 
be this-tha.t "fur two years past we ha.vc hn.cl no Government of 
Ireland "-[hen.r, h ear J-anc1 I might cxtenrl that statement so 
far as to sa.y thn.t during the years in which l\Ir. Gladstone has l.ncl 
the condnct of n.ffairs we have had no Govemment of Irela:id. 
Now, ,r]rnt does GoYernmcnt mean~ Of conrse, Government m lSt 
be conducted on prin ciples of justice and impartiality; but it is, 
in the firs t instn.nce, its brn;;incs to be a terror to evil-doffs. 
lf the Government i.· to be effective. especially in the cisc 
you h[l,ve in Ireland ofn, number of people who are under your nle, 
but who arc profoundly clissa.tisficd with it, your only hope of pc.t.ec 
and quiet of folfil1i11g tlic first duty of a Government, is that rr.en 
should look npnn it <l!:i n.n instrument for awarding praise or blame to 
the ''"c11-dcscrving or tlie guilty, and should believe in its justice, its 
firmnc. , its con, istcucy. [Hear, hen.r.J rrhe vital error of Ur. 
Gladstone's policy lrn. ucen, however unintentionally, this-that he 
ha· rnndc his admini:::;tration of Ireland an instrument where
with tP pmclrnsc support of the Liberal l'arty in Parliament, nd 
ha.- passed hi :::; legi.'lative measures so as to hny off the outrarcs 
m1 l crimes of t hose who thought in this manner to fo~cc 
hi:::; conduct. [ "hecrs.J Four times has Mr. Gladstmc 
preached that lc::;son to the Irish people. You know he has 
preached it about the abolition of the Irish Church, when ho 
:::;poke of the outrngcs in Clerkenwcll bringing that qucston 
' within the range of practical politics." [Hear, hear.] He tlus 
aclrnowledge<l that a measure which up to that date the. Libu·al 
and Conservative Parties n.likc had rejected by large ma.jorit e , 
'"hich was repndiatod by every responsible sta.tesman in 1hc 
country, became, after these outrages had ha.cl their effect on 1he 
Liberal lenders, 11ot only within tbe rnnge of practical politcs, 
but a measure which the whole power of the Liberal Party vns 
nsed to pa s. [Cheers. J Well, then, I go from that measure to 
what happened two years ago. Lord Beaconsfield dissolved ·he 
lato Parliament, mwning the people of this country of 1he 



7 

struggle impending over thom-[hoar, hear]-wa.rniug them that 
an effort wa.s being made to disintegrate the :Empire, which 
would be more dangerous than pestilence a.nfl famine ; but the 
result of that warning was that tho Liberal Party threw them
selves into tho ha.nds of the Irish voters. They were brought 
into power by the help of the ambignons promises to 
which they lrnse not been able to give any definite 
meaning and sense-[ A VoICE: "Lord lfamsay "]-exactly, 
such promises as those made by Lord Pa.msay-[langhtcr ]-and 
by the votes of the Irish Yotcrs. As payment for that 
support the Lftnd Act wa introdncccl, of which I will not 
discnss the individual provision. , but it may be dcscriberl in 
this simple phrase-that it was a measure for the tran fer of 
a quarter of tho property of the la.ndlorfls, or \\·hat hn.d been till 
then regarded as the property of the landlord , to tho tenants who 
were in the occnpation of the land. [Cheers.] Whn.t i · more of 
importance to my argument, it was a measure directly in the 
teeth of the assurance· by which Mr. Gbch;tonc hn.Cl forced npon 
Parli<tment, and p<vse<l the Act of 1 70-thc direct reversal of 
those principles of free contract which ho had thou laid clown in 
tho most emphatic terms 1Yere to be our permanent guide. 'Ve 
know from Mr. Chamberlain tha.t the Land League was looked 
11 pou by tho Govcrnmen t as a very useful auxiliary in passing tho 
Land Act, and 11ntil the Land Act was passed no mn.torial effort 
was made to break: up tho Land League. Tho Coercion Act., 
cornpar0d to " ·hich the Acts under which their predecessors bad 
found it possible to maintain peace were rnild--:--which was ob
tained shortly after the Liberal Government came into office-was 
not made we of; no application of its coercive µowers ·was made 
again t tho loaders of tho Irish movement until the moment tho Lan l 
Act \\'a· passed, ancl. then Mr. Glad tone commenced his thir l losson 
to the Irish malcontent" Ho hut up Mr. Parnell and his asso
ciates in Pri. on because they opposed tho operation of the Lnn l 
Act; and from thnt mome1:t tho conto t commenced-a contest 
f onclnranco on one side, and of indi criminn.to imprisonment on 

the other. ced l tell you how that c011tc. ·t ended i With respect 
to tbo qnostion of an nuclorstanding or a C'Jmpact my mind is bewil
der cl; I do n t kno\\' what moaning to attach to terms, but my 
impression is that if :.\Ir. Pn.rnell had been an elector and Mr. 
Uhdsto110 hn.d been a candidate, and ~fr. Parnell, not h10wing 
the least of Mr. Gladstone and having no gootl intentions 
towards him, h:-i<l sai<l, " I intcnrl to giye you my vote," and 
thereupon l.Ir. Glad::;tone had pro cntcd him with £10- [laughter] 
-my impres ion i that an Election Judgc--they arc a very 
prejudiced race of mortals-wonlLl ha.ve said, "There has been a 
compact aud an understanding there." [Cheers.] What I wish 
you to remember is that compacts and understandings between 
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Governments and Members of Parliament are not of sufficient 
rarity to excite any unreasonable remark; but what has dra.wu 
attention and deep condemnation to this transaction is, in the 
first instance, the extraordinary efforts mfl.de to conceal it, and, in 
the second place: the manner in which the Government used the 
power intru ted to them by Parliament for lettiug out or keeping 
in prison subjects of the Queen. They used that powe1· iu favour 
of Mr. Parnell, after having received from Ir. Parnell an assurance 
that he would co-operate with a Liberal Government in passing 
Liberal measures. [Cheers.] Mr. P11.rnell said as plainly ar::; words 
can say, without brntally putting clown the fact, "Let me out, 
and I will go into the Libera,l lobby." [Hear, hear.] The 
important point is this, that this man with whom this 
compact was made, and on whose behalf the powers given 
by the Legisln.tnre were exercised, was in prison on a charge 
of trertsonable practices. One of two things must be trne. 
Either at the moment before he was let out there w11.s no 
ground for the charge made of treasonable practices, and in 
that case he was the most deeply-injured of men, or else when he 
was let out without having given any security that the treasonable 
practices with which he was charged t:ihoulcl cease, Mr. Gladstone 
wa,s bartering the interests of the Empire for Parliamentary ad
vantage. [Lond cheers.] Now we come to the fourth lesson 
that has been given to the Iri h ma.lcontents, and it has been 
given quite recently. I do not think that the nature of this 
Arrears Bill is really present to the minds of the English people. 
I am not bla.miug the House of Commons for having accepte!l it. 
I quite sec the difficnlty of refusing to entertain the considera
tion of such a mcasnrc when proposed by the Executive Govern
ment. I wish yon to look at it merely as a lesson which fr. 
Gla lstone gives to the malcontents in Ireland with whom he has 
to deal. What is the Arrears Bill? It is a Bill for paying ther 
people's debts, and paying them out of the funds to which those 
people have no claim. 'I1he advocates of the Government tell you 
that there will not be mnch to come out of the Consoliclatcd Fu ml, 
and that it will nearly all come out of the unhapP,y Irish 
Church Fund. I should rather demur to a mca ure for de\'Oting 
a fond which originally had a different destination to purposes 
such as these; bnt let that pass. Wh:tt I wish you to centre 
your attention npon is the proposal to pay the debts oi the 
Irish tenant-farmers ont of the Consolidated Fund. rl'hc Con
solidated Fund does not make the money which is in it; the 
money has to come from so mew here, and that money comes from 
the pockets of the rest of the community. I do not know the 
exact amount of money that will have to come from the Con
solid.1ted Fund, though I look upon the prophecies from the 
Treasury Bench upon the matter with considerable suspicioJ. I 

------ - --- --
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cannot help rJcullccting the prophc<.:ics <.:urrcut whcu tho 
Education Act was passed. We were told then in the most 
emphatic manner that it could not exceed a threepenny rate; 
in most places it hns been more like a sixpenny rate, and in some 
places a shilling rnte. [A VoICE: "H's 8d. here.''] There are 
other parts, 1 believe, in Essex where they would be glad to get 
off for 'd. I think it would be much more reaso1:able to expect 
that where it is the interest of Irish tenants to pull one way, and 
it is only the interest of a few officials to pull the other vrny, 
more will be drawn from the Consolidated Fund than Her 
Majesty's Government are at present willing to contemplate, and 
that two millions rmd-a-h::i.lf woul l be considerably below the mark. 
What. does a million ancl-·a-half mean i I believe it means something 
like Id. on the Income-tax. Is itasatisfactoryreflection that everyone 
who paYs Income-tax in this couutry, in addition to the other bur
dens of the time, which are not light, will have to pay an additional 
Id. in the £ in order to pay the debts of the Irish tenants i 
Yon may be told that they werf\ seriously distressed in 1878 and 
187!), but dicl the sun refuse to shine in 1878 and 1879 in Ireland 
alone 1 I believe that there are l:Htrts of this country which have 
snfferod more deeply from the n.dverse seasons than any pa.rt of 
Ireland. [Hear, hear.] If I mistn.ke not, I stand now in a county 
that has been far more seriously tried than any part of Ireland, 
and ou what principle of justice i the mouey of the people of 
Essex to be taken to pay the debts of the Irish tenant farmer, 
while the tenant farmer of Essex ha.s been left to face his ruin as 
best he may i [Cheers.] It is true that thiugs are unjust in 
Irish 1 gi lation. I think it was unjust to Disestablish and to 
Disenduw the Irish Chnrch in tho way in which it was done ; I 
think it was unjust to take away a quarter of the landlord's 
property and give it to the tenants ; but this injustice is not pre
cisely tho point to which I wish to direct your attoution . 'rlrn 
point is that in onch of tliese fonr en.sos the Irish tenant has been 
taught by the powerful preaching of fact -the most 
powerful kind of preaching there is-that ontrnge will obtain 
frorn the Engli h Government conce sions which can be 
obtained in no other wa.y, aud that obedience to the law is 
uot ·o profitable as l>reaking the law-[loucl cheer ]-that the com
mi ·sion of a series of agrn.rian crime , which have now for so long 
disgraced the country, is repaid by the English Govemrnent by 
hnudiug money from the Irish Church, from tho po<.:kets of the 
Iri.-11 landlord8, and frorn the pock0ts of the English tn.xpn.yors to 
tl1nse who have committed the outrn.ge8, in order thn.t they may 
lie kiud enough to commit them no longer. [Ubeern.J 1s that 
Uovernmeut i Cau you imagine thn.t any Uovernment could 
succeed on those terms 1 If you hn.d the government of a regi
ment, of a ship, of a. workshop, if you made it your rule of action 



that vou wonld reward those who broke the law an<l not those vho 
kept "it, do you imagine your government would be respec·.ed 1 
[Cries of" No."] D pend npon it that it is a mistake to t ink 
that this terrible problem of Ir0bncl arises because of the 1vils 
that exist in Ireln.nd itself. It is a ~ymptom of the general di ·~a e 
of the body politic-tho disease; the symptoms of which ~now 
themselves at the extremities, is really at the heart. It i the 
heart, tho Government in Englanrl, that causes all the tro les 
which you have to fight in Ireland. No matter what your bcal 
treatment may be, no matter what your conco sions, or at w1ose 
expense they arc made, no matter how many Churches yon 11ay 
disestablish, or how many landlords you deprive of their propU'ty, 
you will never cnre the evil until yon cure that feebleness, ~hat 
want of principle, that want of consistency, which arc here at the 
heart of the Government the cause of tho di::;ea. e under w1ich 
we ln,bonr. [Loud cheers. J It is because tho bonofi ts which can 
be conferred by the Executive, or by legislative mea ures are 
treated by tho Liberal Party as means of extending the poli · ca.l 
influence of that organization, and still more uccause whm a 
Liberal Government is in office they are trnated as coin which can 
be given away in instalments as blackmail to secure peace tnd 
bribe men to keep the law-it is because of this sy "Ont 

of your Government itt home that Ireland remains a diso·racJ to 
England. [Loud cheers.] Of coun;o I shall be told, "Oh, tlose 
measures aro just, and 110 matter what the state of thiugs may be, 
no nrntter wlrnt rec ption may be given to them, jus;ice 
must ahva)7S be clone." Our opponents seem to imagine th;1t von 
have nothing to do but to use fioe <1.nd lofty ln.nguago, to eo1fer 
a lofty 0baractcr npon the conduct whieh it dcscri)es. 
rrhey t<tlk about j nsticc and many more holy tl1ings than j ns ice 
nnder the impros::;ion that by merely applying those e}iithots t10y 
give the cbaraeteristie8 wl1ich tho::;o epithets imply. Without lis
cns ing the m a ·m·es io detail, it does scern to mo a very .·nspieons 
kind of justice which i:s extracted inch by inch, as it wure, L>y 
instruments of tortnrc. 'L'h<tt which ne year i::i dcnonu eel : · <L 
thing the Euglish Government can never give, the next y-ar, 
when the regni ·ite amonnt of pressure by rne;u1s of outrage md 
rnurcler has been applied, you arc t.olcl is tho oue thing jnf: ic 
ruqnires you should give to Irebud. Wh en th;tt process haR 
ueen repeated four time" I ima.gine that a le~s suspic i.ms 
person than n.n lri ·b peasant ·ecs through the slrnlow 
pretence of justice. ['hoers.] If tliuse things were just, ticy 
wonld have been grnnted loug <lgo; if they are not ju -t, no 
chn.nge in tho circum ·tanc.:cs of Ire laud can make them so. No 
consideration of expediency C<Hl make it j n::;t to empty the pn'Scs 
of English tcixpn.yern into the pockets of frish tenants. vlr. 
Gladstone never spoke a truer word than wbeu he said that we 
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were in the presence of a sociaJ revoluti on. Who has causcLl this 
revolution it i~ unnecessn.ry to inquire, but you cannot com
promise with it. Be as just, as merciful, as indulgent as you will 
befo1·e revolution has broken ont, but when you are confronted 
with it face to fo.ce be snre that no tran. action, no compromise, is 
po~sible. Either the Government will strike clown the revolu
tion or the revolution will strike down the Govomment. [Cheers.] 
I am told that it is a great object to pncify Ireland, and I heartily 
agreP, and would earnestly co-operate in any men.sure ha.ving that 
end reasonably in view. But the posit.ion of Ireland towards 
England is not so ntterly peculiar. l\Iost nations have had the 
problem to deal with of having at their ·ide some territory whose 
union with them \\as geographically and politically indispensable, 
but who. e population was separate or even hostile. '11 here have 
been great pacifications kno,n1 to history, and we have had one in 
our own Island. Scotland, 140 years ago, was in many parts of 
the country almost as hostile to England a Ireland is no,,·, but the 
pacification has long been complete. You have had a more 
m8dern and more striking in tance in America, where the Con
federate ~tate. took np :mns agn.inst the Northern ~tates. 
·while the war lasted the bitterness was iuteu~e, but a few years 
have passed away and a thorough pacificcLtion has been effected. 
Why cannot that secret of pacification Le applied to Ireland. In 
the cases I have mentioned the secret was this-that before 
pacificatiou begau, the victory of one side was complete. 
[Hear, hear. J On the morrow of the victory be as lenient as you 
please, hut your first duty i::i to :-;ecure that there shall he no doubt 
in the mind of any mortal man with whom the victory rests; ~ud 
until that first preliminary cond it.ion of all reconciliation is achieved, 
your efforts at conciliation will be ns fntilc as l\Ir. Davitt tells you 
they will be. [Cheers.] No\Y yon cc what task it is that lies before 
you. You see what it is that the constituencie8 of this country 
have to do, for it is to them only in this great crisis of tho State 
that we arc able with any confidence to appeal. The House of 
Commons silently and 8Ullenly echoes the mandates of the Govern
mcnt- n. Government feeble in very ther part of it. policy
stroug and unflagging only in turning the screw by which the 
caucus is worked-[ cheerR]-ancl, therefore, the submission of the 
House of Commons is complete. It is only to you, with whom all 
power legitimately rests-to you, the electors of this country
that the noble task in this our country's hour of danger, devolves 
of restoring manliness to the Government and reality to English 
Power. [Loud and continued cheeri11g. J 
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SPEECH 
OF THE 

MARQUIS OF SALISBURY, K.G., 
AT LIVERPOOL, 

APRIL 13, 1882. 

THE following speech was delivered at a great meeting of the 
Conservative party, held under the auspices of the Working Men's 
Conservative Association, in Hengler's Circus, Liverpool, on April 13, 
1882, about 6,000 people being present. The Earl of Lathom 
presided. 

The Marquis of SALISBURY, who was received with an outburst 
of cheers which lasted several minutes, said: My Lords, Ladies, 
and Gentlemen,-It is impossible to receive without emotion and 
without feelings of deep gratitude and sympathy the expression of 
the feelings and opinions of a meeting such as this ; and it is 
impossible not to feel that a cause which is so supported has 
elements of enduring strength, which will resist the great dangers 
which at this time threaten our beloved institutions. (Hear, hear.) 
It is a time when we need all our efforts, when we need the 
conjunction of all the energy and the zeal that we can bring 
to support the cause, because it is a time when the enemies of 
our institutions spare no effort and no art to undermine them. 
(Applause.) The art which they are fondest of employing, and it 
is the greatest danger we have to confront, is the effort to per
suade our fellow-subjects that our institutions and laws are 
defended by us, not in the interests of this vast comm.unity as a 
whole, but for the sake of any particular sectional portion of it 
which they term a class. But there is no institution which is 
more subject to this kind of attack than that with which my 
name has been connected to-night. Many efforts are made to 
persuade you that the House of Lords exists for some purpose 
separate and distinct from the welfare of the whole community. 
I need hardly tell you, for you know it well, that in these days 
any institution which was sectional in its character, and had not 
the interests of the whole community for its object, is necessarily 
doomed. (Hear, hear.) But I believe that the House of Lords is 
the last institution at which that reproach can be justly levelled. 
(Applause.) Undoubtedly, representative institutions-and I use 
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the term in the largest sense, as including both the House of Lords 
and the House of Commons-occupy a different position in the 
present day from what they occupied fifty or even thirty years 
ago. This great meeting is a proof of it. Tho people are taking 
a more direct interest in political business and assuming a more 
direct control over their representatives. England has representa
tives abroad just as the people have representatives in Parlia
ment ; but in proportion as the increase in the means of com
munication by telegraph and rn.ilway has brought the ambassadors 
that we have abroad more closely in connection with the 
Government at home, there has been some slight falling off in 
the importance and the authority of those distant functionaries. 
They are still representatives, but they are representatives of 
a power that can look more closely , more immediately, and 
more constantly into its own affairs. Something of the same 
kind has been taking place with respect to the two Assemblies 
that sit at Westminster. They are still, and they must 
necessarily remain, of the highest importance ; but their importance 
has been diminished, ju t as the importance of our representatives 
abroad has been diminished, by the fact that the people throughout 
the country, meeting in meetings like this, can give an impulse to 
the public policy of tho nation which is, in some degree, independent 
of the action of its representatives at Westminster. In that sense 
(and I do not think it is a subject to be deplored at all) the 
practical action of the people is superseding the indirect action of 
their representatives. But for the duo exercise of their powers it is 
essential that they should be vested not in one Assembly, but in 
two. I hold that it is proved by all experience, and by the most 
evident reason, that it would not be safe for tho people of England 
to entrust their affairs entirely to the management of one Assembly 
(hear, hear, and applause) elected once every seven years. You 
know how tho present House of Commons was elected. It was 
elected in a great storm of popular excitement (hear, hear) , raised 
by arts which I will not stop to characterise now. (Applause, and a 
Voice: "Give it them hot, " and laughter and applause.) Were I 
to point your attention to the general character of the argument 
which I maintain, I would follow the advice which was. 
given to me by my friend in the gallery to give it them hot. 
(Laughter.) There is not the slightest difficulty in the task. 
(R.enewed laughter.) There has been too flagrant a contradiction 
between their promises and their performance ; there has 
been too absurd a contrast between the tone with which they 
approached office and tho tone they have maintained since they 
occupied it, to offer any impediment to anybody who might 
be inclined to undertake the duty of applying to them that 
process described by my friend in the gallery. (Laughter and cheers.) 
But what I want to point out to you is that whatever the arts and 
the representations by which that mnjority was obtained, this 
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particularity of feature marks the advent of the present Government 
to power-that no sooner were they there than the face of politics 
was entirely changed. The subjects which chiefly interested the 
nation became entirely different; new objects of interest arose, new 
dangers came up to be parried, and the mandate or commission, 
whatever it may have been, which was given by the electors of 1880 
to their representatives, did not apply in the slightest degree to the 
most important and most burning of the questions which those 
representatives have since been charged to decide. (Cheers.) I hope 
I shall not be suspected for one moment of saying a word which 
could be twisted into anything disre pectful of a body for whom I 
have so sincere a reverence as the House of Commons. Its history, 
its magnificent achievements, the part it has borne in achieving the 
liberties of England, must for ever make it what it has been since 
our Parliamentary history began-the foremost body in the country. 
(Cheers.) But bear in mind that the House of Commons which we 
admire, whose achievements we value, ancl of whose labours we 
feel the blessing, was a House of Commons freely elected, freely 
deba.ting, freely checked by a second Assembly. (Cheers.) What the 
Government of a House of Commons would be to which non9 of 
those free conditions applied might be a very different question. 
A House enslaved by the caucus (hear, hear) and muzzled by the 
cloture will be a very different body from that which has hitherto 
been the glory of English history. (Cheers.) The grounds upon 
which the representatives of the people were chosen, the principles 
upon which they were selected, will not justify giving absolute, 
unrestricted, and unchecked power to a single body during the long 
:period of seven years ; and the danger of doing so will be increased 
the more that body becomes subject to the machinery of party or 
to the dictation of a single mind. (Cheers.) Bear in mind that 
that is the danger to which we are all tending now ; everything 
points to the increase of power in the hands of one individual, 
dictating Minister. (Cheers.) The competition of parties is so keen, 
the machinery of elections is so perfect, the power of applying 
pressure to individual members is so complete, that every year you 
will see our representatives, assumed to be independent, morn and 
more exposed to the danger of being forced to fit their convictions 
into a single mould, provided by the man who happens to be at 
the head of the dominant party at the time. (Hear, hear.) This 
is the justification for a second Chamber. I do not enter into the 
question of what that second Chamber will be. Nobody who looks over 
the second Chambers of Europe will tell me there is any better model 
now in the world than the House of Lords. (Cheers.) I pass by that 
question,for I have heard no serious proposal to substitute any existing 
model for that which we have here. (Hear, hear.) But the existence 
of a second Chamber is justified by this fact, that unless you have it 
you will be driven to that system, full of inconvenience and full of 
difficulty, which will tend to disgust men with politics, which will 
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tend to drive independent persons from its profession-I mean e 
system of triennial or of annual ParliamentB. That is the oily 
substitute for a second Chamber which in the true interests of ·he 
people can be safely adopted. (Hear, hear.) It is the busines of 
the House of Lords to watch over and see that no permanent md 
irrevocable change is made in the institutions of this ancient coun;ry 
until the people have had a thorough opportunity of informing them
selves of the proposals which it is sought to carry into effect, md 
of giving a mature and solemn decision upon the subject. (Hmr, 
hear.) I do not pretend that the Bouse of Lords is free from mmy 
defects in its conduct, possibly in its constitution. The defect whch 
I shoulcl be inclined to find in it is that sometimes it has possibly b:en 
too mindful of the opinion of the moment and of the pleasur£ of 
the House of Commons, and has not remembered sufficiently its 
:first and paramount duty, to watch over the interests of the pecple 
of this country. (Applause.) And do not let me be told that i; is 
inconsistent with this idea of its functions that it should be predoni
nantly Conservative in its decision. Why, that is the very esse1ce
of its character, because the difference between a Conservative ""IDte 
and a Radical vote is this-that when you have come to a Radcal 
decision-that is to say, when you have determined to destroy an 
institution and break a tradition (laughter)-you have taken a i.tep 
which you cannot retrace. (Hear, hear.) When you have broren 
a work of art you cannot piece it together ; when you have .,ut 
down a tree you cannot put it up again. (Applause, laugher,. 
and cries of " Gladstone.") Even when you have cut dow1 a 
Upas tree you may find that you have made some mishke
(applause) ; but when you have come, as the House of Lords nay 
come, to a conservative decision, all that is done is to suspmd 
the matter for the decision and solemn judgment of the peo?le. 
Nobody can accuse the House of Lords of an attempt to setup
any other opinion as supreme in this country instead of the opirion 
of the nation itself (applause) ; but the truth is that the caus1 of 
the animus with which the House of Lords is pursued is this ry 
thing-that it is expected that it will perform this that I hol to
be its primary duty. People who have got together a scratch md 
accidental majority (laughter and cheers), a majority based U?On 
no principle (hear, hear), bound together by no true logical bmd 
of cohesion (bear, hear), such a majority, it is greatly feared, mght 
m the case of a dissolution not appear again. (Applause.) An intmse 
desire is nourished that before that unique majority has disappea-ed 
it shall deal some telling, some crushing, some ineparable bow 
that no future course of action could undo, and it is greatly fea·ed 
that when the proposal is made the House of Lords may posshly 
say, " No : this was not the ground on which the last election vas 
decided, and we will not allow this thing to be done until the 
nation has been allowed to speak upon it." (Loud applause.) In so 
acting, I hold that the House of Lords will perform its true dutj as 
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the second Chamber, its highest function as the last representative of 
the people of this country. (Applause.) Now there is a matter in which 
we have been exposed to special criticism, and that is the attitude 
which we have adopted with reapect to recent legislation in Ireland. 
I am not saying for a moment that our proceedings have been 
above criticism. It is very easy-and I am not the least smprised 
at any who should think that we have allowed that legislation te> 
go further than we ought to have done ; but, at all events, that is 
not a fault of which any Liberal has the right to complain-but it 
is saitl that, animated by a purely class feeling, we have tried to 
hinder anrl embarrass the remedies which the all-powerful and all
wise Government (Oh!) have desiTed to apply to Ireland. Now in 
the first place, with respect to the Committee that was appointed 
early in this spring, I need hardly tell you that to inquire how a. 
matter is going on is not to hinder its proceeding. (Hear, hear.) I do 
not imagine any man of business in this place would consider that 
he was unduly interfering with the action of his clerks if he asked 
to see their books (cheering), and to say that if he asked to see 
their books he would be committing some reprehensible act would, 
in this town, I think, be looked upon as something little short of 
lunacy. We had strong reason for believing that whatever the 
merits of the Irish Land Act might be, its provisions have not been 
carried out in a satisfactory manner. I may say that, so far as we 
have gone, there has not been anything in om· conduct that could 
interfere with its beneficial action; but we have found that much 
of the machinery of the Irish Land Act is clumsy, and deserves 
the earliest attention of Parliament. But there was a curious 
circumstance which rather threw a light upon the kind of 
motive which animated that somewhat strange opposition with which 
we were met. I have no doubt that you must have thought it 
rather hard that a Ministry whose one ground of complaint, whoso 
one topic of public utterance, was the difficulty of getting on with 
public affairs, should have deliberately thrown away n. whole fort
night in discussing a perfectly useless and impracticable motion 
against the Lords. (Cheers.) If it was to frighten us, it was a very 
feeble performance. Our nerves endured t~at. (Laughter.) But 
there was another motive which I think I can indicate which mn.y 
have operated in part. The first thing that happened to us was to 
ask the Chief Sec1·etary for Ireland to come and be examined before 
us. Now, you will understand that a Committee of either House 
can order any person to be examined before them except a member 
of the other House of Parliament, for the member of the other House 
of Parliament has a right, if he pleases, to refuse to be examined. 
I do not believe that that is a privilege of which use has often been 
made. I have always heard that Sir Robert Walpole, having 
spent a long life in corrupting the House of Commons (laughter), 
and being at last defeated, had a great terror that a Com
mittee would be appointed, which I believe was appointed, to 
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.exn.mine the way in which he procured his majorities, ancl that 
therefore he induced the King to give him a peerage so as to give 
him the right to refuse to be examined by the Committee. 
(Laughter. ) My impression is-but I speak u:pder correction
ithat since the time of Sir Robert Walpole nobody has taken advan
iage of that privilege until we come to Mr. Forster. (Laughter.) It 
;is a very odd thing that one of the accusations made against 
the Government-and an accusation of which I do not venture 
to say whether it was true or false, for I do not know-but 
-an accusation confidently made was that they had appointed the 
Sub-Commissions of the Irish Land Act with a partisan intention
that is to say, they had appointed men of well-known opinions whose 
decision they could predict beforehand. You will remember what 
the structme of the Irish Land Act was. The Government made 
a great effort to provide in detail the mode of fixing a fair rent, but 
-at last, despairing of doing so, or of inducing Parliament to take 
the view which they preferred, they passed a clause placing abso
lute power in the hands of the Commissioners and Assistant Com
missioners of deciding what the rent of the tenants to the landlords 
·should be, without laying down any kind of principle whatever to 
guide them in their decisions. Well, of course you will say that it 
was essential, under the circumstances, that men should have been 
appointed who were absolutely of fair minds, who leaned neither to 
one side nor the other, who had no prejudice in favour of the land
lord, no prejudice in favom of the tenant (cheers); and therefore it 
was a very grave accusation indeed that in this particular case men 
hu,d been appointed who had been on public platforms evincing their 
strong sympathy on one side of the question, and whose decisions, 
therefore, could have been prophesied beforehand. I will give you an 
example. When Mr. Gladstone was introducing the Land Act he com
pared the Irish landlords to the owners of slaves. Well, that was not a 
very pleasant comparison, and I should not have ventured to make 
it (cheers); but it reminded us of a certain fact that when the slave
owners were deprived of their property Parliament compensated them 
for what they had lost. (Cheers, and a voice, " His father.") 
Well, somebody here. says " his father." I believe that was the 
fact (laughter and cheers ) ; but, however that may be, what I want 
you to consider is what would his father say-what would anybody 
else have thought if tho question of compensation had been handed 
over, not to an impartial or judicial man, but say to some frantfo 
abolitionist, or Ray actually to some slave himself? (Hear, hear.) 
Would not that have been thought the height of scandalous injustice ? 
Would not an appointment of that kind have been considered one of 
the gravest imputations that could have been possibly made against 
the Prime Minister of tho day? I do not want to make imputations 
against the method in which they have exercised this particular 
patronage. In the course of the debates they have always expressed 
-their entire willingness to submit to any Committee their own 
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particular actions; and yet when it came to the test, Mr. Forster· 
revived this almost obsolete privilege in order to protect himself 
from examination. It does seem to me to give an explanation of the 
strange persistency with which the Government followed this suicidal 
pol icy of trying to prevent the House of Lords from following a 
perfectly legitimate inquiry. (Hear, hear.) Now I wish to say a 
word in respect to the allegation that our action in this matter 
has been the result of class prejudices. There is nothing that the· 
Liberals are more fond of insinuating than that any defence of the 
rights of property is a question of class prejudice. I, on the con
trary, maintain that not only is the defence of the rights of property 
a matter that concerns the whole community, but that it more truly 
concerns the struggling and the industrious class than those who 
have already secured a certain amount of accumulated property for 
themselves. (Hear.) Every industrious man hopes to lay aside 
something by which bis old age can be supported, something by 
which those who are dear to him can live in case he should be taken 
away. The protection of that to him is infinitely more important 
than the mere protection which any law you can pass could take 
away from the very wealthy man. Take the case of Ireland. Mr. 
Gladstone talks of it being a question of " pompous titles," I think 
he said, and long rent rolls. It is not a question of long rent rolls. 
The few people who possess in Ireland long rent rolls I. have no· 
doubt will adequately take care of themselves, or, at all events, 
their sufferings, though they may be unjustly pressed, '"ill not be 
comparable to the sufferings of those who have not got long rent 
rolls to protect them. (Hear, hear.) The people who arc really to be 
pitied are the small proprietors (hear, hear), men who have laid by 
a certain amount of money by a life of labour and exertion, by 
industry, by enterprise, by success in their particular avocation. 
They are men who were induced by the deliberate action of Par
liament to invest in Irish land. (Hear, hear.) Parliament did for 
Ireland what it did for no other part of the country; it 
offered to these men an indisputable title to land, it undertook to 
guarantee the goodness of the title of the In.nd of which it disposed ;. 
and huving lured these men by this prctenco into investing in this 
security, which it offered to them as the results of the labour and 
self-denial of their whole lifetime, it comes down at the end, it in
vents a new law of property, it devises new theories never heard 
of before, and it cuts away a quarter, very often more, of the 
property which these men had accumulated ("Shame.") Do not 
tell me that the House of Lords, in showing jealousy for the robbery 
which has been inflicted on these unhappy and most injured class 
of men, has been actuated only by sympathy for the grievances 
of the very rich. (Hear, hear.) There is no ground on which these 
attacks on property can be shown to be to the interest of the whole 
community. 'fhe proceedings entirely destroy all confidence. Sup
posing (I am taking a case of investment in a foreign colmtry) Par-
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·1iament has guaranteed to the holders of property in Indian Tuil
ways a certain interest of 5 per cent.; supposing the Governmmt 
was suddenly to discover that this was an outrage upon the ri[!its 
of the Indian people, the Indian taxpayer, and to say that ,he 
guarantee it had pronounced should come down to 4 per cent.; :ou 
..can understand that beyond the great injustice it would inflict it 
would absolutely prevent all investment in foreign securities or 
the future. (Hear, hear.) Precisely the same thing has taken pb.ce 
in Ireland. There is nothing you hear more than that he 
resources of Ireland are tremendous, if only they could be 
developed. There are fertile fields, abundant rivers, splen id 
fisheries; I believe there are coal mines and quarries ; there is 
water power that requires nothing but capital to develop it ; md 
.capital, remember, must be the support oflabour, the support of he 
industrious classes. (Applause.) Why cannot that support be 
given? Why will capital refuse to follow ? Why does it aV)id 
Ireland as a place more dangerous, more fatal, than any Sotth 
American Republic ? (Applause.) Because Parliament has tampe-ed 
.again and again with the rights of property. I have detained ym 
for some time on this matter because I am very anxious, earneftly 
anxious, to bring home to you the deep conviction that has poses
sion of my own mind, that there is nothing more futile, more hollcw, 
.or more false than this pretence, that this respect for the sanctty 
of property on which the whole of our civic institutions rest iEin 
.itny sense the peculiai·, or even the eminent, interest of the very rnh. 
(Hear, hear.) On the contrary, depend upon it, in all classes of 
society, if we desire prosperity and progress, if we desire the p:o
motion of civilisation, if we desire the maintenance of tranquillty 
.and peace, if we desire the existence of all the conditions that tre 
the most opposite to those which Ireland displays at the presmt 
moment, we shall support, and earnestly support, all those VI.ho 
.contend for the rights of property. (Hear, hear.) Now let me ttrn 
to other matters. The resolution which has been moved refers in tenns 
in which I most heartily concur to the duties which are incumbmt 
upon this country in its relations to the Colonies and to foregn 
lands. In expressing any sentiments on this subject a man is partim
larly liable to be misunderstood, or at least to be misrepresentd. 
{Hear, hear.) It is a very convenient thing to say that anybaly 
who stands up for the honour of England, or desires to mainhin 
her position among the nations, wishes to maintain a state of quairel 
.and to banish the blessings of peace from the world, or is indifferint 
to the horrors of war. I maintain that the whole course of hist.ry 
and of om own recent expe1·ience shows the contrary, and that th•se 
.ai·e the truest apostles of peace, and have the most genuine se1se 
.of the horrors of war, who allow other countries thoroughly to 
understand that, while we deeply and earnestly value peace m.d 
goodwill amongst nations, we do not think that that end is to be 
,attained by allowing our rights to be disregarded or our honcur 
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to be contemned. (Applause.) l\1r. Bright recently told you that 
the great honour of the present Government was that there wn.s a 
great calm. A ship that chooses to run out of its appointed course, and 
the duty which it is appointed to perform, into the nearest harbour, can 
easily find the blessings of a great calm. (Laughter.) The question 
is whether that calm has been justly earned. I do not say but 
that it is the greatest privilege of a Ministry if it can point to a 
great calm which bas been attained without sacrificing anything of 
the position of this country, or of the honour that it holds amongst 
nations. (Applause.) But to point to a great calm as in itself and alone 
a proof of the merits of your foreign policy is to elevate to the level 
of statesmanship the dogmas of a very respectable, but a very small 
and very mistaken clique of religionists. (Cheers.) .England has great 
duties to perform. She has founded splendid Colonies, and has 
achieved a magnificent Empire beyond the seas. She has charged 
herself with the responsibility of the good government of 250 millions 
of people, who but for her would be plunged in anarchy and intes
tine war (cheers) ; and she must maintain her position and act up 
to the responsibilities she has assumed. (Cheers.) She must not 
shrink from the occasional exertion and the occasional risks which 
those duties she has assumed may involve. She must not be 
seduced by the prospect of a great calm, and she must not allow 
herself to think that the whole of her duties lie within the narrow 
compass of these fom seas. (Hear.) But be assured that the policy 
of upholding her honour and maintaining the great creations which 
are due to the energy of her sons, of sustaining the policy which 
our fathers have banded down, is not only most consistent with 
our honour and our traditions, but it is also the surest path to peace. 
(Cheers.) Now, one word with respect to that subject which I 
have already dealt with in this town, and on which I shall not, 
therefore, dwell long, but which is so much uppermost in the mind 
of every man that you can hardly exclude it from any public 
utterance. The state of Ireland is a scandal and a disgrace to the 
count1y with which it is connected (cheers), and to the Govern
ment which is responsible for its existence. (Cheers.) Of course, I 
, ball he told that the Irish que tion is no new one, and that Irish 
troubles have existed before this. Yes, the Irish difficulty bas 
been with us a long time. It is like some chronic malady a 
man has, which he knows he very likely may never get rid of, but 
which by judicious and careful treatment he may make compara
tively harmless, and which he may prevent from bursting forth 
into dangerous paroxysms. But if that man be misguided enough 
to desert the regular treatment to which he has been accustomed, 
and follow new doctrines and new fancies--to consult some eminent 
empiric, and to adopt a mode of treatment totally different from and 
the very reverse of anything which he has adopted before, it may 
be, of course, that he is cured ; but I am afraid that is a contingency 
which in the present case we cannot contemplate. (Cheers.) But 
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it may be, and more likely is, the case that he has stimulated be 
malady into a dangerous and painful state of aggravation; and tlat 
is what has happened. I believe it was in this town that the cee
brated gospel of the Upas tree was first preached. It was here tlat 
fatal policy was announced of which we have the result in tie 
terrible outrages which have thrilled through the hearts and cm
sciences of England. But let us also draw another moral fran 
these terrible events. You have had at the hands of Radical polii
cians for years past denunciation after denunciation of tie 
crimes of the landowning class in Ireland. I believe tha;e 
denunciations to have been utterly unjust, and to have bem 
wholly destitute of any foundation. But they have been pursui.d 
from party motives if not for party purposes; they have been pursrnd 
until they have impressed the feelings of an ignorant and excita e 
peasantry ; and now you see in the terrible murders that have bem 
committed to what excess denunciations of that reckless kind cm 
lead. The warning which I want you to take is, that we canmt 
afford in this country of ours to have class set against class. (Chcerf:'..) 
Of course, there must be changes-nothing is stable-nothing is 
permanent in this world. Changes are going on about us, ard 
changes will work themselves into our national life ; but let :hen 
be changes worked by the slow proce~s of persuasion, by tle 
natural growth of our institutions. Let them not be ch nges 
worked by kindling the animosity of classe.· against each other. ard 
leaving them in the permanent attitude of conqueror and conquarel. 
(Cheers.) It is a new feature in the policy of our time-politicians 
have always attacked each other, and no great harm bas come cf i1; 
but these tactics in the interests of party-of hounding class ag1imt 
class-are new within the memory of the present generation =t 
has already gone on too long. It tends to weaken the country in 
which it is practised. Our enemies abroad, our enemies at h)me, 
learn that we are no longer a united people, that every attack 1pcn 
us, whether from the outside or from the inside, meets with tie 
sympathy of some pa1·ty whose interest it is to encourage it, ru 
our position is no longer as great and as secure as it was. ( ea_·, 
hear.) Depend upon it, if you wish to uphold the glory- and 
strength of your country, in which we are all so deeply interesbd
if you wish to promote the interest of all classes, high or low tlike 
-you will discourage the kind of policy, of politics which se s 
against each other the classes who, after all, are members f a 
common country, and who have a far higher interest in the corrmon 
growth and prosperity of all than they can have in any petty and 
sectional victory of one class over another. (Cheers, during whic1 his 
lordship resumed his seat, having spoken for an hour.) 
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AT a meeting held at Hengler's Circus, Liverpool, under the 
auspices of the Liverpool Working Men's Conservative Association,. 
upwards of 6,000 people being present, the following speech was 
delivered by Sir Stafford Northcote. The Earl of Lathom occupied 
the chair. 

Sir S. NoRTHCOTE, on rising to speak, received a most enthu
siastic greeting. The right hon. gentleman said: My Lord Lathom, 
Ladies, and Gentlemon,-1 congratulate you with all my heart on 
this magnificent meeting. So there are Conservative working men, 
after all. (Laughter and cheers.) We used to be told that they 
were a myth. We were told that if there were such an animal 
as a Conservative working man, he belonged to a small knot of 
party recruits who, perhaps, might walk across the scene like what 
they call a stage army, making believe that they were a real force, 
or it might be that he belonged to an association who would 
willingly go to some rural scene of amusement, and partake in 
a Conservative fete in some gentleman's park; but as for rnal, 
intelligent Conservative working men who were to take their place· 
in t!rn Constitution of this country, they were laughed at, and we 
were ridiculed for believing in them. I should like to ask those who, 
were sceptics then to tell us what they think of such a sight as that 
which we see now. (Cheers.) Aye, and it goes beyond that, because 
you know the old proverb," Seeing is believing (cheers), but feeling 
is the truth" (renewed cheers), and it is not because we see you 
here assembled in your thousands t.o-day, but because during the 
fourteen years that your Association has been in existence, we have
felt its power on more than one occasion, that we say that we believe
in our heart in the Conservative working man. (Cheers.) Gentle
men, I, for my own part, ever since I have had opportunities-and 
I have had several-of studying the character and the conduct of the 
working classes in this country, have felt that nothing more was 
needed than that they should do justice to themselves. I never had a 
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greater lesson in political science myself than the lessons th.t I 
received during the time I was engaged in an inquiry into the mamer 
in which the working classes conducted their own friendly sOJcicies, 
and those beneficial institutions which they had organised for heir 
own good. I never had better lessons as to the manner in mich 
debates should be carried on, in which difficulties were got 
over, in which the executive could bring itself into h:arr:ony 
with the representative body, than I had in the cou.rsc of 
those inquiries; and when I concluded that task, I remenber 
well tho strongest feeling in my mind was that, al thiugh 
it might be possible to improve in this, or that, or the oher, 
particular some of the rules of your societies, it was far bitter 
that you should work them out by yomselves than that you 
-should get anybody to take upon themselves the task of tach
ing you. (Applause.) Now, gentlemen, why do I refer to t.at? 
It is because at the present moment there is a question whici is 
placed before the working class of this country-a question of the 
highest importance to themselves and to the nation. It is mt a 
question of an isolated character; it is not merely a question vith 
regard to the relations of employers and employed, though tiose 
are important ; nor the question of free trade, or the developme t of 
any of our industries ; or other great questions relating to tho om
mercial good of this country. I speak not of any of these. I speoc of 
-another question, far larger, deeper, more fundamental than these It 
is the great question whethet the working men of this country ill 
think for themselves upon the constitutional questions of the da~, or 
whether they shall get a caucus to think for them. (Applause, md 
No.) All other considerations, to my mind, as regards the condiion 
of the great working class in England, sink into insignificmce 
before this one, and I rejoice to think that I am able to mee1 an 
:assembly in this the leading provincial city of England ( applatse) 
which has taken up this question seriously, has solved it, ts I 
believe, in the right way, and who will be able, and will, I thnk, 
in honour feel themselves bound, to set to the other constitueruies 
of England an example which they have so nobly laid dovn. 
(Applause.) It was this that Lord Beaconsfield foresaw. I thnk, 
if I rightly read the date of your Association, it must have leen 
founded immediately after the passing of the Reform Act in 
1867. I believe that that has been the outcome of the expri
ment, the bold experiment, the rash experiment as some th01ght 
it at the time, by which the late Lord Beaconsfield himself th·ew 
upon the country (applause) so large a measure of responsibility for 
the conduct of their own affairs. A year has passed since hat 
great man was taken away from us. It has been a year of morrn
ing to us, but a year in which we have drawn many an en
.couragement from the lessons he has bequeathed to us. We car do 
no more appropriate honour to his memory than to endeavom to 
fulfil the task which he commenced. (Applause.) As for oursel-es, 



5 

gentlemen, I came down here, and rejoice to see you assembled as 
you are, and take courage n.nd comfort from that which I see around 
me ; and if you ask me in return whether there is any word of 
counsel or advice that I have to speak to you, I say yes, there is; 
but it is only a single word. I offer that word in full confidence 
that you will appreciate it and act upon it, and with the conviction 
that there is no other advice which I could give which would be 
better for your own interests, better for the interests of the country, 
than is contained in that one single word" Persevere." (Applause.) 
You have undertaken to carry the :flag; carry it to the end. (Cheers, 
and '' Vv e will.") If you desire us to lead you to victory, leave 
us not without your support until that victory has been accomplished 
and established. (Hear, hear.) This is not the work of a day. It 
is not a struggle that has to be fought once for all ; it is a continu
ing work. Depend upon it that as you have learned much no doubt 
in the course of fourteen years, during which you have been 
giving yourselves to the study of politics, so will you continue to 
learn if you address yourselves to the task in a true English pirit. 
You will continue to learn lessons day by day which will be precious 
to yourselves and to the country. (Cheers.) Gentlemen, we began 
this meeting by the moving of the adoption of a report, which we 
were told was to be taken as read. I hope that you understand 
those words in the same sense in which I understood them. I un
derstood that we were to take that report and to read it for our
selves, and meditate upon it. That is what l have ventured to do, 
and I can assure you that, taking tho report, and meditating upon 
the lessons which it contains, I have found no small benefit from 
many of the suggestions which are contained in it. I will fake the 
liberty of calling your attention to one or two of them. I rejoice, 
in the first place, to see that this is your fourteenth annual meeting. 
I rejoice to see that you have justified your existence by n con
tinuance in the increase of your numbers. Then I sec that you 
have given attention to many of the great and difficult problems of 
the day. One of the very first suggestions you have made is that you 
have c011sidcred the way in which the political education of the people· 
can best be conducted ; you have established a scheme for providing 
lectures. That is a mo t valuable and most useful proposal. I am 
convinced that everything in that direction-lectures, Parliamentary 
debating societies, which are now becoming so popular, and other 
means of bringing people to consider and to discuss political ques
tions- are of the very highest value. But let me turn to another point. 
In your third paragraph I see that you say that the Committee have 
shown their appreciation of the efforts made by the Grand Lodge 
of Orangemen in Ireland to protect the lives and property of the 
loyal and peaceable subjects of her Majesty in that country, who 
were left at the mercy of the lawless by the present Radical Govern
ment. You touch there a subject of the deepest interest, and which 
has given cause for the most painful reflections. It is well that 
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there should be those in that country who are ready to take faeir 
part in endeavouring to rnsist the spirit of lawlessness and to prnect 
life and property if the Government fail to do it, and it is well hat 
in this country practical sympathy and assistance should be rendered 
to those who have put themselves into that painful and invidnus 
position. But I ask, what lesson does that not teach us as to the 
failure of the Government of the country in the discharge of hat 
which everyone acknowledges to be the primary duty of e·ery 
civilised Government in the world? Why is it that we are oblged 
to look to Orange Lodges and to voluntary assistance for that wiich 
it is avowedly the duty of the Executive Government and the ?ar
liament of the day to do for us ? There are sometimes expressons 
used by those who are responsible for the Government of the corutry 
which :fill one with pain and with horror. I do not suppose f.r a 
moment that they look with indifference, or with anything bu1 the 
keenest sense of pain, and shame, and horror, at the scenes thatare 
now being enacted in the sister country. I do not suppose the-e is 
any Englishman, high or low, whose heart does not burn within iim, 
whose blood does not run cold, when he hears of such outrage as 
those which have recently shocked and horrified us. I remenber 
well how, some years ago, when our eloquent Prime Minister was 
about to call the attention of a great public meeting to the atrodies 
taking place and the sufferings which were being endured in adis
tant part of Europe (cheers and laughter)-! remember hoT he 
began his most eloquent speech by describing the feelings with wiich 
he had passed through the sleeping city of London, early ir the 
morning, and had thought to himself when these millions of sle8ers 
awoke, the :first subject that would present itself to their ninds 
would be the outrages in Bulgaria ; and I do not doubt the ame 
feeling animates the Prime Minister and the minds of his colle~ues 
now when they think of the murder of benevolent, respected , and 
unprotected ladies in cold blood in the sister country. (Hear, har.) 
But what is it, after all, the Government tell us? They say hey 
do what they can, but they can do little if these classes do not ro
tect themselves ; and they taunt those who are suffering from hese 
.dangers and these outrages with not being ready themselves to take 
up arms in thefr own defence. One could almost think they vere 
rncalling the old story of that Persian king who gave word tha the 
Jews should be destroyed, and when afterwards he was conviiced 
he had given the command in error, and that injustice would be one, 
he was too proud to rncall the command given. All he could dowas 
to call upon the Jews to defend themselves. (Cheers.) That irnot 
the spirit in which the Government of this country should be adnin
istered. Let us look a little further. My eye travels down ·our 
repol't, and I see there is a reference here to the want of spirit sbwn 
by what is called, not unfairly, their disgraceful surrender tcthe 
Boers and their misrule in Ireland. (Hear, hear, and hises.) 
Gentlemen, it is the same spirit which is at the bottom of "oth 
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these evils. It is the same want of courage, and of resolution, and 
-0f determination which has brought both these evils upon you. I 
will not raise the question-it is not necessary we should discuss 
the question-whether the policy of the late Government in South 
Africa was the right policy, or whether the policy now adopted by 
the prnsent Government was the right policy with regard to the 
annexation of the Transvaal ; but, whether one were right or the 
othe1· right, this I maintain, that the manner in which the present 
Government played fast and loose, and blew hot and cold, encouraged 
·and discouraged, and never carried into effect the policy which they 
have now taken up, until they had been defeated in the field-I say 
it was such conduct as this which fatally shocked and irremediably 
injured the prestige of England in the Transvaal. (Cheers .) It is 
the same thing in Ireland. It is because of their vacillation, because 
they said one thing at one time, and by what they said had raised 
a. spirit which they now see to be too great for safety, and which 
they would control if they could-it is by such conduct as that 
that they are giving the impression which, let us hope, it is not too 
late to efface-that the Government of England are either unwilling 
or too blind to grapple with the greatest evil which possibly could 
be set up. (Hear, hear.) Gentlemen, it is impossible for an 
Imperial Government to avoid Imperial responsibilities . (Hear, hear.) 
And while we are ready-I trust the whole Conservative party are 
ready throughout the country-to give to the Government of the 
day our hearty and cordial support in everything that may really 
be necessary to maintain law and order and the rights of property, 
t>till I say it is not less our duty, on the other side, to note their 
shortcomings, to blame their errors, and to call upon them formally, 
and without making any false excuses, to perform the duty which 
they have neglected. (Hear, hear.) Gentlemen, I cannot but 
think for my own part that the present Government, though they came 
into office with great professions, with loud blowing of trumpets, 
with a great amount of abuse of their predecessors, and a great 
glorification of themselves (laughter), and although undoubtedly 
they nnmber nmongst them men of the highest oratorical powers, who 
are well capable of swaying, and who do use those powers to sway 
the minds of the people of England-I cannot help thinking that 
that Government has, since its work has been t sted, greatly lost 
ground in the opinions of Great Britain. (Cheen:.) Why, let me 
take one question, an important one, though it is one that has not 
yet been referred to on this occasion. I mean the question of 
finance. There was no point upon which the Government of Lord 
Beaconsfield was morn seriously abused than with regard to its 
financial arrangements. Well, I am a modest man. I was responsible 
for much of those arrangements; and I have never cared to fight 
too earnestly for credit. I have said, ancl I hope I was not wrong 
in saying, as little as possible upon the financial policy of the late 
-Government; though I do feel, and am prepared to contend, that 



8 

we were doing our best under very difficult circumstances, and that 
if the duties of the Government of the country were such :;s tO' 
render necessary a large expenditure, the course which we were 
pursuing was one which was best calculated to enable Engla:id to 
fulfil those duties without injuriously increasing the burdens o: our 
population. (Hear, hear.) I still maintain that if our policy were 
now to be discussed, and we were to go through, question by question,. 
the circumstances of each successive financial arrangement, good 
reasons, and adequate reasons, might be given for the course that 
we took. But I own that when I bearcl that the great financ8r of 
the age was going back into office, and that it was one amongs; the 
most prominent points of his mission to restore order to our 
finances and to put an end to the irregularities of his predeceS:'lors, 
and when I saw that for that purpose he had taken upon hi:nself 
the unusual double burden of the Chancellorship of the ExchEquer 
(laughter) as well as that of the Prime Minister of the count7, I 
could not but think that large and important measures of a financial 
character would be submitted to us . I believe the country thcught 
so too. But what has been the result? We are taxed with 
extravagance. \¥hat was our expenditure? Our expenditure vhen 
strained to the highest point, at the time when this country hail on 
its bands not only those arrangement which were necessary for 
preserving the peace of the East of Europe and maintaininf the 
right of England in her communication with India, but also h~d at 
the same time to contend with that wholly unexpected and that 
most burdensome charge of the war in Zululand--even at that 
moment and in that year, which was the most expensive of all, we 
did not quite touch the figure which the present Government have· 
reached in the year ·which has now expired . (Cheers .) In the year 
1878-79 our expenditure amounted to £85,407,000. In the last 
year of our administration I left tho expenditure at a little ore 
than 84 millions. It has now risen in the year that has just expired 
to no less than 85,472,000 (shame and cheers), or rnme 
~50,000 or £60,000 more than the highest margin we toucied; 
and will you get very much reduction in the coming year? I 
incline to doubt it. You will apparently; but I caution you 
with regard to this, for you, gentlemen, who, I have no doubtr 
understand financial questions, should look to the point. You 
will apparently have a smaller expenditure in this year th~n in 
tho preceding year. Yon shonlcl look at this becnuse i• i3 im
portant. There is a new and different way of estimating exp:mdi
ture of the country introduced this year . (Oh!) In former 1ears 
you took the whole of tho expenditure on the Estim 0 te, and 
accounted it at so much expenditure, and on the other side you took 
certain receipts, as, for instance, the sale of old stores, and grruped 
them on the side of revenue. That is going to be change:i in 
future, and you will not have the whole expenditure on the one 
and the gross receipt on the other side to balance that ; but you 
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will have these receipts deducted from the gross expenditure, and 
the expenditure will be less by the amount of these deductions ; 
while, on the other hand, the revenue will also be less by exactly the 
same amount. (Applause, laughte1· , and interruption .) And, so far as 
I am able to judge from the papers that have already been presented, 
I imagine that that difficulty will be something like £800,000, so that 
probably the real expenditure estimated in the old way will be 
not less than about £85,000,000. I must apologise to you, and to 
the ladies, for going into detail s of this kind; but in truth they lie at 
.the root of a great deal of the happiness and prosperity of the 
.country (hear, hear); and it is worth while, when the country is 
.allowed, to take notice of representations such as these addressed to 
it. When a great financier was about to perform miracles in the 
-0rgn.nisation of :finances, it is worth while to consider how far these 
,expectations have been fulfilled. I do not like to say anything that 
may seem disrespectful ; but it is impos ible not to be somewhat 
.carried away by that which is called the ,rwnius loci, or, in other 
words, by the spirit of the place where you happen to be assembled. 
I find myself now in an area which is devoted to feats of horseman
ship (laughter), and I am almost irresistibly reminded of the 
description given by one of our favourite writers, who passed away 
from us some few years ago, of a horse':' such as, no doubt, you never 
saw in this or any other circus. It was described in graphic language as 
being a horse of great promise but of little performance. (Applause and 
laughter.) As he went past, we were told he would lift his legs so 
high, and use such grand action, that it wa.s difficult for the spectators 
to persuade themselves that he was going at less than fourteen miles 
an holll'. But though he inspired strangers with the warmest hopes, 
it is recorded that he inspired those who knew him well with a sort 
of grim despair. (Laughter.) I do not apply that, let me say, 
simply to our finance ; I apply it to the general performance as con
trasted with the general promises of the Government. (Hear, hear.) 
There have been other members of tho present Government who 
have promised good things to us , but whoso performance fell very 
.sMrt of them. There has always been a great profession amongst 
the Liberals; they were very loud in the days of the Mid-Lothian 
.campaign in telling us that we neglected the homely but essential 
interests of the country for the sake of some wild foreign policy, or 
some ambitious imperial dreams, and they gave us to understand 
that they were the men who would i·edress the wrong. All I can 
say is, that when we did endeavour with the late Parliament to 
introduce measures of the kind which they said we ought to have 
brought forward, we were met by the most obstructive opposition 
-0n the part of mon who now sit on the Treasury Bench. I remember 
on one occasion sitting the whole of the night of the 11th of August, 
thinking when the morning dawned on the 12th of those happy 

* Jdr. Peeksniff's horse.-See ",Martin Chunlewit." 
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friends who were disporting themselves on the moors, whilst we were 
walking through the lobbies at the instance of Mr. Chamberlain (Oh, 
oh, and uproar) and Mr.Shaw-Lefevre, thepresentFirstCommissio::ier 
of Works. These are things of the past, and these gentlemen hive 
become converted, and as you know there are no enthusiasts like 
converts, and being converts they are determined they will put a s~op 
to our wicked proceedings if they can. (Laughter.) They med 
not be afraid of that, for we should be the last people to stop my 
beneficial measures like those of which we are speaking. But tJi.ey 
now come forward and propose the cloture in the hardest form tli.ey 
can in order to do-what? That is one of these difficulties with 
which we are beset. If I were disposed to be of a suspicious turn 
of mind, I would say it was in order to make an excnse for their ::iot 
fulfilling their own engagements. (Applause.) Because undoubteily 
it is true that the time which has been wasted in the discus ·on 
might have been, and ought to have been, profitably employed in 
proposing legislative work. (Applause.) I say that the Govermmnt 
and their supporters have no right, from what has passed, to tli nk 
that if they had pressed such legislative measures they would htve 
been met by obstruction. But remember this. Last year, whe:i it 
was essential for the Government of the country that a cerlain 
measure should be dealt with with unusual speed we were quite rea.dy 
to vote urgency, and to give them precedence in the carrying of fuat 
measure. (Hear, and cheers.) We would have done the srane 
again. We were ready also to discuss and adopt many measrres
that they themselves were ready to propose, which would mate]!litlly 
have lightened the transaction of business in the House, 1nd 
which would have enabled the Government of the day, whattver 
Government it might be, to carry on that business with IDlCh 
less waste of time than heretofore. But none of these thi::igs 
will they have. They must have their cloture, and must 
insist upon forcing down not only our throats, but the 
throats of many of their own supporters (laughter), measure of 
which we feel the effect will be to curtail and degrade freedon. of 
speech in Parliament. (Cheers.) We are told that this is a meamre 
which ought not to be made a party question. I quite agree in 
that, and I agree with those who, upon many occasions, say fuat · 
this or that or the other measure ought not to be made a pirty 
question. Somehow they always come to be made party questions. 
(Laughter.) That may be a necessity of the case, but let us unter
stancl what is meant when Government comes forward and makes 
proposals, and says, "Do not let us treat this as a party qu.es
tion." Proposals are made by them on their own authority, 1nd 
proposals which they are aware are much objected to by a hrge 
proportion of the House, including many members of their own 
side-proposals which very fairly, it may be said, interest the 
whole House, because they affect the power of doing busines:i
now how would you suppose that a man of business and comnon 
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sense would treat such a question as that so as not to make it 
a party one ? The way, I suppose, would be that every man 
shoul 1 be there to give his counsel openly and to give his vote 
freely, and according to his own opinion without regard to his 
party tics ; but is that the way in which they treat us ? Not at 
all. What they mean by saying it is not to be a party question 
is that their own party must support them, whether they like it 
or not, and the Conservative party must agree with them, however 
wrong the Government in their opinion may be. Gentlemen, we 
have made up our minds. We may be abused for our persistence 
in this matter, but we feel that we have a duty to perform, and 
we feel that a great responsibility is laid upon us, and we are 
determined that, whether we be few or whether we be many, when 
we see a duty lying clearly before us we will not shrink from per
forming it.. (Cheers.) There have been occasions, oven in the 
present Pm:liament, in which we have found that courage duly 
xerted has met with success . We haYe found that the minority, 

if they dare to use their Constitutional position, may influence, and 
do influence, the decisions even of a great majority, and I venture 
to think that this is an occasion of the sort. Oh, yes : the times are 
serious-the times are perplexing, the duties which lie either before 
the Ministry of the day, or those who m:ght under any possible 
circumstances be calle c1 upon to take part in the conduct of 
affairs, are such as to make the boldest pause and be thoughtful 
as to the action which we are to take. Let us take counsel together. 
We are !tnxious that we should do it. You allowed me just now 
to give you an illustration drawn from the circus. May I, before 
we part, introduce to yon one more horse? (Laughter.) It is 
one which you never s.-1.w, but of which, no doubt, many of 
you have heard-it was a horse not of flesh and bone, but of 
wood, and it played a great part in the history of Greece and 
of Troy. There was !t long siege, and tho city of Troy resisted 
the Greeks, who were unable to conquer it, and at last they 
retired, having constructed an enormous horse of wood and 
filled it with soldiers ; and they sent emissaries to the Trojans 
telling them it would be greatly to their advantage, and, indeed, 
necessary to the safety of the city, that that horse should be 
introduced within the walls of Troy. The Trojans were only too 
ready to follow the advice; they fell into the trap. There were 
some who raised their voices against the policy of introducing the 
hor:--e, but they were not listened to. They were the victims of 
popular rage. The walls had to be pulled down so that the horse 
should be n.dmitted. There were warnings, and the sound of the 
clashing of arms even within the horse, as you might have heard 
recently a Secretary of State letting drop hasty words of what 
would happen when they got their wooden horse in. (Laughter.) 
But the work was done, the city was betrayed, and the horse 
brought forth the forces that were contained within it. Let us take 
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care that we are not led into a similar fate on this occasion. Let 
us take care that this power, which may for the moment be intended 
for legitimate purposes, does not become an engine in the hands of 
an unscrupulous Government for silencing any opposition that may 
henceforward be raised against it. (Hear, hear.) If it fell into the 
hands of a determined Minister, supported by an unscrupulous 
caucus, you may depend upon it such power would then be used, not 
only to force forward measures which might be disliked, and to stop 
those which the Government of the day might disapprove of; but 
more than that, to shelter the Government of the day from the effects 
of their own policy, from votes of censure or anything else that might 
be disagreeable, by the simple exercise of the power of closing the de
bate. This is an example we have had read to us in the proceedings 
of the French Parliament at certain periods in its existence. That 
is what we believe has taken place, what we believe will take place, 
in other countries where this system is in existence. But in Eng
land it would be a very serious thing in this respect to imitate 
foreign Assemblies ; because the position Parliament occupies in the 
constitution of this great Empire is one to which no foreign Assembly 
can pretend, and which bears comparison with no other Assembly 
in the civilised world. (Hear, hear.) We, for our part, desire no 
closing of debate for the purpose of stifling the voice of any 
minority which can make. itself properly heard and which represents 
the feeling of the people. Rather, we invite criticism; we invite 
discussion ; we look with pleasure, turning from such painful scenes 
as these I have been describing, upon the prospect of great classes 
of Englishmen co-operating together in tho legitimate study of 
great political questions and in the free and noble exercise of high 
political functions. (Cheers.) 
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Sm STAFFORD N ORTTTCOTE on rising was receive<l with great ch00r
ing. He said : 

LADIES A n GENTLE:\rnN,-My noble friend Lord Dalkeith has 
kindly told you that he has undertaken to introduce me to this 
assembly, and I should feel that if I really needed an introdu -
ti on, there is no one at whose hands I should be so glad to receive 
it. But I venture to hope that you will not think me pre
sumptuous in saying that upon this occa ion I feel that I do not 
require an introduction at all, because this is a meeting of the 
Conservative working men of Edinburgh, who have for some 
time done me the honour of electing a11d re-electing me as their 
pret3ident, and I am her n th pr ent. a. ion to t tjf y my 
int rest in their proceedings ; and if I may for a moment cl well 
upon the movements of so insignificant a person, I may tell you 
that my recent progress through the south rn kingdom-which 
still, I believe, remains part of the nited Kingdom-was due to 
the engagement which I had made early in the year to come 
and visit my friends in Edinburgh, and that I have found it im
possible to make my way through England without receiving 
numerous invitations from Conservative associations and friends 
of the cause in some of the counties through which I Lave passed 
on my way here. If it had been in my power to attend to and 
accept all those invitations, I shoull indeed have had a very 
large amount of work cut out for me. I may say, also, that wh0n it 
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was known that I was coming to Scotland, I received no inconsid:r
able number of invitations from most important Scottish cm
stituencic s, and, indeed, I might have spent pretty well ihe 
whole of the remainder of the Parliamentary recess in visiti1g 
the friends who have invited me to talk to them about politicsin 
all parts of Great Britain. Well, that is tolerably cheering or 
one who is connected with the party that is in a minority. It 
shows that the heart and spirit of our friends hav not b n 
quelled. It shows that they do not look upon themselves a. a 
defeated and a hopeless faction, but that they still claim th•ir 
part in the management of the affairs of the country, and tlat 
they still hope for a time which shall enable them to wipe cut 
the misfortunes of last year. Here in Scotland, especially, I 
have the pleasure of seeing around me many friends, some of 
them still representatives of Scotch constituencies, others w10 
are what I may say past and future representatives, all of thm 
ready to come forward and to say that in Scotland, at all e-rnns, 
the Conservative cause is not despaired of. 

My noble friend bas reminded you that a few years ago I htd 
the honour of addressing an Edinburgh audience in this hall in 
which we now stand. Much has happened since then. It '''ts 
five years ago or thereabouts that I had the honour of appe ri1g 
before an Edinburgh audience. It was at a time when the GC\·
ernment of Lord Beaconsfield appeared at all events to p s s 
the confidence of the nation, and when we were exerting 01r
selves, as wo thought successfully, to ju tify the good opinim 
which Lael placed us in office. Almost up to the time of hi1h 
I speak, tho CcLrocr of that Government had been a smooth aid 
a successful one. But just before I had the honour of adclre 'si1g 
the audience of which I speak, a change had begun to come ov;r 
the spirit of the country. That change was mainly du to tie 
awakening of the present Prime Minister from the letLarfy 
which had apparently b set him after his grea.t d feat i t1 
year 187 4-when he began once more to exercise those mfl'
vellous gifts of oratory which have given him an exceptioml 
influence over the whole of this country, and especially °''Jr 
those parts of it which he has visited, and in which h has bem 
personally known as a speaker-and when he was makin6 1p 
for his Yoluntary retirement and temporary self-abnegatio~, ly 
pouring out upon u the accumulated flood of oratory that h:d 
been pent up in two or three sessions. ·well, it was an an .x:i01s 
time. It was a time when this country and the whole of El:ro e 
were awakened by events over which we had no control-' hid1 
were not of om· originating-which, so far a8 we w re once nel, 
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we should have been only too glad to have put aside and staved 
off. But they were events which involved issues of the greatest 
moment to the European system, and to the particular and Eastern 
separate interests of the United Kingdom. At that moment question. 
disturbances were beginning in the Ottoman Empire and in 
some of the provinces of Turkey which gave us reason to appre-
hend that the whole of that thorny Eastern question-which 
cannot be raised without at once affecting all the interests of the 
British Empire and of its great dependency in India-would be 
reopened. The country was awakened by the uneasiness which 
naturally attends the opening up of that question. It was also 
affected by the terrible stories of suffering, by the outrages and 
barbarisms which were being perpetrated in certain of the pro-
vinces of Turkey. There never was a moment at which it was 
of greater importance to the interests of the United Kingdom 
that her Ministers should be firm, and ready, and bold, and, at 
the same time, that her people should have confidence and 
should be patient, than there ·was at that moment. It was not 
a simple question of the misgovernment, or the cruelties, or the 
defects of the administration of this or the other country. It 
was a question which affected the whole European system,-! 
may even say the whole system of the world; and it affected 
particularly the interests of this country, because it threatened 
the communications between us and our Eastern possessions. 
But at that moment it pleased Mr Gladstone-while we were 
with the greatest anxiety watching the movements of all the 
Powers that were more or less interested, in different ways, in 
the solution of the question-it pleased Mr Gladstone, waking 
from his dreams, to come forward, and to set himself with all the 
energy of his nature, to accomplish two objects. The first of 
these objects was the destruction of the Turkish Empire, and 
the second was the destruction of the Conservative Ministry. 
Gentlemen, I will not detain you by going at length into 
the history of the events that followed. There was a serious 
addition to the complications that we had to face. We had to 
reckon with the other European nations that their interests
Russian, Austrian, and French interests-at every turn were con
cerned, and that we had, therefore, to deal with questions of the 
greatest difficulty and delicacy. It was no small addition to our 
responsibility-no small addition to the difficulties with which 
we had to contend-when we found ourselves not only con
fronted with jealous rivals, in the front and on the flank, but 
even in the rear we vrnre taken at a disadvantage by our own 
countrymen. Gentlemen, notwithstanding that disadvantage, 
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the Government, animated by the spirit of Lord Beaconsfuld, 
did not shrink from the task imposed upon them. Despite the 
misconstruction, despite all the opposition open or covert, vith 
which we had to contend, we were determined to do that wlich 
lay in our power to defend at the same time the general inteests 
of Europe, and the more particular interests of this courlry. 
That last was imputed to us as a very great crime. We vere 
told that we were guilty of the grossest selfishness in Euro_rean 
affairs. We knew very well that we were the trustees of Fng
land, that we were bound to look after the interests of G·eat 
Britain, and we knew that if we did not do so there was no ne 
else to do it. My belief is-I know that Lord Beaconsfidd's 
belief was-that if we had been fairly treated and thoroufhly 
supported by all parties in this country, we could have preverted 
the great struggle that afterwards ensued. The more I reiect 
upon the circumstances, the more convinced I am in that belef; 
but the very eloquent language in which we we.re assailed, the 
denunciations to which we were subjected, the misrepresentatims, 
encouraged our enemies and weakened our hands. 

Well, the war broke out-the war between Russia and Tur:ey. 
Using such means as we had in our power, we obtained the ery 
great result of preventing that war from becoming general I 
speak my own convictions-perhaps I misjudge; perhaps I am 
wrong-but my own belief is, that had we shown a less firm font, 
had we taken a course which, to judge from their example si1ce, 
the present Government would likely enough have taken, ·hat 
war, melancholy as it was, would have been made tenfold tr a 
hundredfold more disastrous, for it would have brought ab01t a 
great European convulsion. At the critical moment, when the 
Russian army were within striking distance of Constantinmle, 
when every Power in Europe felt that the seizure of that captal 
would bring about the most disastrous results to the Europan 
system and to the cause of civilisation, who was it stopped hat 
advance of the victorious army? It was the voice of lord 
Beaconsfield-it was the decision of the English Cabinet ; md 
I venture to say that when the present Government speal of 
what they have done in the way of solving the questions wlich 
undoubtedly have for some time perplexed Europe, and tow:rds 
the solution of which they have no more than the fly on the 
wheel contributed-I venture to say that when they speak 1ith 
triumph of those successes, they must not leave out of sight nis, 
that if it hacl not been for the action of the maligned Conse-va
tive Government, there would have been no Constantinople to 
preach to, and no Turkish Empire to improve. Well, but iow 
let me ask you for a moment what has been .the net result of all 
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that has happened? Mr Gladstone failed in one of his two ob
jects : he failed in destroying the Turkish Empire, and if we may 
judge from recent utterances, he must feel extremely glad now 
that he did fail. But in his other object he succeeded. He 
succeeded in destroying and turning out of office the Govern
ment to which he was so bitterly opposed. I speak with diffi
dence before a Mid-Lothian audience. You, of course, heartily 
approve of what he did. At all events, it was on this theatre 
that the great victory was won. ·w oll, I am quite aware that 
a defeated party is always liable to the charge of misconstruing, 
undervaluing, and misrepresenting its successful opponents, and 
I have no doubt that even the Conservative party may fairly be 
looked upon as untrustworthy witnesses to the results of the 
policy of their opponents. I do not attempt to judge them as 
from my own authority, or ask you to accept upon any statement 
of mine, criticism of the conduct of our opponents. But I do 
think that the time has come when it is quite reasonable that 
you should look with your own calm judgments upon the results 
of the great work they were to accomplish in the beginning 
of last year, and that you should begin to ask, at all events, up 
to the present time how far these results have been satisfied. 
Taking the illustration of a business company, I would say that 
haying turned out the old directors, you the shareholders have 
a perfect right now to call upon the new directors to explain 
some of the circumstances which may appear to require a little 
further elucidation. 

Well, now, what really has been the result of the change of Results of 
Government? vV e were promised a great deal. To say that we ~hange of 
have not obtained all that was promised is not much. Because m~:~~n- -
when men are in extremis-when they are fighting, as it seemed 
to them that they were fighting, a very desperate battle-they 
are ready naturally to promise with the right hand and with the 
left hand, and if they can perform only a fair proportion of their 
promises, no doubt they think they have done very well. But 
let us for a moment consider two or three of the principal matters 
which interest a community in the canying on of its affairs. 
What has been the success of the Government, and what has 
been the comparative success of this Government and of the last, 
in such matters as our foreign affairs, our colonial affairs, the 
management of our finances, the management of our Parlia-
mentary sy tern, and the management of that great portion of 
the United Kingdom, the sister island of Ireland? Well, I sup-
pose I should take several days and nights if I were to endeavour 
to go through all these matters at length; but let me touch upon 
them very briefly. We have been talking about foreign affairs. 
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Lord Salisbury last night, in a very powerful speech, poi1ted 
out that there is at present prevailing an idea that everytling 
that has been accomplished has been accomplished by the pre
sent Government; and he expressed very sincerely, from the 
bottom of his heart, his gratitude to a body of friends at fow
castle, who, in an address which they presented to us, recognsed 
the fact that the Berlin Treaty was made under the auspicesand 
at the instance of the Conservative Government. Well, t ere 
have been several things done by the Conservative Governnent 
which were greatly abused and very much sneered at by the 
present gentlemen when they were in Opposition, upon w1ich 
I suspect that by this time their opinions are very much chanred. 
I do not go into that question, which my colleague entered nto 
last night, with regard to the particular arrangements in Bulgtria 
and in Greece. I think he showed pretty conclusively thatthe 
achievements of this Government fell far short of their prom:ses, 
and fell short of what might have been expected e en from the 
Berlin Treaty. But with regard to another and a Yery delDate 
question-I mean the question of Egypt, upon which :L is 
necessary that we should speak with great reserve and cau;ion 
--I think even upon that it is not amiss to compare the pro~ed
ings and the action of the late Government with the word1, at 
all events, and possibly the action, of the present Governmmt. 
Now, all of you know of what enormous importance it i to the 
interests of the British Empire that your road to India sA.oul be 
safe and secure . You know well that in the first or seco d "'ear 
of Lord Beaconsfield's Government an opportunity occun·e~ for 
obtaining-by no act of violence, by no act of overbearing pover, 
by no disregard of the interests of others, but by fair purchare
an important influence over the regulation of that gr at highvay 
to the East-the Suez Canal. When it became a questi n vith 
our Government whether we should make the purchase of the 
shares that were then offered to us, we had to consider not 111ly 
the advanta.ges this country might possibly obtain from the Jur
chase, but also the great disadvantages we might incur if we 
failed to make it, and if that great enterprise were to £ ll-c:.s it 
possibly might have fallen-into the hands of anoth r Euro1ean 
Power. vVe did purchase ; and the country confirnned our ct. 
But it was sneered at ancl reprobated in eYery poss]b le lray oth 
by Mr Gladstone and his colleagues in office. We were tolt, of 
course, that as a matter of business it was the mo ·t ridicuous 
speculation that could have possibly been made. ell, wedid 
not think much of that, because we did not make t1ie purclase 
as a business speculation. But at the same time wee falt tb1.t if 
it \rnre regarded as a business transaction, it was mo: unli:ely 
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to turn out a good one. After all l\Ir Gladstone's and Lord 
Hartington's sneers and reprobation, supported as they were by 
elaborate calculations and quotations from the price-list, the 
result is this. We were told it by the Prime Minister himself. 
I would not a. k you to take things on my authority, but on the 
authority of your right hon. representative. Mr Gladstone was Its finan
asked in the House of Commons this year as to the past and cial re
present value of the Suez Canal shares which we had purchased, sults. 
and he told us this-that whereas the original price, including 
all the expenses connected with them, had cost the country 
£4,076,000, the present value of the shares might be taken at 
£8,826,000. Consequently, said Mr Gladstone, they may be 
said to have acquired a profit of £-!, 7 50,000. Well, I said we 
did not consider the matter in the light of a commercial specula-
tion ; but, at the same time, it is just as well it should be known 
we had not altogether thrown away the money so invested. But 
I don't wish to lay much stress on that, because I am quite 
aware that at the present moment it is not in contemplation to 
realise our profit. It is not in contemplation to treat these 
shares as a man might treat the shares he has bought in some 
South American railway. We want to occupy a position which 
will be of importance to us in the maintenance of our high way 
to India. And, remembering the position which the Suez Canal 
occupies in that communication, I say we have done well to 
obtain that position. It is all very well to talk about the num-
ber of votes you get. It is not the number of votes to which 
you must look; it is the great influence we obtain by the hold 
we have-the right we have to speak in these affairs; and this 
I will undertake to say from my own knowledge, that as long as 
we remained in office-and from what I have heard since we 
quitted office-no question of importance has arisen regarding 
the management of the magnificent canal in which English 
interests were at stake,-there has been no such occasion on 
whi h the British directors have not been listened to with 
respect, aud their point carried. 

But we must go beyond that. Let us look at what is passing Egypt. 
at the present moment. I allude to it with delicacy and reserve ; 
but you see yourselves how anxious every one is for the next 
news-the ne"·s of the next week, or month, or so-from Egypt. 
There have been in that country movements which might easily, 
under certain circumstances, have led to revolution; and revolu-
tion would have led either to occupation of the country by one 
or more European Powers, or to a state of anarchy which would 
have been more disastrous even than foreign occupation. How 
is it that that has been averted for the present? and how is it 
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that the dangers which still, I fear, to some extent ex:iist, ht rn 
been mitigated to the comparatively small dimensions which tley 
now exhibit? Through two circumstances. In the first plroe, 
the dangers would have been multiplied an hundredfold if .Y.Ir 
Gladstone's policy of turning the Turkish officials '' oag rod 
baggage" out of the Turkish dominions had been adopted. 1ou 
have been able at a critical moment, by your representation to 
the Turkish Government, to retard and stave off the dangen of 
military insubordination in Egypt. You coulrl not have done t1is 
after a "bag and baggage " clearance. That is one circumstame. 
But there is another. The result of our purchase was, that e 
became morn connected with the financial affairs of Egypt. Ve 
found that country in a position which threatened banJrrupty 
and ruin. Bankruptcy and ruin, we are told, occasions only ihe 
ruin of a few bondholders and speculators. Gentlemen in his 
case it meant a great deal more than that. It meant putting n 
the Egyptian fellalieen an intolerable pressure, in order to wri1g 
from them a miserable amount of taxation. It threatened 1he 
putting, by the Egyptian Government, of an intolerable pressue 
upon their own taxpayers, in order to wring from them that mirer
able amount of taxation. By the intervention of which we wffe 
the authors, you have obtained enormous improvements in 1he 
fiscal administration of that country. So far from your acton 
having been selfish, it has been of the greatest benefit to 1he 
Egyptian people. It has enabled the Government to do justne, 
or something more like justice, to its creditors abroad, while,at 
the same time, it has been putting less and less pressure upon its 
subjects at home; and though you have now had the specta;le 
of military disaffection, and something approaching to a; militcry 
revolt, that has not been complicated by what would have bee1 a 
most serious complication-distress among the population. 'The 
intervention of your English officers, of your English represena
tives-of Sir Edwin Malet, who, I am glad to say, has receil,(3d 
the reward of his scnrices, and of another officer, Mr Colvin, w10, 
I hope, will also receive similar reward-staved off that danger or 
the present. I say nothing more upon that subject; but don't et 
yourselves be led away by any clap-trap observations from ke1p
ing your attention fixed upon the great importance, if you mean 
to maintain the British Empire in India,-the great importance of 
maintaining that position which is so valuable to you in Egyp. 

Africa- Well, I don't know that there have been any other fore~n 
the Trans- matters in which the present Government have greatly distn
Taal. guished themselves. They tell us that we were all wrong eve-y-

where, and we supposed they vrnre going to put u all ritlit 
everywhere. Perhaps you may think: they have done it, the·e-
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fore I won't enlarge upon the circumstance, but I will say one 
word upon another of the important interests that were com
mitted to their charge. Next to foreign affairs let us look for a 
moment to colonial affairs, and from Egypt we naturally go to 
the other route to India-viz., the Cape. I ask you, are you 
satisfied with the conduct of the present Government? I can
not conceive of what materials that man could be made who is 
sati fied. I quite understand the position that was taken by 
those who said that we had no business to annex the Transvaal, 
and that it ought to be given up. The present Government 
said that while they were out of office, but when they came into 
office they did not do what they had said, because they told us 
distinctly that nothing could induce them to give it up until her 
Majesty's authority was vindicated. Indeed, they held stronger 
language than that, for I am not overstating the case. They 
said we must uphold that which had been done, and we must 
maintain the authority of the Queen, for the sake not only of the 
empire, but for the sake of those who are directly concerned
the great body of the inhabitants, native as well as European, of 
the Transvaal itself. I could have understood those who said 
these objects are desirable, but they are not to be obtained at the 
cost of bloodshed. Or I could have understood those who said 
these objects are such that we must not altogether shrink from 
that terrible evil-the necessity for bloodshed. But the Govern
ment have taken all these courses one after another, and have 
always contrived to take the course at each time which was the 
most likely to produce mischief. If they had, in the first in
stance, frankly said that they wore prepared to give back the 
Transvaal, they might have done it upon such terms as they 
chose. They would have done it with the most favourable con
ditions that they chose to impose, and with the prestige of the 
British Empire behind those conditions, with the certainty that 
they would have enforced them, and that they would have been 
observed. What happened? Having first refused, and refused 
over and over again, and allowed language to be used which 
seemed to imply that their determination was final-having re
fused to give up that position, they agreed, after they had been 
beaten two or three times, to abandon it on conditions. Well, 
the conditions were very carefully arranged, and they appeared 
to be accepted; and now it seems that they have not been ac
cepted, and that the opposite party say that it must be given up 
without conditions, or next to 1wne. And at the present mo
ment it appears to be a matter that is being carefully discussed 
by the Government whether they shall accept those pretensions 
of the Boers to obtain the sovereignty of that country which was 
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lately in the hands of our Government, to the prejudice not only 
of any British subjects who might be there, but to the prejudice 
also of the large native population-without conditions that may 
secure either the one or the other. "'vVell, I really won't go into 
the controversy of whether this is right or wrong, but I ash you, 
is this one of the fields in which you can say you have glined 
so very much by the change of Government? 

Gentlemen, I will say a very few words upon another question, 
although it is one of considerable interest to us all,-I mean, 
upon the financial position of the Government. We were told 
that we were the most extravagant and the most mismamging 
Government in the matter of finance that had for a long time 
swayed the destiny of the British Exchequer. We had all sorts 
of terrible imputations cast upon us. But what have we seen 
the present Government do? They have accepted the main 
lines of our financial arrangements so far as relates to all ;hose 
questions which they were so great upon-on the reductim of 
the national debt, and the manner of dealing with the gndual 
extinction, or at all events gradual reduction, of the national 
debt. We have had a great deal of contempt poured upo). our 
proposals with regard to the sinking fund, and yet the sir.king 
fund is maintained, and is made the very basis of their :financial 
proposals I I do not care to go back to matters which are now 
past, but yet I do venture to say one word to you-because vords 
very often change their meaning and are misunderstood- with 
regard to that matter of the sinking fund. You understand, I 
hope, what was the nature of the proposal that I made upon that 
subject some years ago. Some years ago the practice of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was, in estimating for the expJndi
ture of the coming year, to make provision, of course, f01 the 
payment of the interest of the national debt for the coning 
twelvemonth; and as the national debt was gradually dimin· hed 
by the action of terminable annuities which had been created by 
Mr Gladstone and other Ministers, the amount that was SJ re
quired for the payment of the annual interest from time to time 
somewhat diminished. The proposal which I made was, tLat we 
should fix a certain sum-somewhat higher than the amount that 
we were then paying for the interest of the discharge of the debt, 
and that that amount should be applied every year to the pay
ment of the interest in the first place, and with regard t the 
remainder, for the reduction of the principal. 

The object which I had in view was this, to introduce S)me
thing like steadiness into our finance; and that we should not 
from time to time, because there happened to be a little nduc
tion here in our charges, or a little reduction there, app y a 
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smaller sum than we were doing to the reduction of the debt; and 
I therefore called upon the Parliament, and the House of Com
mons was good enough to agree, to raise the amount that we 
were paying at that time-something like twenty-seven millions 
and a quarter-to a fixed amount of twenty-eight millions a-year, 
which twenty-eight millions a-year was to continue permanently, 
and so to cover not only the interest but the reduction of the 
debt. Now, I know I am speaking to a body of gentlemen who 
are familiar-a great many of them-with business calculations, 
and they will easily understand the operation of such a proposal 
as I made in the event of additions not being made to the debt 
-that is to say, if the twenty-eight millions were enough in one 
year to pay the whole charge of the debt, and to leave, say, half 
a million or a million surplus, that half million or million surplus 
being struck off from the capital of the debt, the amount of 
interest to be paid in the next year would be less by the amount 
of the interest on that half million or million ; and as the amount 
that would be paid would be the same, of course that same amount 
would not only suffice to pay the whole interest of the debt on 
the half million or million amount, but something more, because 
it would also cover the reduction upon the amount which had 
been saved by the discharge of that million or half million of 
capital; and as this process was continued, the amount of charge 
for interest would every year become smaller, while the amount 
applicable to the redemption of capital would every year become 
larger. When once these provisions had been put into an Act of 
Parliament, the reduction of the debt would become a serious 
matter, which could not be tampered with without a solemn Act 
of Parliament ; and my belief was and is that it would be a very 
great safeguard against tampering with our financial system that 
such a provision should exist. Well, this was laughed at at the 
time; but it is a system which has been maintained, though with 
a shrug, by Mr Gladstone himself, and it is in fact the basis of 
the proposal which he made this year, but which we have not yet 
had carried into full effect, of some further operations upon the 
debt. These are operations in detail which are consistent with, 
and the natural sequence from, the arrangements which I made. 

But then you may be told-" Oh, yes ; that is all very fine, 
supposing that you did not add to the debt in any other way." 
Well, it is perfectly true we did add to the debt. We added to 
the debt in two ways.1 We added to the debt, in the first place, 

1 The other way in which we added to the debt, bnt which I omitted to 
mention, was by borrowing money to lend to local authorities. The sums so 
borrowed are fully covered by the local securities on which they have been 
advanced, and do not really constitute any addition to the National Debt 
at all.-Note by Sir S. H. N. 
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by the sums which we felt ourselves obliged to raise for the pur
poses-the great purposes-of nationn.1 defence. But we did not 
propose to add these as a permanent addition to the debt. When 
we had ascertained what the amount was which remained upon 
our warlike expenditure over and above that provided for out of 
taxation, we turned the amount into a short annuity, which would 
expire by the year 1885, and for the purpose of covering the pay
ment of that annuity we put into a new Act of Parliament a pro
vision that the amount that should be provided every year under 
my system for the interest and reduction of the debt should be 
raised from £28,000,000 to £28,800,000. Therefore, we did make 
provision for the amount so raised. Mr Gladstone has turned a 
portion of the money-that was not this particular portion, but 
a portion which was to expire within tbe short period of 1885-
into a longer annuity, and spread it over a greater num er of 
years, extending it to the year nineteen hundred and some date 
or other. We used to be told that system of spreading the debt 
over several years was a very wicked thing, and I suppose in our 
hands it was a very wicked thing ; but it is marvellous how that 
which is wicked in the hands of one man is good in the hands of 
another. 

With regard to other financial operations, undoubtedly I was 
one who looked with some anxiety as to what would be the pro
ceedings of the great Prime Minister and Chancellor of th Ex
chequer with his first budget. He did not leave me long i the 
dark. I thought he would have taken a year at least to coLsider 
the subject and set me right in a very superior manner. But 
that was not Mr Gladstone's view of what was his duty. S tting 
aside all other matters, he came forth with his important budget 
in the very first months of his Government, and what wail the 
important budget which he proposed? He proposed three tbings. 
He told us in the first place that it was absolutely necessar:y that 
he should proceed with this at once, because he had a very im
portant treaty on hand-the commercial negotiations with Fnnce. 
It was of the highest importance to the interests of this county
it was of the highest importance to the interests of this country 
-that we should get a good and favourable treaty with F1ance, 
and there was a means open to us for obtaining this des··able 
result. Give him the means to reduce the duties on the F ench 
wines, and we should see what we should see. Now, ncbody 
would for a moment dispute the great importance of having ago d 
commercial arrangement with France ; but suppose you wtre to 
say to France-" If you don't come to a good agreement with 
us, we will add a shilling to our duties on your wines,'' that 
would be a very wicked thing: that would be retaliation-that 
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would be contrary to the principles of free trade; while, if you 
say to France-" If you'll give us these terms, we'll take off 
sixpence from our duties," that would be quite right. I don't 
doubt there is a good deal in it, and I accept with submission 
the teachings of so high an authority. l\fr Gladstone had a 
right to speak with authority on such a matter, because he bad 
been the Minister principally responsible for the original treaty 
with France in 1860, and everybody thought, "Here it is at 
once. We have got this great Liberal, economical, and intelli
gent Government, which is going to set right the position of 
England in the European markets by this great transaction with 
France." Do you think it has been so very successful? Well, 
that was one thing. Then he had got something else. He was 
going to give us the abolition of the malt tax. Well, I am really Malt tax. 
afraid to speak about that abolition, because I see Mr Gladstone 
goes about now saying, "I call you all to witness "-I think that 
was to the electors of Leeds-" I call you all to witness that for 
years, when the Conservatives or the Tories have been out of 
office, they have always been crying for an abolition of the malt 
tax, and when I gave it to them they don't seem to care about 
it." Well, that is very wicked ; but really it is hard upon us 
that we should be treated in that way. So far as I can remem-
ber, I never voted for the abolition of the malt tax in my life, 
nor I think have many of the leading Conservatives done so. 
\!{ e did not feel we were called upon to do so-not because 
I should not think it was a desirable thing to give every pos-
sible relief to the great agricultural interest, but because I felt 
it was impossible for the revenue to dispense with the duties 
on malt liquor, and because I did not see my vray to any 
change of the system of raising the duty, which would make 
any material difference, or any difference at all, to those who 
had to pay it. We al ways, therefore, resisted the proposal ; 
but I may say we were a little astonish d when Mr Glad-
stone came forward with a propo al which was, in one sense, 
to clo away with the malt tax, and, on the other hand, to put 
on an additional beer tax which should produce something 
similar, only a little more. I daresay many of you have heard 
the story of the philanthropic old lady who, when there was a 
discussion about doing away with chimney sweeps, suggested 
that a good way would be to put a goose down the chimney, allow 
it to flutter, and so cleanse it. It was pointed out to her that 
perhaps that would be cruel to the goose, and she replied, "Well, 
I should not like to be cruel to the goose; if you were to put a 
couple of ducks down the chimney, perhaps they would do as 
well.'' Now really, as it seems to me, a greater amount of suffer-
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ing is laid upon the unfortunate producers of barley than was the 
case formerly, because they are now told that the mailt ax is 
taken off; but as a corollary to that it is added that brewers had 
better use a greater number of substances other than b.irley. 
But really when Mr Gladstone comes forward and has the 
courage-I will say the courage-to claim the credit for abol
ishing the malt tax because excise duties are objectiona bl , and 
the malt tax is an excise tax-may we not ask you what the 
beer tax is? Is not that an excise duty? I fear that I can 
hardly discuss with patience such remarks as these. 

Well, gentlemen, perhaps we may be considered over-critical 
in these matters. But let us look to another question-t the 
net results of this perfect and economical balance. I ventured to 
say the other day, in some ob8ervations I made in England. that 
the expenditure of the present year, as shown in the Appropria
tion Act of this year, was considerably larger than the exi:endi
ture of the last year for which the Conservative Government were 
reE:ponsible. Mr Gladstone was good enough to take noti e of 
what I had observed, and said, "Yes, oh yes ; that is perfectly 
true. I quite understand it, and everybody would understand 
that. Of course, we could not expect that the expen iture 
should not be higher, because we had the consequences o the 
action of the wicked Conservative Government still to bear upon 
us." I daresay you know, gentlemen, what happens when you 
discharge a servant, and still more several servants, and take on 
others in their places, especially if in these others one of them is 
taken because he or she is a treasure. I have al ways remc.rked 
that a treasure is a very expensive servant. In the first 1lace, 
they are always entirely discontented with what was don by 
their predecessors, and you have to get new appliances here. and 
to make new allowances there, and you do everything you c.m to 
accommodate yourselves to the treasure. But, then, you do that 
willingly, because you think of the great advantages ym:. are 
going to derive. After a time this goes wrong, and that goes 
wrong, but it is always thrown upon the late establishoent. 
Everything that goes wrong is thrown upon the late establish
ment, and everything that goes right, of course the new senants 
take the credit for. I was prepared, therefore, for Mr Glad
stone's answer. But let us look a little more clo ely. His 
expenditure is due to our sins ; but our sins were charged ·1pon 
us in our foreign policy, and in the expen. es-the necessary 
expenses, as we say ; the unnecessary expenses, as th y alliged 
-for wars or preparations for wa.r. I will leave this class of 
expenditure on one side. But I particularly wish to draw 
attention to the increase in the Civil Service expenditure. !'hat 
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has nothing to do with our wicked policy ; and yet, not in the 
year immediately following, because then they might say, " You 
had entered into the engagements which we had to fulfil," but in 
the next year, when they had the whole thing in their own 
hands, the Civil Service estimates alone, without military ser
vices, was £1,300,000 more than ours. Well, I do not think 
myself that we have had such an overwhelming superiority 
shown in their finance to equal the anticipations that were 
formed by some of those who returned them. I do not know 
what was at the bottom of the minds of many of the voters upon 
the last general election, but I know that there were some who 
said, "Things have gone badly under these Tories, but now we 
are promised a much better state of things ; we shall have a 
remission of taxes, and we shall have glorious prosperity; let us 
go in for these gentlemen who are to give it to us." Now, have 
they given it to us? 

I do not like to detain you by going at great length into the House of 
subject which we have before us. But I do trust you will forgive Commons. 
me if I am perhaps a little iu excess, because this is the only 
opportunity I shall haye to speak to my friend · in Scotland, and 
because I know there are present here a large body of the repre
sentatives of this northern portion of the kingdom. I will say a 
very few words upon another point. I have asked you what you 
thought of the administration of the Government in its foreign, 
in its colonial, or in its :financial arrangementti. Let me ask you 
how far you think they have justified the pretensions that they 
put forward to superior ability in their management of the House 
of Commons. You know perfectly well how important it is for 
the preservation of the libertic of this country that freedom of 
speech should be secured for the Hou ·e of Commons. You 
cannot g t a blessing of that sort without the possibility of some 
counterbalancing disadvantages. I hope we may be able to 
reduce within reasonable and due limits an excess of licence 
which has very much interfered with the freedom of debate in 
th H011se. But I do not think that the present Government 
have as yet, at all events, shown themselves particularly able to 
cope with the great difficulties of this question. Consider the 
advantages that they have had with their enormous majority, and 
with tho submissive tendencies of that majority when called upon 
by its 1 aders. And yet what have they done? At the end of 
the second session of their Parliament they are still holding up 
their hands and crying out, and saying that something must be 
done to make the House effective. Well, but why have they not 
in all this time been able to come forward with a remedy? Let me 
tell you this: all that has been done has been done not only 
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without their aid, but in spite of their opposition. It may be 
possible-I do not say that it is not-to improve on the methods 
by which we do our business. It may be possible to reduce the 
length of time that is expended upon certain clauses or certain 
stages of bills, or in other ways to facilitate the action of Parlia
ment. That is one of the things which may very well be con
sidered. It may also be possible that some powers-additional 
powers-should be given to enable the House to get more 
rapidly through the work which is liable to run into excess. But 
one thing is quite certain, which is, that if there is to be proper 
progTess in your assembly, you must have the power of putting 
down and silencing unruly members. That was a matter ~e felt 
in the late Parliament, and that was a matter to which I, as 
leader for a time of the House of Commons, addressed myself 
with such ability as I have. 

Special But I was met by something very different from co-operation 
powers. on the part of the gentlemen who sit opposite to us, and who sat 

opposite to us then. It was in spite of them, and with th very 
greatest difficulty, that I was enabled to carry a rule which en
abled the Speaker at all events to silence members who o":>stin
ately refused to obey his authority ; and when after much diffi
culty I had carried that as an order that might endure fo'.." one 
year, and endeavoured to make it an order that should be per
manently placed on the books of the House of Commons, [ was 
opposed by, I think, no less than tlH'ee or four of the le.tding 
members of the present Cabinet. Happily we carried it afainst 
their opposition, happily we placed that rule among the ad rs 
of the House of Commons, and the effect was that whe:a the 
matter came for trial some time in the course of the last session, 
by the operation of that rule-impe1fect, inadequate as I ~dmit 
it to be, but still the only rule you had to go by- by it you were 
able to silence thirty or forty members who were opposing your 
proceedings, and were able to carry on your business, such as it 
was. Again, when the Government made an appeal to the Eouse 
and said, "Give us special powers, under the name of urgmcy, 
to enable us to carry through the discussion on a particula~ bill 
of great importance," we, the Conservatives, came forwarC: and 
said, "Yes, we will support you in that which you hav s1own 
to be of national importance;" and the House, acting unanim msly 
together, and making use of that power of repressing mruly 
members which we had given it-the House came to he con
clusion that the special powers were necessary. GentlEIIlen, 
when the Government had got that power, they thought they 
could go a little further, and they endeavoured to get th:it :;ame 
rule of urgency for the granting of supplies and for carryins on 



every business of Parliament, which, had it been given to them, 
would have delivered the House of Commons, tied band and foot, 
into the hands of the Ministry. We stood up against that, and 
we stopped that. I do not know what we shall hear in another 
session,-we shall be prepared to consider anything that may be 
proposed, reasonably and moderately; but we will not allow the 
freedom of speech to be filched from us. At all events, there is 
no such evidence of the great superiority to which the Govern
ment lay claim in the management of the House in that par
ticular. Nor do I think they showed greater qualities on another 
thorny question in the management of the House. I refer to 
the claim of Mr Bradlaugh to take the oath. I don't now mean 
to raise the merits of that great question, for a very great and 
important question it is, but only to say that we acted on our 
conviction of what was our duty as members of a Christian com
munity. We took our stand against the profanation of the oath, 
and the taking of God's name in vain. But I don't raise that 
question, which I admit has many sides to it, and which, if we 
touch it at all, ought to be discussed at full length. I only point 
to it now to show that the action of the Government throughout 
this whole affair was one which greatly increased the difficulties 
of the situation at every turn. And when they had brought us 
to a point of the greatest difficulty, they abandoned the lead of the 
House, and called upon the Opposition to take it up. We might 
fairly-according to the laws of the game, so to speak-we 
would have been perfectly justified in refusing that responsi
bility. We thought it our duty under the circumstance not 
to shrink from the responsibility we had so undertaken, and to 
take the place which the Governmcrit had abandoned. 

Gentlemen, there is but one remaining of the subjects to which Ireland 
I shall call your attention, and by the conduct of which I stated and the 
you might test the merits of the Gov rnment which you have ~and 
placed in power. It is the condition of affairs in Ireland. I aws. 
speak at this moment especially with very great reserve upon 
that question, because within the last few hours we have re-
ceived intelligence of the most momentous character. We have 
been calling upon the Government for some time past to show 
the energy which was required in order to maintain the peace 
of the country. We have been pointing out to them, that if they 
desired to give fair play to the Act which they have passed for 
the alteration of the land laws of that country, they must at all 
events insist upon putting down those who determined that the 
Act should not have fair play, and who are aiming at something 
far beyond what appears within the four corners of that Parlia
mentary piece of mechanism-who are aiming at nothing less 



Repeal 
of the 
Union. 

20 

than the disruption of the United Kingdom, and the establisling 
of a separate political society. Nothing can be more disgraceful 
to an empire such as ours than the condition of affairs whichhas 
lately been coming about in Ireland. Not only has there leen 
a disposition to refuse to pay that which men had covena1ted 
to pay; not only has there been a readiness to resist the claims 
of legal creditors by the application of force and by a resor; to 
the strong hand ; but beyond that, and much more seriom it 
is than that, there has grown up in that country an organisaton, 
perfect in its kind, unscrupulous in its means of action, nd 
undisguised in its objects, which has set itself up aganst 
the legal and constitutional Government of the country, md 
upon the existence and the success of which the Irish re}els 
have set their hearts. The Government have now struck a how 
against the leader of that organisation. I trust that they arenot 
too late in their action ; I trust that they will persevere stea ily 
in the action they have commenced. My belief is that the tme 
they have delayed has rendered matters more serious, and h at 
the course which now lies before them is thornier for that deay. 
I am not sure that they have not themselves great responsibiity 
for the bringing about of the state of matters which has culnin
ated for the present in this action of which we have just iad 
notice. But, at all events, I will say this-If you are judgng 
this Government, look what the condition of Ireland was wen 
they received it from our hands, and look what it is at ·he 
present moment. I may be told-that it is not fair to judge by 
the result. We were judged by the result. But here at the e
ginning you had the testimony of the Government themselves in 
language which they used even in Mid-Lothian itself, that Irelmd 
was never in better condition,-never more peaceable, never m>re 
satisfactory, than it had been since they-the Liberal party-lad 
taken its land laws into their hands in 1870. So satisfied W)re 
they that they not only used that language while they wn-e 
striving to attain power, but after they had attained power; md 
when it was their duty to consider what steps they should tare 
to maintain the happy condition in which they said the counry 
was placed, they acted again t tho advice of those who hac a 
knowledge of the circumstances of the country-acting agai1st 
the advice not only, as I belieYe, of many members of the Ir h 
Executive, certainly of their predecessors, but also that of the u
dicial authorities and the magistracy of the country,-and resol~d 
to allow the safeguards which had been for long in existence, lut 
had been sparingly restorted to, against any agrarian trouble~ 
to allow those safeguards to lapse, to allow the people to btrin 
possession of arrm;, and to encourage by the rose - coloue d 
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languag·e in which they indulged those who belieyed that the 
time bad come for the blow which they designed to strike at the 
empire. That was the course of the Government when they 
first came into office. It was not many weeks after that-cer
tainly it was not above two or three months-that the Prime 
Minister felt himself called upon to tell ns that Ireland was The L~nd 
within measurable distance of civil war. And from that time League. 
to this, whether there has been denunciation or palliation-
whether there have been attacks upon the Land League and 
sermons to the Land League, or attacks upon the landlords and 
discouragement. to the landlords - whether there has been 
abortive legislation or legislation which has been brought to a 
result-one thing has gone on steadily, and that is, the con-
tinuous action of the Land League unchecked, uncontrolled by 
the legitimate Sovereign Power of this kingdom. At this 1110-

ment we have, as loyal citizens and fellow-subjects, one para-
mount duty. It is to sustain the Government if they desire 
really to take efficient action for maintaining law and order. 
I only ask you to look at the matter in connection with what I 
have been saying, in order to a k you whether the proof of the 
great superiority of the present oYer the late Administration is 
to be found in their administration of Ireland. 

Gentlemen, I have endeavoured, no doubt from a party stand- Results of 
point to some extent, but still with no cbn cious unfairness,-! last year's 
have endeavoured to sum up to you what appear to me to be the reaction. 
results of the great reaction of last year. Study these things 
for your ehes. But I will ask this one question, How does the 
conntry appear to be affected by what they have seen? I may, 
perhaps, be to.o sanguine-I may, perhaps, be taking what will 
be called a partisan vi w of matters-but it eems to me that the 
country is beginning to awake. It began to awake not Yery long 
after the chang of Government. I do not r fer to isolated elec-
tions but I refer to significant defections from the ranks of the 
MiniNtry itself. J3efore two or three months had elapsed, one 
brilliant young member of that administration-the Marquis of 
Lansdowne-thoroughly acquainted with the condition of Ireland, 
who hacl himself, as had his predeces. orR, striven loyally and man-
fully to do his duty to the great estates of which he is the owner,-
the Marquis of Lansdowne felt compelled to separate himself from 
those with whom he was politically connected, and to abandon 
the prospects of a brilliant career in the Liberal party. '!'hat was 
significant ; but a still more significant defection followed. In 
the beginning of this year, one of the greatest of your Scotch 
nobility-one whose name, I doubt not, will always command the 
respect of every Scottish audience-the Duke of Argyll,-found 
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himself unable to remain in harmony with his colleag111es. Vell, 
it may be that these were isolated cases. It may b tha the 
Government still floats on a tide as full as ever. To me it .,ems 
that this is rather a case in which you may begin to appl~ the 
words of the poet, when he said that he saw from the beaih in 
the morning a barque moving gallantly, but when he cane to 
look again in the evening, 

"The barque was still there, but the waters were gone." 

And though I do not go so far as to say yet that the bargrn of 
the Liberal Administration is stranded by the ebbing of thetide, 
it seems to me that it is floating on somewhat shallower ters 
than it did a twelvemonth ago. 

I know very well what the retort upon us is, and what wll be 
said on behalf of the Government. They say to us-" All this 
is very fine, but what have you, gentlemen, to propose?" J say 
that is a retort which we can afford to listen to in contempt10us 
silence. It is no answer when we call upon them and Sty
" What are you going to do with your country, and how de you 
manifest your fitness to g uide it," for them to tum roun and 
say, "Tell us what you wish us to do?" We have done that 
more than enough. We do not desire to embarrass or hanp r 
them, but we do not desire to assist them more than it B an 
ordinary and necessary duty of any constitutional oppositicn to 
do. Show us a constitutional necessity, show us a great E:ecu
ti ve Government appealing to all loyal persons in the kin~dom 
to support their authority, and they will never find the 001ser
vative party wanting in the response. But, while we are nady 
to do our own duty, we are not ready to do theirs. We bink 
we do best by maintaining our ovvn organisation, and by e1dea
vouring as fa.r as possible to encourage our friends to study con
stitutional questions, and to take up an attitude which will 
enable them to do their fair part in the defence of the Go·ern
ment. We may do it under difficulties and discouragemmtR. 
You know well enough that difficulties and discouragenents 
used not, at all events in former times, to prevent Engl1. i or 
Scottish soldiers from doing their duty. Even now, if the v1lun
teers are called out in the middle of the most inclement and 
tempestuous weather, you know right well that the good Wtrm, 
bold Scottish h art, and the good frame of the Scottish volurteer, 
will carry him through under the most disconraging cirium
stances. It may be that we who are calling upon you now D be 
volunteers in the service of the constitutional army may ha·e to 
bid you undergo many days of inclement political weather,and 
many storms of abuse or ridicule. W c know well the chancte1· 
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of the men to whom we are appealing, and we know that if we 
can but convince you that the cause is just, you will nut shrink 
from taking the necessary steps to support it. You know that 
those who are calling upon you so to act are not men who will 
desert the men who fight and suffer in their cause. 'rlrn British 
Empire is one of large extent, and it calls for the services of her 
sons in distant climes and amongst strange peoples, and far 
away from home associations; and the mind of the Englishman 
or Scotchman-ay, and I will add Irishman-easily turns from the 
quarter where he is serving his country to the home which he 
loves, and to those who are interested and who are watching his 
proceedings and dangers. But we know also that men placed 
under the greatest difficulties, under a tropical sun or under the 
most inclement snows, have been sustained by the consciousnesl::l 
that their fellow-countrymen at home-not only their families, 
but the whole nation-are breathlessly awaiting the news of the 
progress which their gallant brethren are making: they know, 
and they are supported by the knowledge, that they are only the 
representatives of the great power of the British Empire, and 
that, though they may apparently be overwhelmed for the mo
ment by the numerical superiority of their foes, there is that 
mighty unseen power in reserve behind them for their protection 
and support. Whether that is a description which will long be 
true of the British Government is a question which is beginning 
now to suggest itself to some anxious minds. It would be a sad 
day indeed if those forebodings were to be realised in which 
l::lOme are so gloomily indulging ; it will be a sad day wheu the 
British soldier will go into action without the consciousne~s of 
that great support from home which he has hitherto had-if he 
has not the certainty that, if defeated to-day, to-morrow, or the 
next day, at all events supports will come, and the power of the 
whole empire will be put forward in his behalf. But if he goes to 
battle witl1 the discouraging idea that, at th last moment, when 
he htts shed his blood in the cause which he has believed, aud 
been justified in believing, to be the cause of his country, he 
may be neglected and abtmdoned by the power at lwme-110, I 
will uot complete the ::;entence; I do not believe that the spirit 
of the nation has fallen so low as that. I believe that in oue 
form or another that spirit is now animating the nation, and that 
unless we see an entire refutation and confutation on the part of 
the Government of the suspicions which have been of late gather
ing against it-unless we see that, I enture to predict that the 
spirit of the nation will rise against them to right itself and to 
re-establish our reputation. 

Gentlemen, I have ventmed to speak to you in this way 
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because I am speaking from my heart. I know that there mui:;t 
be differences of opiuiou amongst us. I know it is very probable 
that on some matters of detail I may be wrong, <:md those with 
whom I act may be \vrong, and that others whom we are in 
opposition to may be right. But this I am sure of, that the meu, 
whoever they may be, and to whatever party they may belong, 
who are endeavouring by every means in their power to promote 
what they honestly believe to be for the honour and interests 
of the country, will receive at the hands of their countrymen 
generous appreciation and cordial support. 

Parties receiving Copies of this Speech are particularly re
quested to give them every circulation in their power. 
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~\ST e\~ening ~ mJcting of the Con. crvn,t ive Pn.rty was 
held i1t tb.e Publiu rtoom:;, Ilull, to hear an n.rldrn · from 
L rel Rindolph N. Uhurchill, l\I.P. 'rlrn lHill W<1S filled 

1Jf> "·ith an anc.lic11ce of n,bout :?,000 per301v, :uul a lcirge 
number of Inuic' wiJrc pre. enti. Lord Randolph Churchill 

mul the prominent membvl'$ of the Co11s'.31Tati ve Pilrty 'rnrc 
loudly cheered on entering th room. Dr. Rollit, the 
Cbirnun of the Con crrn i rn Party, pre illcd, and there 
were pre~ent on the platform 8ir Uharle-, Log-arc], Bart;., l\Ir. ,Jo . 
, \t;kin .. ·on, 1Uaj r Brodriek, ,J.P., ::.\fr. C. n. Il2ll (chairman North 
:Jiyton Con ervative A_ ·ociation), :\Ir: ·w. , . Dailey, J.P., l\Ir. R. 
Baxter ( c rnirman Bontih Uyton Conserrntive ..:\. sociation), Mr. 
H. 1\1. Urnven, J.P. (ex-. heriff), Dr. Dix, Alderman Denison, 
l\Tr. C. S. Eccles ( lrn.irman West Scn1co,itc Con ·crva.ti \'C Associa
tion), Mr. F. B. hrotrian, .J.P., f ajor Go1lda.rd. Mr. W . R. K ing, 
,J.P., Dr. King (ex-l\fayor of Hnll), Dr. Lunn, fr. E . P . Maxsted, 
.J.P., Mr. J. Stephenson, .J.P., :Jir. T. Turner, J.P., l\fr. R. J. 
Wade, Major White, l\Ir. D. Wilson, .J.P., Captain Brod
rick, Councillor J . IL GibNon, 1\fr. C. Joy, l\Ir. Ca tle 
Kelsvy, Captain Kriio· r, :Jfajor Pudsey, ::\Ir. Josh. Harri
son, Mr. Lumley Cook, Mr. E. 'l'. :Fo ter (Secretary 
Hull Trade::;' Cou ncil), lHr. J. H. Horsley, Ca.ptain Clarke, Mr. 
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R. G. Butts, Mr. H . J. Barrett, :Mr. J. Briggs, Mr. F. Bilton, Mr. 
R. L. Cook, Captain Dibb, l\Ir. A. Eller haw, Mr. W. Eller$haw, 
Mr. T. Farrell, TI.A., Councillor Grca.Jey, 1\fr. Wm.Hor ley, l\fr. E. 
Heslewoo<l, 1\1r. \Y. II. H. llutchinsou, Mr. H . H. Hanson, 1\Ir. 
H . A. John on, 1\Ir . • Jennings (Pre ideut Rull Trades' Council), 
Mr. J . King, 1\Tr. C. B. Lambert, Conncillor Lambert, l\Ir. E. 
Lectliam, Councillor l\Iyers, l\Ir. S. B. 1\fa. on, Captain Peters, 
Mr. \\. Pcasr'good, i\Ir. T. Reynoldson, 1\'.Ir. W. T . Robinson, Ur. 
'J1

• E. Sykes, Mr. '11. R . Sis ons, 1\Ir. DaYid Sis ons, 1\Ir. John 
Seaton, Mr. Robert Stephenson, &c. 

The CHAIRMAN (Dr. Rollit), fir t referred to letters he bad re
ceiYed from the Rjgbt Ilon . Jame Lm1thcr, 1\I.P., and others, 
regrettino· their inability to be pre._ent. Mr. Lo\nhcr said : "I 
should be very glad to meet our Conscrrntive friend~ in Hull, and 
upon some future occa. ion it wm a:f:f orcl me much plea ure to do 
so, as I remember the great obljgations the Con crvati1·c cause in 
North Lincolnshire mrns to you and so mally others of our Hull 
friend . Another year I would gladly pay a visit to Ilnll if you 
wish it." (Applause.) Dr. Hollit then aid Lhat the Co11. ervahvo 
Party in Hull had been Yery recently honomcd by the presence of 
the leader of tho Opposition in the Hou e of Commons, Sir 
Stafford :Northcote. (Applause.) The remembrance of the great 
party demon ·tration on that occa ion was still fresh ju their 
minds- (hcar, hear)-and it bad been the means not only of 
inspiriting the party in Hull, but-if that were pos ible-of 
strengthening the allegiance and loyalty of Consenatiycs to the 
chiefs of the great Constitutional Party in Parliament. (Loud 
applau e.) Addrcs cs from such men -were of adnmtaa-o, not only 
to the political party whose cause they advocated, but to the town, 
by raising the provincial standard of thought and expression on 
public que~Lions. (Hear, hear.) Ho was Yory glad, therefore, to 
hear that t.he example set by the Con ervative Party-who might 
claim to ha1e broken the long ch:tin of neglect of Hull by 
national politicians- (hear, hear)-~ras to be followed by tbei1 
opponent, and that, in a visit from Lord Rosebery, the Liberal 
would have, in some measure, the advantages which the Con erva
tives bad already enjoyed. (Hear, hear.) But the Conservative 
might claim to have set their opponents not one, but two, ucb 
examples, for he had the honour and privilege of introducing t 
them to-night a Conservative nobleman, who by bis display of 
that ability, dash, and daring which were characteristic of hiE 
great ancestor, the Duke of Marlborough, had done good senic 
to the Conservative Party in the House of Commons. (Lou 
applause.) And it was not in the long· past alone that the noble 
lord's family had served the State. Under the administration of the 
great Earl of Beaconsfield-(loud applause )-the Duke of Marl· 
borough, as Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, had given to thal 
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unhappy country the blessings of peace and order by a firm and 
just atlmiuistration of the law-(hear, hcar)-11hile, by her 
womanly sympathy, the Du hcss had \Yun the heart and fe lings 
of the Irish people. (Loud applause.) Ile (Dr. Rollit) would 
not stn.y to p e>int the contrast b tffeen the condition of Ireland 
then, imd now. He had not, indeed, the time to refer to the in
c:ousistency of a Minis try in which l\fr Brio·ht said that force was 
no remedy ; in which :.Mr. Chamberlain declared tha,t it might be 
a remedy ; and in which :;\Ir Gladstone affected to rely on moral 
for e a applicable to rebels and barbarians. (Laughter.) The 
b8. t commentary on su h views, was, howeYer, that the Ministry 
had been at last compelled to enforce their mess::ige of peace by 
the force of the fford, and to rely, in practice, on those great 
forces of ci';rili ation--IIer Jfoj sty': Force. and the Police Force. 
(T1ouc.l langh ter.) Pa sing th1 by, th n, he would only remark 
that Lortl ILindolph Chmchill had rccogni eel th public obliga
tions crea,tccl by 111gh birth and hi. torte lmcngc, in bis early self
clernbon to the pnLlic serdce. (llcar, hear.) 'The Hou e of 
Of)rnmon knew him nightly, and he .. cs au example to many of 
his party by fig-bting, often . inglc-hanclccl, the battle of the 
Constitu tion. (Hear, hear.) Like :\Ir. J)i,.raeli in his early day , 
and the 1'far<1nis of , 'u.lislmry a' Lord Ilobcrt Ce(·il, he was the 
kni:-i·ht-orran~ of the Con errnti rn Party, the llotspur of the House 
of Oon11nomi, a11d one of the nw t ri ·ing statc.~mcn of the day. 
(Loud applnn e.) It wag, thcrefon;, a great c;omplirnent to the 
Con ervative Party in Hull that, after a long and laborious, but 
mouutai n-and-the-moLL'e-like se~sion-(laughtcr )-Lord Rantlolph 
Churchill hould 1isit ancl addre s them. (.\.pplau e.) Tlrnt com
pliment wonlcl be acknowledgccl to-morrow by the Constitutional 
Club, ancl, to-nigbL, he a. ked that vrd audience of Consernitives 
to show their appreciation of it by according to the noble lord 
a mo:t hearty and enthusia tic welcome. ( Lond applause.) 

Lord ltANDOLrrr Onun.cnrr,1,, who wa8 rceeiYccl with loud 
chr.0r[11g-, Rrti<l : Dr. Rollit, L1ulic", and CT ·ntlcmcn-It i. a very 
great 11011onr which you ha1,c lone me in inviting me to your 
to\111, nud in according me suc:h a kind welcome, and I look upon 
it as a gr 1at ad \Tautagc to be able to ·nbmit to you . ome opinions 
on the mor pressing and interc ting political qnc ·tions of the 

!moment. (Applause.) As your chairmnn has rightly told you, 
"the me~sage of peace to Irclantl" has !Jeen qnic;ldy followed by 
a mes age of war. (Olieer ·.) Ireland, instead of being the 
~hcaclia which we were prnmiscd, i in <l t:1tc of siege. (Cheers.) 
Mr. Glad tone has appealed to the country for their confidence 
and their upport to enable him to carry on that war s1tccessfully. 
Well, I think it is our duty to examine the grounds on which 
such a claim i based. I ought to have aid, perhaps, that 1\fr. 
Glad tone hardly takes the trouble to appeal. He claims our 
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support as a r ight, and I " ·ould my U1<tt it i. onr duty to cxaminc
t l1e ground on whi eh such a claim i ba eel, and, if 1rc arriYc at 

I the conclusion that for all the misery and ]awles ne s in Ireland 
Hor 1\foje ty's Go,·emment is primarily and directly re ponsiblc, 
and that mueh of it, or, indeed, the greater part of it, could haYc 
been aYerted, and that the continuance of the present GoYernment 
in office mean the recurrence of sedition agi tation in Ireland, 
then I submit to you that it i our dnty to repudiate Mr. Glad
sto11e's claim, to refuse him our support, and to deny him our 
confidence. (Cheers.) Sir William Harcourt and Mr. Chamber
lain, t'rn 1ery eminent stnitesmen- (laughter)- lrnYe recently been 
giving to tbe public their ver ion of recent Irish history. \\.ell, I 
1rill Ycnture to gile you mine, and I have cYery reason to believe 
that I am quite as well informed on the subject a they arc. 
(Applause.) And I have one adrnntage over t hem-the one very 
great aclrnntage oYcr them-that I haye no intere t whatever in 
concealing the trnth. (Cheer . ) Of course, I do not think it 
matters much what Sir William Harcourt says. (Lauahter.) It 
is quite impos. iblc to look upon Sir William llarcourt as a seriou 
politician, but J\Ir. Chamberlain , I admit, is a mnn of very differ
ent calibre, and his remarks must be con idercd 1rith more re. pect. 
It will be in your recollection that during five years out of the six 
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years in which the late Government held oincc the state of Ireland 
wa one of profound peace and in ternal dcYel pment. (Cheer .) 
Durirw that time the last remaini11 g Fenian prisoners were re
leased-the la t rncmoric of the Fenian rebellion \Yero blotted 
out. (Applan e.) During that time the terrible W estmcaLh Act 

(wa all°'Yecl to expire, and the number of counties procbimed 
under the Peace Preservation Act 1rnre reduced from t1Ycnty-cight 
to eight. (Cheers.) Durillg that time the edll ·ation qu tion, 
which, a you well remember. had wrecked 1\fr. G1aclstone's 
former Government, wa.' settled, no t only in the branch of 
University education, but in the far more important uranch of 
intenneclir;tc education ; and it was cttlccl in a manner conform
able to the views of the Irish Catholics, and I think you " ·ill agree 
with me that i t i no exaagcrnLion to s:iy that if it had not been 
for the almost supernatnral activity of a Yery small knot of Irish 
members in the House of Commons, England " ould almo t have 
forgotten the existence of Ireland-certainly 'lrould no t haYc been 
aware of the existence of any alarming Irish difficul ty. (Cheers.) 
W cl1, i t is Yery useful to recall that period of tranquility. What 
would we not aivc to get it back again now? (Apr lause.) In 

I 
the la t year of the late Admi11i tration, in the year 187a , a d.isa -
trous famine threatened to dernstate Ireland. 'l'hcdistrc s ensuing 
upon that famine was energetically dealt with, and the late 

1 Government may boast that, although the crisis was acute, and 
the danger great, not one single life 'lras lost owing to stanation. 
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(Applause.) 'l,hat famine, however, uJJcloubtoclly produced groat 
mis::;ry, and a fine opportunity \rns afforded to the agitator to dis
turb the peace of Ireland. But tho agitation in 187D differed 
from all former Irish movements in this respect, that th~ leaJers 
of the agitation w·ero egged on and openly I atronised by Mr. 
Gladstone-( cheers, interruption, and a Yoice " :r o '')-by Lorcl 
Hartington, and by ::.\Ir. Bright, S\YOrn Privy Councillors, and ex
Ministcrs of tho Cro\YU. (Ubeors.) :Mr. GlacLto11e had him. elf 
visited Ireland, and I \rould like that gentleman up there, who 
seems rather premature in expros ing his disagreement-I would 
like him-I \\Oulu take it as a great compliment if he would allow 
mo to ct before him, ·wi thout interruption, a few facts . (Hear, 
hettr.) Mr. Gladstone had himself visited Ireland, and had done his 

(
best there as' ell as in Midlothian torou e the slumbering passion of 
an excitable rucc. (Cheer~ . ) JHr. Bright had declared that Ireland 
would no t get ju tice till" a united Irr.land menaced England," and 
he had al o declared that tho land quo tion which Mr. Parnell and 

l 
Mr. Davitt were bringing to the front ror1uirccl to be dealt with 
"with a desperate determination ; " and 1\Ir. Gladstone had. ignifi
cant.ly reminded the Irish people of the grea.t effects which the 
ma sacro of ]fauchester aucl the explosion of Clcrkenwell had 
produc cl upon the English mi.nd. ( Clieer.) Now, rec.:ollect that 
all thi time the character of Mr. Parnell' a.gitation wa notorious. 
It was known Ly eYcryone to be an agitation against the rule of 
England. (Cheers.) :Mr. Parnell's speecbc had noYe.L varied in 
their ehnraetcr. From the fir 01 t day tbat ho Legan thi movement 
ho \Yas al i;\'<1}'8 porfoctly frank and open and cauclid. At any rate, 
in that re ·peut nobody cm1 thrO\Y a t:>tono at him. (Applan c.) It 

--Ha the first time in the hi tory of Ireland since the great revolu
t tion that a treasonable m'w·cment ha rccciYod tho eouutonance 

and Lh sur port of members of tho Queen's Privy Conn ·iJ , and it 
i' owin1r tu thi~ one striking feature thn,t the movement ha be-

) 

come Ro powerful, aucl that to-clay it seriously thr •atons the 
authority of the neon. (Applause.) Incle cl, no ne kn w h tt r 
than 1\J r. Parn ·11 that hi. movement wu.s Jiopele. R o long as Lord 
B aco1dield remained in power. (Cheer~ . ) Lord Beaconsfield 
and his colleague~, wlrn,tever ma.y haYe been their faults, were not 
men \Yho would dally r baro·ain \Yi t reason, a.ud at tho first signs 

l
of any s llitious al)'it<.ttion t ln,t m vement ' ild htwe been nipped 
in the bud. (Cheol's.) Mr. Parnell and 1\Ir. Gladstone thereupon ( 
openly, aucl in tho face of the day, joined forces . Animated by l 
one common object-to destroy tbe GoYornment of Lord Beacon - ( 
field- ( applau e) - the Liberal candidates in all constituencies \ 
where there was an Irish vote were instructed l>y Lord Hartington ) 
not to be squeami h about taking the Home Rule pledge. l 
(Laughter.) T he whole Irish vote at the la t election TI"as cast 
solid in favour of the Liberal GoYernrnent, and it ha been ascer- I 
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tained, by careful examination-it is not a very plea ant fact fa 
the Liberal -that between 30 and 40 seats, practically rnakin~ 
up the whole Liberal majority, ·which ''ere won by the Libed 
party, \"rcre won by the Iri ·h vote. (Hear, hear.) Very -n-ell, Lorl 
Beacon field's Go1emment was eaten up-(laughter)-and 1\'.[·. 
Glad~tone felt him elf naturally bound to pay to his Iri h co1-

~
federates the price for their upport which had placed him ]1 
power. The fir. t item in that price wa the non-rencw'al of tln 
Peace Pre crvation Act, the econd item was the Compensn.tiot 

1 for Disturbance Bill, and the third. item was the Irish Land ..:.l.c. 
But in order to set le the Iri. h land question in a manner c01-

/ 

formablc to the demands of the Land League, much preparatim 
was necessary. Ir?lancl ev:n at that time was alto~cther too qi~ia; 
and too peacable for Engli. ·bmen to sec the nece s1ty of agrecm; 
to the <l.emands of the I.1and Leaguers. For that pmpo. c all th~ 
guarantees for order \\'CJ'C abandoned by tlle GoYel'llmcnt ; in spib 
of the warnings-friendly and di intere ted warning~-that weD 
offered by the Comer1ati vc party for the same parpo. e, tl 1e Con -

1! peusation for Di. tnrlmnce Bill wa·· introduced, a measure pn
hibiting the payment of rent-for this mt it practical effect fo' 
two yea.rs-~1,ncl inte nd.eel t excite all the di honc~t appetite d 
the Ir isb, and to fill them with hope·· of what they migli t obtai t 
if only they would perscYcrc. ]Tor the same reuson, an<l for th~ 

\ 

same pnrpose, the Land Lengue, who~e clrnracter J maintaiu-aul 
I defy contradiction-ha never Yaried from the day f i ts form' 
tion, wa.:1 allowed to grow, to extend its influence, and to heco1rn 
exceedingly powcrfol, and practically to snpersecle the Quecn 1 

( 
Govcmment. (Applau e.) })fr. Chamberlain said at Livorpo(L 
the other day tliat the Land League had changed its chara te-. 
(Lanrrhter.) Well, now, that i · one of tho. c unblushing an 
indecent misrcpre cntation v1bicb alway so frio·htfnlly disfiguD 
Radi al orations. (Great ]aught.er.) 'l'he fir t cry that tl1c Lanl 
L eague raised when the pre ·ent Government came into office wt· 
"Hold the liar ·e 't," ancl their la t dying yell wa "No rent.' 
(Great laughter ancl applau ·e.) There may be a difference bct'ilee1 
twcedlednm and tweedJrdee, but between "bold the harYest" anl 
"no rent " there i absolutely noue, except this-that the fir. t err 
at the time it wa raised wa, most ntlunible to the Radical part., 
and the second crv at the time jt was ra.i. ed would have bee1 
absolutely fatal. Therefore, l\Ir. Chamberlain au<l.acioo. ly a ers 
that the Land League ha changed its character. (..:.l.pplause) 
'\V ell, for the same reason, to go be.wk, the perpetration of murdeB 
and outrages, and horrible mutilations, \Tore winked at by tle 
Government during the \Yhole of la t winter. The country gentle
men, tbe magistrates, and the police 11ore unmercifully snubbel 
by l\Ir. For ter whenever they ventured to express alarm or b 
show any activity in the repression of disorder. The mis-ionariG 



\

of .. the .go pcl of plunder ·were prepn.ring the ground for 1\Ir. 
Gln.d ·to11c, and were not to be interfered with . '!'he object of all 
this was to educate the English mincl to tbe nece ity of heroic 
rcmedie'<, and it \\·a.' necessary that much blood should be spilt, 

l 
and law nntl order shoulcl Yanish, in order that }Ir. Gladstone 
m!gh t come fonnml <Lncl properly fill tho part of tho gre"tcst 
statesman and tho grectte:t legi:--lator of the twe-thc saviour of 

l society. (Laughter.) .All this id his tory . I have watched with 
the greatc ·t ntccntioll the cour ;e of Irish affairs, as ·isteJ. by some 
little kno\Yleclge of the people and the country, and I collld, if 
neces:ary, ·npporli nory st.a,tcment I have m·lde by a drnin of 
damning fact~ . At the llogi n i ng of tb is year 1\lr. G hulstonc was 
of opiuio11 dmt the grnuud wn.s suflicicn~ly pr .par cl, and Lbat it 
wa~ nece~:-:ary to put a chec1- upon his somewlin.t too enthn ia. tic 
a1li in Ir land. (Laughter.) :\fr. Chambl'r1ain, at Li \-erpool, 

!
u eel those remarlrnblo " ·onl.. Ile said," I am prepared to admit 
that there mn.y be times when it is the duty of a Liberal Govem
rncnt to :rwt the hrn-." (L<tn~hter.) Jns ~ so! W .. hen it is con

· ~·cnient the Ha.dicnJs a . Cl't t11e ln.W; 'd1cn it i inconvenient, 
f/ 1)own wi th tl10 L1w-pillag'-' , l>nm, ~laughter, and destroy. 
(~\pplau--e .) I cnYn I lmnlly expected so n111ch cynical candour 
-even from .J[r. Clw.mbcrbin. \Yell, Lhis was (Ille of tho time:;\, n.nd 
al' 0n1ingly t11c no ·ernm nt profrs-:ctl nJ.1rm at. tho state of 
Ireland. They pr ~emletl to cliscovcr for th fir8t t ime the 
tr 11 0 c1uin1cter of tho Laud lcagn . They bronght to tbe front the 
Dynamite ConYention arnl the ... .\. . ~i sination Pres-;;, and the pon
clm·oLB f\ ir Willin.m Jfarconrt wa. maclc very U 'efol in a~cbiming 
about the.:e m•rns~ rosiuie., but at tho same time to r a.' 'llrc their 

l 
Iri . h friC'nd' thn.t .they tlicl 1H1t moan any rl'al mischief, l\Jr. Bright 
sn.id ct BirminQ,'lutm tlrnt "Furce wa.s no remedy for hrn·lc sness." 
l\h. Pam ll :incl his friends were, <lS you kuO\\', proscentcd for 

J 

illcgnl con~piracy before an Irish jury. 'l'he Government lrne\Y, 
and \'CL'>·body in Ireland knew, that pro ·ccnt10n to be n, scream
ing fn.rcc-(langhtcr)-thero no\cr \YU a cha11ce of obtaining 
a eonviction, but it ~crvcd to throw <lnst into Lhe C) e.· of the 
Engli ·h people. (Appbn e.) P.1r1iamont was also ummonecl in 
the month of January, nnd tlw Go\ernm~nt a~I-cd Parliam nt f r 
extraordinary powerf;, ancl to allow them to sn, pend tho Constitu
tion in Irelarnl. \Yell, you arc a\Yarc that the UonserrntiYc pnrty 
ga'i'e them all they wanted. Tho Con ernitivo prH"ty never doubted. 
the good faith of the Government. They hardly C\Ten exerci eel 
their right of Parliamentry critiicism, lmt there were some of tho 
~onscrvati\'C imrty who did doubt. (~\..pplause .) I declared jn 

the Uon.'e of Common my di ~ trn t of the Government, and my 
conYiction that thev ha<l. Bhown no title to such a mark of confi
dence on the part of Parliament a to allow them to suspend the 
Consti tiution, and I wu.s an~ious that their powers should be 
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limited for one year, in onlcr that if it became necessary to renew 
the Voer0ion Act, Parlin.men ~ might h f \ \; an opportunity of 
reckoning ·wi th them, and calling- them to account. \Yell, gen tl ' 
men, I 'IY<.t. overrnled by perJp le for who e upi 11ion I lian~ great 
r pcct, ttnd cn:iryth iug th GoYernm nt a ·lrnd for they got. 
H a Ying now re;t:surecl the i'1u("li:h mincl, it w;i, • nee s .. ary again, 
in order to perfect tlteir suhe,n'..), to rca,smc tl10ir fri:1l1 friencL, 
who ' rnre begining to be a h ttle alarme1l. For this pnrpo~c, 
alth ougl1 fr bncl W<L'3 in cou!l agration from norch to south, 
altlwugh murder ~, ontrnge ·, a nd mutilations were ri fe, although 
all j ns~icu, exc pt Land Le:1gue j nstice, wa,s at an end, :i\fr. :Forster, 
who ha.ll obtained t hi · Coeruion A.cc from Parliament by pledging 
him elf to Parliament that be conlcl and would pllt an encl to this 
frightful state of th ings, arrested 3.) in io-n i ficant pers ns
(lnughter)-thronghout the " ·hole of Ireland, lodged. Lhem in 

I Kilmniulrnm Gaol, where they " ·ere fed on the b st of fare-it is 
a fact-drank the 1c,t l1biskey, recciYecl all their friends, read 
all the newspapers-wrote tlicm ·cl Ye in many of th m-and lived 
altogether like gentlemen in a clulJ, feeling uonvinced that, owi ng 

( 
to the philnnthropy of Mr. :Forster, they had seemed an impreg
nable situatio n in the affecti011 s of their follow-countryme n. 
(Great lanO'hter.) Well, gentlemen, the result of this policy wa~ 
that the Uoercion Act, whi ch to English eyes was very formidn.ble, 
was to the Irish di rn. tecl of all its terrors. There 1rn ' a perfect 
scramble among't the villnge rnffia11.-:; to get into Kilmainham, 

, whiuh was looked upon as the '' ickct gate to tbe Hr.n.'le of 
Common~, ancl the mm·der;·, and the ouLrng s, and the mutilations, 
and tbe t umults recom1rnrnced more bli tlH;ly and more merrily 
than before, <md lrn,\·e coutinned at high prnssnre up to th pres nt 
day. (Great laughter.) Well, ge ntlemen, having no\\' kicked the 
Irish people wi th the Coercion Act, Ir. G hiclstone proceeded Lt> 
onect them with tlte Land ..Act, and the go:pcl of plunder rc

cei\'Ccl the Hoyal A ',ent. (La11o·hter.) All the available t ime of 
Parliament w·as occupied in thi . proces., and En°hncl and 8uot
land des1 airingly ac<]_niescecl, relying on the pledge of l\Ir. Glacl-

tone tlutt tbe me sage of peace ·which h hacl fabricared 1rnuld 
quie t Ireland for generations. -Well, Irebnd, aM you k uo\1, after 
the p1s ing of the Act, exh ilJitecl no sign. or p1-witic;;1~ ion whatever. 
Disorder in tlmt country 1Y11~ greater ttrnn before, t he peeches of 
th e agitator~ were·, if pos ·iblc, more violent n.nd secl itious, t l1e 

I 
denials of .i ustice more open and flagrant, l\[r. G Incl tone s own 
Act-~he Act whi ch all the Radi cal party decbrccl "no living 
man but he could h:we passed "- (laughtcr)-wa langbed to 
scorn by a popnlarly eleetecl convention 111 Dublin, the farmer 
were told to be very areful how they used it, to continue their re-
pudiation of rent, to look upon it only a an instalment, and to. 
remember that the ultimate object of tl1eir h ope;; 1Yas total separa-
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ltion from Great Britafo. l\fr. G-Jadstone now becomes -rery 1rroth. 
He begins to perceiYe that bis Irish confederate nre not playing 
fair . (Laughter.) He had fn1filled, as he considered, his part of 
the original iniquitou. bargain, and it 11as the duty of 1\Ir. Parnell 
and his colleagues to accep~ gratefn11y the Looty which he liacl 
divided among ' t tbcm. .\s long as the Queen's hnrs were broken 
he did not care; they \rcrc nnjnst lmYs. ~\.s long- a. the Queen's 
force \Yere routed antl s toned by the mob, oh, he could ben.r it ; 
he was a man of peac . But the momeut bis 0\\11 A ·t, ''which 
no living man but he con1cl lmYe pa sed "-(laugllter)-tbe 
moment his own Act 1\-n.s deriL1ecl ; the moment his ow·n Land 
Act, "which no living man but be could haYc sngge ted "~ 
(laughter)-was menaced with '·Boycotting " by the Land 

f Lea,gue, then the aspee;t of matters cha11ge altogether. Ile now 
for the first time remembers that ho ha tbc mio·ht of Eno·land at 

~ hi back, and he determines to attempt to crnsh his former friends, 
and we are now witne ing a life and den,th . trngg1c bet"·cen Iler 
Majesty's llc1dical Go-rernment and the Iri. h Xa,tional Land 
League. (Cheers.) The i..-sne of that struggle will exactly re
sembl tlic celebrated mortal combat bet\Yeen the cats of Kilkc1rny. 
(Great laughter.) Both parties will expire. 'The Iri h National 

Land Lcaigu~ 1rill su cumb to the pO\rcr of th Cr wn, and Her 
Majesty 's t4oYernmcut, indicted, tried, and convicted at the bar 
of public opinion, will fo1l between the votes of the con titnencies 
of England. (Cheer'.) In the meantime l\Ir. Ulad tone claim 
support, aml he deprecate any in<]uiry into the origin of these 
eYils. Ile remarked at LiYcrpool the other day that when a hou,e 
is on fire people busy tbemsel -cs in putting out the fire, and don't 
bother them eh·e about finc1ing ont the ausc of t.lic iirc. Does 
Mr. Glad. tone really think that the people of England are ·uch 
fools a.• to believe tliat incoudiarics arc the prover parties to be 
.entru Led with tl1e extinction of conflagrations? (Great laughter 
and applause.) Ir. Gladstone claims our support. Do you rc
membc:r a fmr years ago another G overnmcn t engaged in a struggle 
Yer<,.ing on war, in 1Yhich the cxi.tcnce of thi country might have 

) beeu i11Y lvcd, appealed to 1\Ir. Gladstone and bis friend for their 
support cluriug the crisis in ore.la· that England might speak to 

) 

Europe wi th an unanimous voice ? Do ·on remember how that 
claim wa'3 met? It wa met with unflinching, with fierce, and 
with relcntle. opposition on the part of 1\1r. Glad.·tone. (Great 
applause.) 1\1easure for measmc is a tern but j L1st rule. (Cheer::.) 
Yet I would not advomtc it adoption now, ·were I not convinced 
that the object of tbe G overumcnt i.s only to restore a semblance 
of order in Ireland, and that if political exigencies made it necc -
ary they 1rnuld not scrnp1c to allow eYen a wor e agitation to 

recommence. 1\fark you, the Irish landlords under the new Land 
Act are reduced to the position of mortgagees. They are no 
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longer owners. Well , Rupposc order i~ temporarily resLornd it 
Ireland, under the Land Acts rents will be fixed before a year a.· 
two is out. .A.s sure as you arc sitting there tliere will be a cry i1 
Ireland against allm-riug money to go out of the country for tru 
support of idle mortgagees. A fresh agitation will be commence(, 
Pcn·liamell t wi 11 Le dra\ring to a clo e, an<l 1\Ir. Glad tone anl 
his colleague , in order to buy th Irish Yote, and to defeat till 
OonscrrntiYc party at th poll, will Le the fir t to cncourao-e an 
to pander to that agitation. (Cheers.) ~\..n<l the first sign of wha, 
I am telling you is trnc-thc first sign of it will be whether thi 
Go,-ernment asks Pn.rli:unent, or docs not a k Parliament, to re 
new the Coercion Act next cssion, 1Vhich expire in Scptembei 
1882. That will be the barometer hy ''"hich you will he able t• 
judge 1Ybat will be the policy of the Government in Ireland a. 
reo-ards seditious ag[tation . l\Ir. Parnell in bi way i' much mor1 
mcrcifol than :\Ir. U lads to ne. ?ifr. Pn,rncll would de troy land 
Jonl in Ireland at one blo\\·. Mr. Glad tone prefers to kill then 
inch by inch, alway Jca\'ing a little something 11hich sball fom 
the nucleus and lmsi;:; of s mie fresh predatory agitation, 1d1icl 
mny Le to the adrnntag of t he Liberal party. (Applause.) Y01 
c 11 trace it; perfectly well in the Act of 1R70 and in the Act o1 
8~1. l\lr. Parnell would cut the throa,t of hi victim at once 
Ir. Glad. tone prcfcrn to shc·U' him clo ely and cmelly, not carinr 

1 how much the Yictim i. :c:urcd, or injnrcc1, or wonnclccl, as long aF 

1 a spark of life rcmn,ins \Yhich may nonri h a new fleece for the 
~ Liberal party to shear. (Applau. e.) Mr. Parnell cric , l\fr. Glad-

tonc at; Leeds prcachc ·, Lile go pel of I hrndcr. The Prime 
Minister professes to be an eminent; Pree Trader, but, in prcachino 

~
the g;ospel of phmdcr, he is a rigid monopolist;. (LaughGcr.) ~'Ir . 
Glad ·tone may rob a chnrch, but; 1\fr. Parnell must not look ovm 
the wnll. (Renc\Yccl laughter.) What was tbc Land Act; of 187 

/
lmt t.bc gospel of plunder? What was the di . cntlmrment of th 
Iri h Church but tlic go~pcl of pl nuder? (Cheers.) ·what wa 
the Compensation for Di 'tnrbancc Bill but the go pel of plunder ? 

\ 

And, finally. what "·a tbe Land Act of 1881 bnt th go pcl, 
cpi 'tle , and new testament of plunder all combined ?-(great 
laughter)-and of the~c four robberies l\Ir. Glad tone ha.· been 
the apo::;tlc. Really, one may trnly ay that, in the diffusion of 
thi. novel gospel of phmdcr, Davit;t planted, Parnell wa.tered, but 
Glaid tone o·ave t;hc increase . (Great laughter and cheers.) T he 
planter and the \vat;crer are laid by thei r 11eels in prison, but the 
rnan for 'rhose benefit all tbese 'Ti ld scenes have been enacted, for 
whose triumph llholc hccatomLs of Yic im have been immolated, 
the great fructifier of t.his crop of dragon's teeth, ha been l\fr. 
Glad. tone, an<l that is l\Ir. Gladstone's notion of the divine r ight 
-of j ustice. I hope I am not deal ing with this question too long. 
It is a question which cfl.nnot be analysed too deeply by the con-
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stituencic . (Hear, hear.) Ur. Gladstone has tried two experi
ments with lrehnd-concillation and coercion. He has been 
obligell to drop conciliation and to resort to coercion, Well, now, 
there nrc two way of administeri11g coercion. You may administer 
it firmly, but ''ithollt passion, or you may administer it sayagely, 
endeavouring to excite a war of races. (~'...pplause.) l\Ir. Glachtone 
has resorted to coercion, l firmly beliere, not from any cle.· irc to 

I 
see Ireln.nd permanently pacified, but in a paroxysm of nwc and 
disappointment, aml he has adopccd the btter most unfortunate 
method, which will learn traces of its effects for years and years 
upon the Irish mind. 1\Iark, now, gentlemon- 1\Ir. Gladstone, 
having determined to arrest ~Ir. Parnell, goc · to Lcecls, and there 
winds him elf up to urpas · himself almost in Yituperation of Mr. 
Parnell, ancl to excite again ·t him the pa sion of the English 
people. Well, now, I need scarcely say that I ha-ve not a spark of 
sympathy for .JC ir. Parnell. Ko one fears his influence in Ireland 
more than I do, no one dote. ts hi politic~ moec tlrnn I do ; but 
this, g ntlemen, I will admit, tbat I haYc a great affection for the 
Irish people, and there is nothing I woulcl not do, and, I am sure, 
nothing you \ronld not do, to sec Ireland pro. pcrous and happy. 
(Cheer ~ . ) But we mu t rcmemb r this unfortunate circumstanc , 
that 1\Ir. Purnell js a m.uch the idol of the Irish people as l\Ir. 
Gladstone is of tbc Liberal party. Indeed, I may say that ho is 
a great deal more so, because there arc very few of the Irish 
nation who do not gladly belic\e 1\Ir. Parnell, whereas there are a 
great many of the Liberal party who hate ancl fear 1\Ir. Gladstone 
-(hear, ltear) -ancl all the ra 0 ·e and pa sion excited against 1\Ir. 
Pamell in tbi country is qnickly taken up and responded to by 
three-fourths of the Irish nation. But that vrns not enough for 
Mr. Glad tone. 1\Ir. Parnell being arrested, within three hours of 
tho arre t 1\Ir. Glaclstone comes clown to the Guildhall and there 

( 
rou. es-as he so well know how to do-the frantic applause by 
annom1cing that arre t to his audience. Never, I enture to say, 
in the whole cour e of Engli 'h hi tory "a u ·h nu indecent tep 
ever taken by a l\Iini tcr before. After all, ·what wa the arrest? 
What was it that Mr. Gladstone should g ive i t tbi extraordinary 

; imporLance ? It "-as the mere act of the Executive Government, 
ft which had only been too disgracefully delayed. (Applause.) Can 

you conceive anything more likely to increase the influence of Mr. 
Parnell and to endea.r him to his fellow-countrymen than such an 
act as that on the part of the Prime Minister ? But that is not 
enough. Mr. Glad tone the other day (Thursday) forgot altogether 
the dignity of his office of Prime Minister. Standing in tho 

r classic halls of Knowsley, addre sing· the leading merchants of 
\ Liverpool, he positively crowed like a little child because he had: 
\ been elected a freeman of the city of Dublin and Mr. Parnell had 
\.. not been elected. (Great laughter.) WeU, gentlemen, I say that 



such a prostitution of Ui nisterial dignity 1rns enough to ha'ie 
mnde the late Lord Derby turn in hi gn1Yo, and I wo1Jld not ba-m 
alluded to such a, ricli cnlous event if it had not been that I wis1 
to how you how pmely per anal is thi conflict between M·. 
Clad tone a11d :Mr. Parnell, anLl how li ttle the interests of eitho: 
England or Ireland occupy :Jir. Gladstone's mind. \Ye must neve.· 
forget that, whether by eonciliation or otherwise, our object is b 
nnito Irela.nd to Bngfancl, as Scotland and as \Yales haYe bee1 
uni ted ; and the 1\finister \rho, under the p1eteuce of restorin~ 
order, excites a war of races, h1defiuitely postpones that real anl 
solid unioll . Ile commit a crime almost unpardonable in i t; 
1rnture. (Applaurn.) There i another feature in this developemen; 
of energy on the part of the GoYernment which is most deplorable 
If you are to npres a popular movement, and if you are ti 
nrre. t the leader of a popular movement, you '\rill agree with mi 

t hat yon cannot Le Loo ua reful to act in rL rnam1er wbi ch will no 
·1110\r of your moti re-;; l>ei ng suspected hy the ignorant anJ. th1 
foolish dnpes \Yho a.re led away. \rell, l\f r. Cladstone has no 
been eareful iu Lhi matter. lli most mme ·e. sary clonunciatio1 
of :Jh. Parnell at Leeds forced Mr. ParneH to make a sa nigo re 
tort, and in that cli~Llogue of alm e drn impartial critic ''ill, 
t hi11 k, a.ward tl.e ]Jl'ize to ::\fr. Parnell. Ccifai11ly thoc::e t"o mCJ 
know cauh oth ·r's lllC<l'lll'C rnu ·t pr ci8ely. ( Gre, t laughter. 
ITowerer, imrne<l i a~e1y artcr tho reply ~1r Parnell was mTe tecl 
\Vhn t i1• terpretn,tio11, I a ·k yon , can the excitable Irish people pu 
upon tl1as arre~t, except thn.t it mL dictated by ...-iudictirn f11Hl un 
genl'rons motiveR, ~ nd J must remark npon tlt i.', uecmn ·e I re 
marked upon it in the Hon c of Comnwns last session, to tht 
intense indi :..\·nut ion of 1\Tr . Forster, that 1\Tr. l>aYitt ancl ) fr 

'

Dillon were not an\.:8Le<l uuW Llicy Jiacl rnade a pers01 1n.l attad 
11pon }fr. For;;;ter. ·well, nm,·, I ~ay these arc admini ·trati n 
hlnn<ler. proclnci 1w the wo1«'L cffoch;;, and tencli ng to cxa:::peratc 
arnl to inc:rea~:;c tho acntcne.-s of t he c.:ri.'i R. ( 1Im1r, hear.) I pas, 
to another point, tuHl a, 1mu.:h more 8eriou.' ouc. Mr. U lad ·ton 
w,L' not content with <lenon11ciug lHr. Pam 11 at IJcecl' . He con
clcsC"cn<led to an a<.:t whi uh J10w.' a, greater amount of poli tica] 
prnftigaey than I had thongM po il>le. It is, I am thankful t 
si1y, the accepted rnlc in this country that there j , noLhing RO bas 
1>r so cowardly as to ki ck n. ma,n \'\110 is J.o\\ll . Yet this iR what 
l\Ir . GL1d'tone was 110~ ashamed to do. Ile denouucecl the Irish 
landlords for their apathy in not npporti11g tho GoYernment in 
the cxccntion of the la Yi. In tbe firs t place the charge is abso
lutely fal se ; c.ind, in the second place, if it were trne, it " ·onld be 
absoln tcly unjus~ifiable . The Irish landlords haYe bee n loyal to 
th is Uo\'ernmcn t beyond belief. They have formed thom::;e lve 

( into as ~ociations for the purpose of defeating the Land L eague. 
\ l'hey have continued to discharge their duties as . magistrates and 
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as Poor Law Gnardians. Numbers of them have, in peril of their 
lives, cont.inned to reside on their c:-:;tatcs, rnaoy of them <1nite un
vrotcctcd, striving by word and by deed to keep their people from 
the crimes of tho Laud League. During the distress they borrowed 
money from the Uovcrnmcnt for 110 purpose of finding employ
me11 t for tl10 tarving people. Their cattle have beeu rnublated, 
their rick ha-re Leen burnt, their farms haYe been burnt, their rents 
have ueen mq aid. l\Iany of them ltad had their agents and their 
bailiffs shot <tt a.ud wouudcd . ~omc of them, cYcu of their own 
number, had fa.llen-likc Lord :\Iountmonc -to the bullet of tho 
as .. assin, ancl notwithstanding all hcso frightful disaster;:-;, they 
11ave never flinched from tlw performance of the irLluty, and never 
failed to rai e their voice again t the disturbance of order. 
Further, gentlemen, they ha re cheerfully acepted the Land J .. ct, 
which dcpri \'CS them f mueh of the Yaluc of their property, and 
of all the owner. hip. . . .\ncl th is is their rcminl from tlte Prime 
::.\Iini tor of Englallll-t.o lie :tccu-;ecl by him, fo.1--ely, before :2.),0UO 
Eng i l1rnc11, wh~re there wa.· none to <lefo nfl them, of iiJ it1g t• 10 
eomm1ly to support the Gorernmcnt. I s:11y, gentlemen, tlHtt it i. 
time to do more than rernoul::! tntLe, when ~\fr. Uln.d t nc ancl his 

lcollcn.guc.\ aml . Iii::; imrt.y-tlwse ehil<ln~n of Ucrnlutioll, those 
robber of clrnrebc', tho 'e plnnden.Jrd of elas:·c. , t l10se des~roycn1 
of property, tlio-<e fri ends o[ the Ja,rJe~s, tho.o foes of the loyal
fol~ely a11tl ' ic·kc<l!y libelled l.JCi'ore tltc })COp!c Of th i.· C1Jlllltry n, 

body of men wh t> liiwe bc~11 morn than faithful to the Lhrollc, and 
who, lnrin~ three generation·, hare spent tbcir Jives-they and 
their an<:G'tors before L'1cm-in ma.intainiug ttllll in <lcfc udi1112_· the 
union 1.Jctwe u Irchtn<l antl Orc<tt Bri tain. (Ure<1t cheeriu~)·) ._But 
gcntlcmc11, C'.·cm if t !J ·1t eliargc be trm', it \\'OUltl be alJsolutcly 
1111,iushfittlJlc . Wli<tti t itle, I ·twnld li! ~ to know, ha. tho 1iresent 
Government to the ~rnppurt of tbc f risi1 landlords? l\Ir. Gbdstone 
\rent <li1\wtly in the fa..:o of tlic ·r :uhil:e and expcrienc \\·hen he 
rcfn '311 to ren w the Peace Prescrrntion Aet. Uc tried to pa's tt 

Bill tl1ro11gh Pnr1iament whi t Ii w nl<1 hanJ depriY1'd them of nny 
incon1 , for two year::;, althongh at the time mauy of them \rere ~· o 
'e mharra .. cd l>y the di trc' , 1.Jy the 11011 -pn -mcnt of rent, and by 
tho remission of rm1t, that they tlicl nos know where to tnrn to 
pay tlio mortgagos and ch~ir~·cs whid1 \Ye re due by tl1em. 1I e cle
da,red that Lhc hrn" by wl1icli the ti tle to the ir propcl'ty \ras 
sccnred 'iYCl'C unjust laws. He <leclarvcl tlrnt a. ·cntence of eYiction 
W<ts ec1ui nilent to a e11tm1cc of stal'vation, aml thn.t the I ri h 
lundlorc1s liad pronounced 1:),000 of ·nch sentence;0:. He cumparcd 
them, when he introclneccl the Laud Bill, to the sl<LYcow11ers of 
.ramaic, , urnl-3till worsc-mffians who robbed a poor man OH 

the highw<tr, and in c\·cry way in which ingenuity could ~ugge t 
or dee ncy pnrrnittcrl he held them up to opprobrium. Arnl uow, 
when they arc beaten to the ground by an Act which con:fis ·ates 
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the greater portion of their property wi tl.out any compen ation 
but ''hen, ne\erthdess, they are bravely struggling for exi::;ten · ~ 
·wi th the Laud League agitators at their throat , l\f r. GlnLlS(jQnt 
come. up ancl deals them this savage and treacherous kick 
(Applause.) I fear not to sn.y that a mau, antl a Primo lHinistei, 
who conlLl act in such a manner tmrnrds <1 body of tho Queen'1 
subjects, has attained the lmve~ t depth of political cowardice a.nc. 
turpiLude. (Applause.) And 110\Y i\lr. Glaclslone i. kind enougl 
to inform us t1mt, for the purpose of governing Ireland, the re
sources of ciYilisation arn not yet cxhau ·tecl. (Lau!?,·hter.) "\ Tlrn. 
can he mean?" I said to myself, when I read that phrase of hi~ 
in the newspapers ; "he cannot pos"ibly mean coercion. Ko pun 

f high-minded Radical wonlcl call coercion a resource of ciYlisation 

}
Docs ho mean some nc1\' Land Act, or some Home Rnle Act, o· 
some nov<::l conce ·sion to treason or to plunder ? The best am 
speediest resourse of civifontion that I kn ow of 'roulcl be a cbauo-1 
of GoYermnent. (Cheers an<l langhter.) But l\Ir. Glacl::;tone ·au 
not po. _. il>ly mean that." Well, I could not arrive <1t any conclu
sion about the mcm1ing of th is expression of hi till I read in th1 

( 

newspaper tbe next day that :Mr. llerbert Glaclscone hac. 
mmouncecl to his delighted con titueucy tbat be was going o-rer t< 
Irelancl-(laughter)-to assi t l\Ir. :For tcr in the pacifir.a.ti0n o 
that country, to strengthen t c hand of that weak-mind.eel ma1 
of peace, and, if necessary, to super cde him in his officc-
(laughter and applause)-a second mes. age of pea.cc to Jrelm1d 
(Great laughter.) l\Ir. Gladstone instal hi s son in Dublin Ca tlc 
] s it for thi, that the British Association has deliberated for : 
week n.t Yorl·? Is it for this that tbe 'ocial 'cience Congress l1a1 
sat for n ·week in Dublin ? Is this the supreme diswrnry of al 
the lcamed and the wise, thnt the re ·ources of civilisation aud n'.lr 
Hcrben Glad tone arc identical. (Great laughter.) Ireland is t( 
leap from the fryiD g-pan into the fire, and, baving e caped fron 
the misgovernment of a philanthropist from Bradford, it is to bt 
tos ed into the arm· and handed over to the mercies of a politica 
ft ippertiy-jibbct. (Great laughter.) I have very little dou bL tha 
Her Majesty's GoYernment have entered into a new conspiracy fo' 
the further pacification of Ireland by plunder, only they do no 
propose to bid a high as Mr. Parnell ; and, as Mr. Parnell anc 
the L and L eague ilere outbidding them, they have arrested th( 
former and suppm;sed the latter. I fear greatly that the Bri tisl 
Parliament- I wish to direct your attention particularly to thif 
matter-I fear greatly that the Br itish P arliament has bee1 
hoodwinked. We thought when we were establishing a Court oJ 

{ 

the L and Commission that we were establishing what would be, i1 
every sense of the word, a court of justice. I fear that is not tc 
be so. I doub t very much whether the landlords will get justic£ 
in that Court. I do not think it is intended that that Court shal 
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be a judicial body. It is intended that that Court shall be a de
partment of the Executive Government, charged with the duty of 
reducing rents ; and the Go\'ernment and the Commission have 
-only got themselves to blame if that construction is put on their 
acts. Now, mark what was the original composition of that 
Court. The Government appointed as judges two of the most ex
treme men whom they could have selected all throngh Ireland
men whose opinions on the land question were notorious. Suppose 
that it was necessary in this country to appoint a commission-an 
executive commission-to regulate the dealings bet11een employer 
and employed in all our mining industries, and suppose the 
Government appointed as judges on that Commission Mr. Mac
donald and :M:r. Burt. I do not want to say anything against 
those t110 gentlemen, except this, that no one would think that 
the interests of the employers were not placed in rather a hazard
ous position. (Applau e) Well, suppose again that it was 
necessary to appoint a Commission to determine how much 
property was nece ary for the support of the Church of l~ngland, 
and that Mr. Bradlaugh and 1r. A hton Dilke ''ere the judges 
on that Comm is ion. Well, I do not think anybody would sup
pose that the Church of England was going to get much justice. 
That i exactly analogous t the action of the Government in the 
composition of this Land Commission. But the l;ord-Lieutenant 
has had to appoint several ~uh-Commissioners. All of the e have 
been taken from the tenants' party, so that at the first blush of 
the matter, if the landlords are to have their case fairly considered 
-and tlrnt 'ms the intention of the British Parliament-the 
judges will have to be almost more than human. But the action 
of the Commission itself fills me with suspicion. The moment they 
were legally appointed, they issued a manifesto to the Iri h people 
telling the farmers what it was in their power to do for them, 
setting forth the great benefits 11hich tho Act conferred on them, 
nnd they invited them all to come into Court. Well, now bring that 
home to this country again. Supposing, on the passing of the 
:Employers' Liability Act, the High Court of Ju tice of this 
country bad issued a circular to all the employed of this country, 
setting forth the benefits which the Act conferred on the em
ployed, would not you consider that the High Court of Justice 
wa rather abandoning its judicial character, and was stimulating 
litigation? That is precisely what the Land Court in Ireland has 
done. But that was not enough. On the first day of the opening 
of that Court, the pm;;iding judge delivered from the Bench -what 
was nothing more or less than a political harangue, again setting 
forth all the benefits which the Act conferred upon the Irish 
tenants, and, by implication of course, setting forth the merits of 
the Government which had passed the Act; and I observe that 
during the course of that address, that political harangue, the 

B 



18 

learned judge frequently elicited the loud applause of bis audience 
A pretty scene for a court of justice ! And further, I commenc 
this to anyone accustomed to courts of law, the learned judge de· 
livered the judgment of the Court upon two most important anc 
most intricate points of the Land Act before a single case hac 
been submitted to him, and before a single argument of an 
learned counsel had been heard. So I do not think the Commis· 
sion can justly complain if the owners of property in Ireland
persons who have a great interest at stake, and everything to lose 
-are disposed to deny altogether the judicial character of the 
Land Commission. I also observe that at the first opening of 
that Court Mr. Herbert Gladstone, or, as we may now call him 
the "resources of civilisation "-(laughter)-occupied a seat o 
the bench. Depend ~pon it, when the Registrar of the Land 
Commissioners' Court d ared " that the Court of the Land 
League was now open," le committed no lapsus lingure, he per
petrated no Irish bl der ; he stated what is a grim reality. 
(Applause.) Would you believe it possible that there is at th 
present time in every 'Post Office in Ireland a huge placard, issued 
by order of the Land Commissioners, circulated by the Executiv 
GoYernment, headed with large letters, "Advantages conferred on 
the Irish tenants by the Land Act." Was such a step ever taken 
in the history of this country by a Court of Justice before ? I 
think you will agree with me that one is not extravagant in sup
posin()' that Irish landlords will not be treated in thali Court as 
parties on an equality with the tenants. They will be treated a 
prisoners at the bar. Well, you will have seen, I dare say, in the 
newspapers, that Archbishop Croke, the celebrated Roman 
Catholic Prelate in Ireland, has abandoned the Land League 
after having been closeted for two hours with Mr. Forster. It is 
to my mind indisputable that Mr. Forster detached that eminent 
prelate from the Land League by giving him assurances, not to 
say pledges, that the action of the Land Commissioners would be 
to reduce rents largely throughout Ireland. Very well, if that i 
so, if the Land Commission is not to be a Court of Justice, as we 
understand the term, but a department of the Executive G01 ern
ment charged with the duty of reducing rents throughout Ireland 
as largely as decen y will permit, what I want to know is the 
difference between Her Majesty's Radical Government and its 

(

organisation and the Irish National Land Leauge and its 
organisation. There is no difference of principle whatever. It is 
a difference of degree, and, considering the po ition of the parties, 
the difference is microscopjcal. According to Her Majesty's 
Government, if a robber, breaking into your house, sees ten 

\ sovereigns lying on the table, and steals five of them, and leaves 
five, he is no robber, but an enlightened arbitrator justly 
dividing property. (Great laughter.) But if he steals the whole· 
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ten sovereigns, then he is a criminal of the deepest dye, to be 
punished with the utmost rigour of the law. But, to speak 
seriou ly, what is the position, I ask you, of property in this 
country-property, which is the foundation stone of all modern 
society-if principles such as these are to be applied to it ? 
On all these grounds, I do snbmit to you that the conflict 
between Her Majesty's Government and the Irish National Land 
League the conflict betw·een Mr. Gladstone and Mr Parnell-is a 
conflict between pot and kettle- ( cheers )-and that we shall act 
wi ely in repudiating :Mr. Gladstoue's claim upon us for our 
support, in holding ourselves entirely aloof, and in preserving a 
rigid neutrality. We can have neither part nor lot in the frightful 
responsibility which now oppresses Her Majesty's Go,·ernment. 
(Applame.) They have plunged Ireland into disorder and 
anarchy for their own purposes. 'l'hey are now obliged to have 
recourse to the most arbitrary mea ures for the purpo c of restor
ing even a semblance of government and law, and if we rush in 
ha tily now, and unreflectingly, to condone the guilty past, and to 
appro-ve of the action of the Government at the elHenth hour 
against the Irish people, the Liberals themselves will be the first 
to proclaim to Ireland that they "\Tcre forced to take these steps, 
owing to the clamour of the Conservati\e party. (Applau e.) We 
believe that the interests of the empire are bound up with the 
future of the Con ervative party- (ap1 lause)-and, viewing the 
exceeding magnitude of those interests to humanity at large, we 
should not be justified in imperilling that future by gratuitously 
involving ourselves in the odium which mu t attach to the re
course to arbiLrary power, more especially if -we consider that if 
the Conservatives had been in power no such unconstitutional acts 
would have been ncces ary, and that the necessity for th m has 
arisen from the reckless determination of the Racheal party to 
defeat and to humiliate the Conscrrnti rn party. ( beers.) I feel 
that I o"·c you an apo1ogy for having trc. pa ed upon your 
patience so long. I have coufinc<l. my rernn.rk' his eveuing to 
one question- he que tion of the moment. For the last eighteen 
months the gaze of England has been anxiously and painfully 
rivetted upon Ireland. Not for one single insta.nt have \\C been 
able to divert our attention to other matterR. Mr. Gladstone and 
his colleagues, by slander, by misrepresentation, even by positive 
falsehood, contrived to turn away the heads of the people of this 
country from Lord Beaconsfield and his policy ; buL there must 
be many now of those who were so turned, bitterly and regretfully 
reminding themselves that of all these evils Lord Beaconsfield 
foretold would be the result of the triumph of Mr. Gladstone. 
What is the position of those two men now? Lord Beaconsfield 
slumbers in an honoured grave in Hughenden Churchyard. His 
memory is cherished by a Sovereign and her people. His genius 
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and his career will for long be fresh in the minds of succeeding 
generations, and his name is ineradicably sLamped upon the pRges 
of fame as that of a Minister who loved his country beyon all 
things, and who while he waf.3 in power kept Britain united and 
made her great. Mr. Gladstone on the other hand, the conqncror 
and the survivor--n·hat of him ? He seats himself on tbron s of 
green and gold in Leeds Town Hall; he runs greedily after 
addresses in gold boxes, proffered by obsequious and by servile 
Lord Mayors ; he is e corted through tbe streets by multitudes of 
well-drilled caucuses, waving torches and shouting loud ho annn,s, 
and, like King Herod upon bis throne, be may imagine that bis 
glory also is immortal. But I know well that if his Government 
continue long, we shall soon be within a mea urable distance 
of the day when, with an empire disintegrated at home and totter
ing abroad, with our commerce 1Yaning, with our industries 
<lecayed, dependent for all necessaries of life on the bounty or 
cupidity of the foreigner, with the mass of our labour-skilled and 
unskilled-driven by free imports to foreign shore - (applause)
with our arms defeated and with our flag disgraced, with the 
spectres of Communism and Revolution lrnncring over this once 
peaceful country, his name 11ill never be uttered by any patriotic 
Englishman without deep and bitter condemnation ; and upon 
him will be pronounced the irrevocable and fatal verdict, that 
throughout the hole of his long career, in spite of his great 
opportunities, in spite of bis marvellous gifts, he has been animated 
by no true love of country, by no real loyalty to the Throne, not 
even by any fidelity to party-Con enatiYes, Peelitcs, Whig~ , he has 
courted and deserted them all in turn-but ever and always by a 
consuming desire for the gratification of personal vanity, and by 
an inextinguishable lust for momentary renown, no matter at 
what cost, or by what measures, it -n·as ach ieved. (Applause.) 
That is my case for the prosecution. That is my indict
ment against Her Majesty's Government, which I will bring 
up against th .m in season and out of sea on nntil the hour 
for giving the verdict shall have sounded. For the true mean
ing, I take it, of the meeting to-night, which I am most grateful 
for having had the opportunity of addressing, and the true 
meaning of similar gatherings which have taken place in various 
parts of the country is this-that we, the Tory party, are resolved 
by united and persevering efforts, efforts which do not recognise 
defeat, and which do not know of despair-( cheers)-to pass on to 
those who shall come after us, uninjured, undiminished, and un
shorn, the same priceless inheritance which we have received from 
those who have gone before, the same wide extent of empire, 
the same measure of civil and rebgious liberty, the same union of 
races and of classes and of interests, the rnme respect for law aud 
<>rder, property, religio_n, and morality ; and this is our highest 
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ambition, this our brightest dream, that , as in the past, so now 
and in the future, through the countle~s ages during which the 
world yet may roll, England shall remain the ornament of 
Christendom, the refuge of the oppre sod, and the home of the 
happy rtncl the free. (Cheers.) 

Sir CHARLES LEG.ARD, Bart., who was loudly cheered on 
rising, proposed a vote of thanks to Lord Randolph Churchill. 
Re was obliged for the warm and hearty r eception accorded to 
himself, but a : nrecl the meeti ng he gladly attended to s 1pport 
the 0 nserrnti rn cans , which was led with such conspicuous 
ability by their prc~ idcnt, Dr. Rollit-( cbeer.::)-and he a Lo came 
especially to support his noble friend Lord Randolph Churchill. 
(Cheers.) It wa~ not for him on this occasion,· an l in Lord 
Randolph's presence, to speak of his lordship's abill ty and 
eloquence, for they had had a sample of it that night, which he 
thought they would all endorse as being worthy of any statesman 
in this country. (Cheers.) But this at least he might say, that 
it "as the opinion, not only of himself, but of many experienced 
politicians, that Lord Randolph Churchill "as one of the most 
rising men of the day. (Cheers.) Lord Churchill had shown the 
greatest acumen, skill, and ability in the attacks he had made on 
the Government in Parliament during tlie last two sessions, ancl 
to find himself abused hy the Radical Party must be the greatest 
satisfaction he could have, for the simple rea on that if he had 
not been a skilful critic and a dangerou opponent they would not 
have cared to pour as they had done the wh 1 nals of their 
wrath upon his head. (Cheers.) The pre ent demon. tration, 
follnwing o closely upon the one at tho Circus, at which Sir 
Stafford Northcote attr.ndecl, plainly showerl. that although the 
Conservative party in tho House of Common , in Rull, and in 
some other parts of tho country, were in a minority, at any rate in 
this to"n the party was full of life, trongtb, and. vigour, an l was 
again becoming so popular and pO\rnrful that, unlike the neigh
bouring town of Leeds, it did not require either the electric light 
or a torchlight procession to attract tho people . (.Applause.) 
They know· a waning cau--.e required to be repleni bed and upheld, 
and this wa.s o at Leeds ; and after the rough usage < f the 
Government during the pa t twclYemonths at the lrn.nds of the 
electors of Coventry, St. I res, Knare borough, Pre ton, North 
Durham, and North Lincoln-( cheers )-it wa. almost necessary 
for the Radical party to make a great show ; and this mts done 
by putting their hands into their own pockets, and al ~o into the 
pockets of the Con ervative ratepayers of Leeds. But although 
the path of the Prime Minister 'rns lighted up, and there were 
illuminations, still the unfortunate policy of Her Majesty's 
Government in the T ransvaal and Ireland shone for th. Above all 
the applause and cheers of the people of Leeds and Glasgow could 
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be seen the terrible spectre. of a brave general-Sir George Colley 
-and a noble band of heroes dying at Ma.i uba Hill, and their 
death unavenged. (Cheers.) This formed a dark page in English 
history, and a seriou3 stumbling-block for the Liberal Govern
ment, and it must be remembered other naLions did not look at 
these events through Sir William Harcourt's spectacles-they saw 
the country dishonoured and nothing retrieved in a way becoming 
a great nation. And he must say that Sir William Harcourt, in 
speaking at Glasgow and casting the blame of Majuba on a dead 
general, uttered one of the most unworthy sentence that ever fell 
from the lips of a Minister of the Crown. (Applause.) In his 
(Sir Charles's) opinion, the Government had a great deal to 
answer for in tbe course they had pursued after declaring, on 
January GIJh, that they were going to put down a risincr in the 
'l'ransrnal. (Applause.) Sir Charles, referring to Mr. Gladstone 
at Leeds, observed, slightly altertng a well-known verse : 

Towler and Jowler, howlers all, 
:No ingle tongue was mute, 
Glad tone gave the note, and lo 
The whole pack followed suit I 

(laughter and cheers)-and last week they witnessed one of the 
strangest events in the history of this country. They had four 
Cabinet Ministers deluging the conn try with their speecbes, and 
how did these four go about ? Tbey 11ere not carried on the 
boulders of the people-nothing of the sort. They 11ere guarded 

by detectives and policemen. (Applause.) After referring to the 
Iri, h que tion, which had been so forcibly put before tbe meeting 
by Lord Randolph, Sir Charles said he could only imagine from 
the present great meeting that the Conservative party in Hull 
were putting tbeir shoulders to the wheel, and meant at any rate 
to gain one seat at the next election. (Cheers.) He concluded 
by moving " That the most hearLy tlrnnks of this meeti11g of the 
members of the Hull Conservative Association, of the Conservative 
Ward Msociations. a.nd of the Rull Constitutional Ulub, be given 
to Lord Randolph Churchill, J\1.P ., for the very admirable addre s 
i\hich he bas delivered, and for his able, energetic, and eloquent 
adYocacy of Conservative and Constitutional principles i.u and 
-0ut of the House of Comm011 . " 

Dr. Knm, ex-1\Iayor of Hull, seconded the motion. He re-
ferred briefly to the disordered sta.te of Ireland, and said that Lord 
Churclilll's eloquent speech, which he characterised as a very re
markable one, mu t have carried conviction to many \Tho had not 
thought much of the matter before, a to who was responsible for 
the erious cond ition of affairs. He was sure they \ronld give his 
Lord hip credit for havi11g most carefully watched events, and for 
not allowing a. siug1e circumstance to e cape him which could be 
br ,ught against bis political oponents. Lord Churchill had stated 
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his case for the prosecution ; and he was quite sure that they 
would admit that no advocate could have stated a case with more 
ability than his Lordship had done. They listened only a short 
time ago to a statesman of age and experience. It was the general 
who formed his plans in the closet, and who carefully weighed every 
word before he expressed it, but in the actual contest they must 
best depend upon those who, like his Lorclship, had the dash, the 
ability, and the power to deal with facts. The marshal politician 
must have the dash of the free lance, as well as the ability of a 
commander. (Cheers.) 

Mr. R. M. OR.A.VEN, J.P. (ex-Sheriff), in supporting the vote of 
thanks, said that although called on unexpectedly England expected 
every man to do his duty, and, as he was under the orders of the chair
man, he obeyed. He agreed with Dr. King that Lord Ohmchill's 
address was a remarkable one, and, in his opinion, there was a 
great future before his lordship. (Applause.) He was destined 
to be in the front ranks of Conservatism. (Hear, hear.) A more 
severe and scathing- indictment of a Government and the Premier 
he ne\'er heard. He heartily and cordially endorsed all that bad 
been said by the proposer of the motion, which he had the greatest 
pleasme in supporting. (Loud applause.) 

Mr. FOSTER (a working man), the Secretary of the Trades' 
Council, said that he desired it to be distinctly understood that be 
was not present as an official of, or as being connected with, the 
Trades' Council which was a non-political body. He had no 
authotity to represent it--(hear, hear)-but, speaking for himself, 
and personally, and for large numbers of working men, he said 
that there was very much in Lord Randol1 h Churchill's speech 
and in the principle of Conservatism which they could not but 
heartily approve. (Loud applause.) 

Mr. LUMLEY OooK (Hon. Sec. of the Central As ociation), 
who was received with great applause, briefly seconded the reso
lution. Re alluded to a bill circulated on the walls of the Borough 
vilifying the memory of the illustrious ancestor of the noble lord, 
the hero of Blenheim, as evidently emanating from the same 
individual faction which had gloried in the flag of England being 
dragged through the dust by the Boer in the Transvaal. Whatever 
they could do in the present, it was not even in their power to 
sully the deeds of their glorious ancestors, or tear from the page 
of history the brilliant achievements of the first Duke of Marl
borough. He sincerely hoped that it 11ould not be long before 
they again had the pleasure of listening to another eloquent speech 
from Lord Randolph Churchill. (Applause.) 

The vote of thanks was then put by Dr. Rollit to the meeting 
and carried unanimously, first by a show of hands of the vast 
audience, and then by their loud and long acclamations. 

Lord RANDOLPH CHURCHILL, in responding to the vote of 
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thanks, said that he was horified to find that he bad detained them 
for more than an honr-and-a-half, and he felt that so far from 
them owing him any thanks, it was he who O\'led them thanks fo1 
having trespassed upon their time for so long. (A voice : "W 
will sit here another hour yet.") He conld only say that he looked 
upon it as the greatest pos5ible honour to be invited to this great 
town and this great commercial centre. Be need scarcely say that 
the approval with which they seemed to have met most of th 
views he had expresseJ., would be of the greate t possible encourage
ment to him jn persevering in them, and in producing them o 
other occasions elsewhere. (Great applau e.) He would ask them 
to join in a unanimous vote of thanks to the Chairman of the 
evening, Dr. Rollit, whose zeal for the Conserrnti'rn cause was not 
confined to Hull, whose efforts in the North Lincolnshire election 
greatly contributed to the success of Mr. Lo11tber, and to whom 
the Conservative party in Hull and the country was under a debt 
of gratitude. (Loud applause.) 

The vote of thanks to Dr. Rollit was seconded by 
Mr. E. P. MAXSTED, J.P., who said that it mu t strike all the 

Conservatives in Hull, that with Dr. Rollit as the Chairman they 
had got the right man in the right place. (Hear, hear.) It put 
new blood into them to have gentlemen like Dr. Rollit comino 
forward and inviting the great, the distinguished, the noble, and 
the eloquent men of our country to come to llnll and address them, 
ashadnever been done before . (Applause.) And the electors of Hull 
ought to retiurn the compliment by sending two Conservatin 
members to represent the constituency. (Loud appla.u~e . ) 

The motion wa carried with great acclamation. 
Dr. RoLLIT briefly responded, saying tbat the gratification of 

presiding over such immense gatherings of Con ervati ves was the 
most ample return for any servjces he might haYe rendered to the 
Conservative party. (Hear, bear.) 

Dr. RoLLIT then called for three cheers for Lord Randolph 
Churchill, which were given with the greatest enthusiasm, and thi.: 
great meeting terminated. 
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. A.ST night the inaugural dinner of the Hull Con. t itutional 
Club was held, Major Brodrick, J .P., the President, in the 
chair. The president wa . upportecl, among t others, by 
Lord R. Churchill, nI.P., Sir Charles Legard, Bart., A. IC 
Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., F . B. Grotrian, J.P., Rev. T. J . 

Lewis, M.A., W. S. Bailey, J.P., W. Ellershaw, Lumle Cook, 
W. C. Leng (Sh~ffield Daily 'Tele9rnph), Captain Hill (late 
30th Regiment), Lieut. -Colonel Saner, J .P., \V. T. Dibb, 
Alderman King, J.P. (ex-Mayor), n. M. Crarnn, J .P. (cx
Sheri:ff), Major Goddard, Major Pudsey, E. P. Maxstcd, J.P., 
H. C. Glcadow, Dr. Dix, W. R. King, J.P., Capt. W. S. 
Brodri ·k, J. D. Holmes, J .P., C. n. Bell (clrnirmnn North 
:M: yton Ward Conservative Asso iation), C. 1

• Eccle (chairman 
'\Vest Scnlcoates Ward Cm1 ervatiYe As. ociation), R. Baxter 
(chairrr an outh Myton Ward Con ervative As ociation), F. 
Clark, Herbert Harrison, E. Heslcwood, B. Whitaker, C. Kuhlino-, 
A. Hodg on, T. H . Nas au, H. A. Jc sop, ll. A. Johnson, F. 
Sutton, J. H. Fisher, M. Bean, A. E. Pear. on, Capta.i n J . H . 
Peters, Major White, F. S. Kelsey, J. A. Chambers, J. Campbell 
Thompson, C. Hargitt .Johnson, T . W. Ley-worth, G. Martinson, 
Russell Starr, F. W. Starr, E. Starr, J. L. Kidd, W. Peasogood, 
J. Winkley, F. Winkley, 11.1. Ely Sykes, Alderman Denison, G. 
Krause, Ph.D., R. Toogood, R. S. Hart, F . H . Pearson, T . H. 
Theilmann, George Cowan, E. Bark.worth, B. Barton, Councillor 
Rollit, Councillor Myers, T. Farrell, B.A., J. Grindell, A. H. H. 
Robinson, M.A., W. B. Jameson, G. H . Lowr~dge, Captain W. H. 
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W ellsted, James Brown, J. Wacholder, H. Hanson, Dr. H 
Thompson, J. Turner (Ulceby ), W. Reynolds, F . Bilton, J. Hal 
Sissons, R. Stephenson, C. W. Ansell, W. Beckett, Captain G. B 
Clarke, J. L. Read, A. Ellershaw, H . P . Daly, J . Horsley, L 
Stephenson, J . H. Easton, C. Kelsey, D. Bantoft (Selby), W. H. R 
Hutchinson, C. Ringrose (Cottingham), W. Sinclair, D. Cattle 
H . Moor, C. 1\ioor, F. Good, J . B. Willows, H . Holt, S. B. Maso . 
W. W. Bean, H . Wil un, G. T . Wilson, Dr. Sawdon, T. Reynold
son, Captain R. L . Stone, &c. 

About 150 guests sat down to dinner. 
The PRESIDENT proposed "The Queen, the Prince an 

Princess of Wales, and the rest of the Royal Family." 
Councillor LllrnEB.T (the hon. treasurer to the Club, an 

vice-chairman), proposed "The Archbishop and Clergy of thi 
Diocese," to which tbe Rev. T . J . LEWIS, M.A., responded. 

Dr. Drx submitted the toast of "The Army, :Navy, am 
Auxiliary Force ," and Captain Hill (late !iOth Regiment), Maj · 
Goddard (1st East York Rifle Volunteers), and Major Pudse: 
(2nd East York Artillery Volunteers) responded. 

Dr. RoLLIT (Chairman of the Conservative party), briefl.; 
but eulogistically proposed ''The Houses of Lords and Common~ 
.and the health of Lord Randolph Clmrchill," remarking tha 
under any circumstances, it was an honour to be asked to proposi 
suoh an important toast a that of the Houses of Parliament; 
but that honour was greatly increased when it was associated wit1 
the name of a noble lord who was a distingui hed ornament of thJ 
House of Commons, and closely connected-in history, and by thi 
ties of family-with the other House of the Legislatur 
(Applause.) He acknowledged, in eloquent terms, the services · 
liord Randolph Churchill to the Conservative party in Parliament 
and the obligat.ion under which be had placed the party in Hul 
by the address which he had delivered the previous evenin~ 
(Applause.) 

Lord RANDOLPH CHURCHILL, who was received with grea, 
applause, said: Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen,-! own I feel my
self to be in some COE. iderable difficulty in replying to the toas 
which Dr. Rollit has proposed, on two ground . In the first place; 
on account of the terms-far too flattering-in "'.hich Dr. Rolli 
has been kind enough to couple my name with this toast. I an 
more accustomed, somehow or other, to have to respond to wha 
is the reverse of praise-(langhter)-and I cannot help feelin: 
that the amount of praise which Dr. Rollit has been kind enoug1 
to shower on me is quite as undeserved as the amount of abu 
which I have often bad to respond to. (Laughter.) On tru 
other hand, I am a]so in some difficulty in trying to do justice b 
the Houses of Lords and Commons. I have not the honour of • 
sufficiently intimate acquaintance with the composition of tru 
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House of Lords, or with its procedure, to enable me to respond 
satisfactorily for that august assembly, bnt have eYery reason to 
believe, from what \rn have recently seen, that the House of Lords 
is well able to take care of it elf, that it occupies as strong a 
position in the affections of our countrymen as it has done at any 
time in our history, and that it is able, whenever it thinks it wise 
.and expedient, to hold up its hands against a hostile House of 
Commons. (Hear, hear.) With regard to the House of 
Commons I am again in a difficulty. It is a sorry bird, they say, 
that fouls its own nest. Therefore, I would be doing very wrong 
if I spoke any words which might seem to be speakiug evi l of 
the House of Commons. At the same, it is very difficult for a 
member of the Conservative party to gush over the present 
House of Commons. (Laughter.) I think I shall avoid that 
difficulty by speaking in negati\e terms. The last House of 
Commons that we were acquainted with was, we have every 
reason to believe, a model House of Commons. (Laughter.) 
The present Hou e of Commons is widely different. ~Ve should 
have been glad if the last House of Commons could bave been 
renovated and restored in the same form as it existed before. We 
none of us wish that the life of tho present Honse of Commons 
should be very long prolonged-(laughter)-and we all hope that 
whenever we have another Hou e of Commons it may be as 
different from the present a chec c is from chalk. (Hear, hear, 
and laughter.) I shall Yenture rather to endeavour to turn your 
attention to one or two question w·bich are likely to occupy the 
attention of Parliament during the coming se ·sion. There are 
two questions which are attracting a great amount of attention at 
the present moment. One of these questions is forced into 
prominence by the peop1e of this country, and the other by the 
Government of the day. The first question is the condition and 
prospect of British commerce and industry, and the manner in 
which that condition is affected Ly our present commercial system, 
and the other is the procedure of the House of Commons. 
(Applause.) I will, with your permi sion, offer a few remarks on 
the fir t of the e questions. The Liberal party denominate our 
pre ent sy tern-our pre cnt commercial system-Free Trade. 
Well, that is an altogether fol e denomination. (Applause.) We 
mi e in this country over £10,000,000 a yea.r from Customs 
duties. It is needless to say one wou1d have thought that Free 
Trade doe. not admit of Cu toms duties being levied on foreign 
imports at all. Neither docs it admit of Customs duties being 
levied by foreigners on the goods we Eell to them. Therefore, so 
far as our fiscal aITangements are concerned, and . o far a foreign 
fiscal arrangements are concerned, Free Trade does not exist. 
(Applause.) It is in the region of Dreamland, where I think it 
is likely to remain. (Applau..,e.) "\\ e adopted a quarter of a 
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century ago a system of levying a large revenue-a large Onstons 
revenue-on about half-a-dozen articles only of foreign imp r s, 
and we adopted that sy tem as a step to Free Trade, and as m 
inducement to free trade, and ". allowed all other articles of 
foreign impor~ Lo come in free . Well, so far from that ystem of 
ours having attracted Free Trade, it ha repelled it. (Appl:1u. t.) 
"\Ve haYe no j marlc a single convert among the nationR of Eurme 
or, I may sa' ·, ·be nations of the ·world, and the people of tlis 
country arc lwginning to ask them2elves whether this plan of oU's 
bas promoted or has deteriorated the character, prnspects, aid 
condition of BriLd1 industry and labour. (Hea r, hear.) Sirce 
1875 we know that trade has been depressed, and, tb ugh foreirn 
countries haYe, uudl!r our eyes, rccovereJ more or less from tlat 
depression, there is a general conceusus of opinion that Engla1d 
has as yet exhibited no real trustl\·orthy signs of rccoYery, md 
some of us-I bclicYc it will be found to be a. very large pmty 
when a general election comes-are of opinion that a more healt1y 
commercial e:s:i tencc could be arrived at, and that our recovery 
from our present depres ion would be greatly stimulated by ex
tending the range of our Custom duties by rcdur.ing the Ji ea7 
duties which now oppre~s a few articles of such genernl consurrp
tion th::i,t they may b" almost called necessaries, and hy impo~i1g 
duties on other ar ides which, though laraely consumed, camot 
be regarded in any semc of the word as nee . aries. (Applaus1.) 
Our objects are two-fold. We desire to protect British lab01r 
and to open to British labour foreign market . (Cheers.) W di, 
Her lVIaje ty's GoYernrnent ancl the Radical party are screami 10· 
with indignaLion over this indecent avowal, but I want to rnk 
you, what on earth are the present GoYcrnment doing at tlis 
moment! Arc they not negotiating, or trying to negotiate a 
treaty in Paris '\1ith the French, for no other object than co 
protect Bri ti. h labour, and to open to British labonr the :Frcrnh 
marl-et? and the only difference between u and them is this
that we believe we can attain that object an l that they cannit. 
They cannot attain it, bccau e, for ome mysterious rca en r 
other they have chosen to tie themselves down, with cords whi:h 
are not to be broken, to our present ...,ystem of levying Oust n 
duties on six articles of foreign import , and they declare bcfoe
hand to their commercial foes that 110 power on earth sball indwe 
them to alter one jot or one tittle of that system, and they wotld 
rather sec England ruined than suffer a fi11gcr to be raised agai1 t 
the fanciful and peculiar commercial edifice which was construcbd 
by the immortal Cobden and by the divine Rright. (Laughte-.) 
Well, this cannot be denied, that an extended and even a hea1y 
tariff does not necessarily ruin countries. It is very exaspetati1g, 
but it is unfortunately only too true, that countries which barn m 
extended and a heavy tariff have actually made greater prognss. 



than we have with our narrow and restricted tariff. (Hear, hear.) 
Mr. Glad -tone is very fond of dwelling on the immense increase in 
the wealth of the country, which he ascribe entirely to Free Trade, 
and M:r. Gladstone deals in 1ery large figures . I like la.rge fi~ures 
too, and I th ink I can Leat 1\Ir. Glaclst(Jne. (Laugl1tcr.) I find 
by turning to a most orthodox work-a book caJled " The Balance 
Sheet of the World "-that the Yalne of American industries in
-creased from the year 1870 to the year 1880 to the extent of 
£5:?5,000,000 sterling, wherca3 English industries in the same 
period only increased £337,000,000 sterling in Yalue, or 
about £200,000,000 less. I find that the Yalue of American 
manufactures increased in these ten years £'.?OG,000,000 
sterling in Yalne, wherens English manufactures only 
increased £11G,OOO,OOO in Yalne or a little ov r £00,000,000 
le , . (Applause.) Port entries in Great Britain increased during 
the ten years 8,000,000 tons. Curiou ly enough, they incrensed 
in America in exactly tlie same proportion, in pite of the heavy 
.. American tariff. The population of Great Ilritaiu iucreased in ten 
yea.rs 3,J00,000 ; the population of America increased 11,500,000. 
In these ten years Grnat Britain made 2,000 miles of railway ; 
America made 41,000. The profits on railways in Great Britain 
averaged ·15 per cent. ; the profits on railwnys in \.merica 
aYeragccl 4·G2 per cent. Great Britain made in the ten year· from 
1870, 1,000 miles of telegraphs ; America made 50,000. The ac
cumulated wealth of Grea.t Britain increased in the e ten years, 
from 1870 to 1880, £G50,000,000 sterling-a splendid increase. 
The accumulated wealth of .America increased in these ten years 
£1,5GOOOO,OOO, or about three times as much. (Appla.us .) The 
annual income of Great Britain increased in these ten years 
£195,000,000 sterling. The annual income of America increased 
in the s:tme time £34-l,000,000 sterling. The Americans con
sumeJ. per head annually 3!) bushel. of grain ; our people only 
consumed 20. Tho Americans con urned per head annually 120 lbs. 
of mGat; our peo1 le only con um d 110 ll>~ . (Laughter.) Well, 
these are dreadful figures . The Americans ought to have been 
mined according to the immortal Cobden and the di,·ine Bright, 
but instead of that they have beaten us into fits, and the only 
difference between our commercial system is this- that they raise 
two-thirds of their revenue from Cus~oms dutfos and we only raise 
one-fourth, and that is impure Free Trade and pure Protection. 
(Laughter.) These are figures which, I think, you will never get 
put before you by the Liberal party. (Applause.) There is another 
feature in our Customs duties which, we think, is well worthy of 
attention at the hands of the Constitutional Club. It is a very ugly 
feature. We levy our Customs duties in a manner oppressive to 
the working classes and favourable to the rich. Now, the value 
·Of impor ted tobac·co in, this country was £2,900,000 annually. 
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Well, tobacco must be looked upon as necessary to the workirg
classes, and on that £2,900,000, we imposed duties bringing in a 
revenue of £8,600,000, or about 300 per cent. On some kinds of 
tobacco, and on those kinds partiicularly used by the po01er 
classes, we impose a duty reaching up to 1,400 per cent., while m 
tea, another necessary and an article of food, on an imported valne 
of £11,000,000, we raise a revenue by Customs of £3,800,0CO. 
On wine, which certainly cannot be looked upon as a necess y 
even by the most ardent foe of the teetotallers, on an imporbd 
value of £6,000,000 we only raitm a revenue of £1,300,000. 11 

silks, 011 an imported value of £13,000,DOO, 1rn do not raise a sinfle 
penny, and silk certainly cannot be looked upon as anythmg lut 
the purest luxury. What I wish to point out is this-that that is 
the Radical idea of Free Trade, which they declare ha acted ' O 

beneficially to the working-classes of this country, that you are to 
tax the poor man's luxury-or, as I call it, necessary-tobacco, 
1,400 per cent., whereas the rich man's luxury, wine, you only ttx 
25 per cent. Another luxury, silk, you refuse to tax at al. 
Further, by refusing to tax those articles of foreign import, whi ih 
are in their nature luxur.ies, you encourage the rich, and naturaly 
encourage them, to spend their money on foreign labour-(11err, 
hear)- so that tho Radicals-tho e friends of the peoplc-smt c 
the poor man on one cheek by taxing heaYily his necessaries of lie, 
and then immediately smite him on the other by driving Engli1h 
capital into foreign labour. :Now, these Radical oracles tell us thtt 
we are not to be alarmed at decreasing exports. On the contraiv~ 
that decreasing exports and increasing imports arc a sign of grett 
prosperity. (Laubhtor.) Well, 1 want to a k you-::md I coud 
not go to a better quarter for advice-as citizens of a groat con
mercial town, this question-and no statements on a matter of tlis 
kind arc worth very mu h unless they arc capable of being pu hid 
to their logical conclusion-if an excess f imports over exports is 
of itself always necess::trily a sign of great prosperity, a greater e·
cess of imports over exports must be a sign of gron.ter pro peritr. 
(Appla.use.) Well, if that, i8 so, if a greater excess of imports i a 
ign of greater prosr erity-and we are all anxious to be ts 

prosperous as we can- why export at all? (Laughter and ar p]aus ) 
Why not shut up all our factories, dismiss aJl our labourers, aid 
content ourselves with buyin~ ? Of course, Radicals would say it 
once, that is nonsense. Well, so it is. I admit it, but the mome1t 
they say that, you then nail them to this, that they admit thtt 
there is a limit of safety in excess of imports over P.xports, and thtt 
one side of that limit is prosperity and the other side of that limt 
is ruin, and the only cli:fferenee between us and them is this, th~t 
we believe that limit to have been reached and passed, and they w 
not. (Applause.) We know that from 1872 to 1875 we were e:
tremely wealthy and prosperous in this country, and we also knov 
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that in those three years we only bought on an average from the 
foreigner £100,000,000 annually more than "\re sold him. We also 
know that from 1877 to 1880 we were neither wealthy nor 
prosperous, and in those three years we bought from the foreigner 
£200,000,000 more than we sold him on an average. If the Rad
ical theory is worth a rap, that the excess of imports over exports 
is itself a sign of prosperity, we clearly must have been much more 
prosperous in the three years from 1877 to 1880 than in the three 
years from 1872 to 187 5, but we know, as a matter of fact, that 
that was not so. We know, as a matter of fact, that the three 
years from 1877 to 1880 were three years of the greatest possible 
trade depression, and that the country during those three years 
passed through a crisis of great commercial adversity. (Applause.) 
In those figures which I ventured to put to you just · now, and 
which I hope did not weary you, there is a great difference between 
the English and American figures, in this-that the American 
figures i;;how a steady increase on the whole, extending oi;-cr the 
whole of the decade. The English figures show an increase up to 
the middle of the decade, and then a steady decline. For in tance, 
our exports since 1872 have fallen off £22,000,000. Our exports 
of bullion-and this is always the great card of the Radicals-they 
say we haYe gained a large quantity of bullion-our exports of 
bullion have began to exceed our imporus. In the 12. t four years 
we have lo t nearly £3,000,000 of bullion on the exchange. If 
you look at the assessment of the national income, the Income Tax, 
you will find that the amount is less in 1878 than it was in 1876 
by £1,000,000, representing of cour e, a very large capital sum, 
and in 1880 the amount is less than it was in 1879 by £t50,000. 
Well, now, never till the year 187 7 has the assessment of the 
national income to the Income Tax shown anything but a steady 
increa e. (Applause.) In that year it fell off £9,000,000. It 
recovered eight of the e millions in the following year, but again 
fell off in 1870. In 1875 the income from mines wa as essed at 
£14,000,000. In 1879 it bad dimini8heu to £10,000,000. In 
1875 the income from iron works was assessed at £7,000,000. In 
1879 it had fallen off to £1,300,000, showing on them two im
portant branches of industry alone-mining and iron-a decreaEe 
of £9,000,000, and, of course, as you wiJl perceive, repre enting a 
proportionately large decrease in the capital represented by disuse 
of machinery, stock, and plant. (Applause.) Now, again, in 
Schedule D, you will find that the profits from trade have fallen 
off since 1875 to the extent of £10,000,000. (Hear, hear.) 
Taking all these facts into consideration, and rememberjng this 
·notorious fact, that we are not holding foreign securities to any
thing like the same extent we were ten years ago, and also 
remembering the very large emigration of adult labour, which has. 
marked the last ten years. I do maintain, with all deference to 
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demand on the part of the Government for cloture by a ·:m1'} 
majority, for that is what they want, must be met with the res
ponse that if they insist upon this despotic power we must ha ii 
return, as a guarantee against abuse, triennial Parliaments. (A]} 
pl a use.) Well, as I do not think the country is prepared ei~hff 
for triennial Parliaments or cloture, I have no doubt tbat t eri 
wfll be many independent members of the House of Commons wh• 
will proceed to all lengths in opposition to tb.e Government in tJ.ei· 
demands for any further alteration of the ancient procedure of ou· 
Parliament. (Hear, hear.) It is perfectly easy, I affirm, for b 

Go-rnrnment, which is strong and bold, and which knpws its >Wl 

mind, and which bas a distinct, intelligible policy, to carry iha. 
policy into effect under existing regulations, but we should be na 
and worse than mad, if, in order to make things easy for a Govern· 
ment ivhieh has none of these qualitie , we abandon all tbos1 
guarantees for liberty and economy which have sinee tim1 
immemorial l>een the boast and the pride of onr country. In con· 
duRion, I must own that I really have not \YOr<ls in which I ca1 
adequalely express to yon my sense of the honour which you hase corn 
me in inYiting me to ·vi it this great commercial city, and in enter· 
taining me as a guest at this splendid banquet. I take it thtt i 
]s a recognition of the value whit;h you set upon the efforts of 'lor. 
members of either Bouse of Parliament, no matter how unsuccessfu 
these e:lforts may appear to be at the moment, as long as they arc 
honest and sincere, which have for their object to check and. tc 
i·esist the advancing tide of Radicalism set in motion by an imper.om 
and despotic Minister. .A.t any r ate, I can claim for myself, 1nC: 
for some few friends of mine in the House of Commons, that wrn1 
the headquarter-staff of our party was nn.turally stunned by tht 
cm hing and smashing nature of our defeat in 1880, when UJ 

divided and broken ranks seemed to proclaim eterm1l impotr1ce 
we endeavoured to harass the advance of the enemy, and to occ.ip 
his attention while Lhe main forces of our army re.formed :rnd re 
consolidate<l themselves, and decided upon the main lines of t1ei1 
policy. In the struggle, out-numbered, and out-matched, we W!l'e 
I must confess, shtughtercd, so to speak, ornr and OYer agn,in, but 
to the indignation ot the Radicals, on the morrow of each disa1te1 
we appeared more smiling and more confident sLill. (Laugltei 
and lond applause.) lt should not be forgotten that the colliesl 
with Mr. Bradlaugb, which was one great Parliamentary vicbry 
which the Conservatin·s can boa"t of up to now, was initiated b.} 
Sir Henry Drummond Woolf, and that, thanks to the 
undaunted attitude of the Hon. Member for Portsmouth, )Ul 

ancient House of Commons has not yet become a platfa·m 
for the disloyal, a lecture-room for the immoral, or a temple 
for the Atheist and his hideon3 creed. (Appln,us:.) ~'h 
'Tory party is now reanimated and reiuforced by great victorie1 i 
the country. The defeats of 1880 are forgotten, anc1 the trim h 
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of the future are prepared for and expected, for our cause is one 
which cannot be lost for long, and which can never die. 
(Applause.) This lesson , however, I and my friends may learn 
from the kindness to which you have treated me this evening and 
yesterday, that there are many among the constituencies of this 
country who do not look upon youth or official inexperience as a 
crime, who do not regard Parliamentary independenee as an 
unpardonable sin, but who believe thn.t unfaltering faith in political 
principles, and unflinching resolution in maintaining them, are 
qualities which have their value, and may cornr many errors, and 
wJ.1ich tend to make a party powerful and a Senate strong. 
(Cheers.) 

Mr. A. IL DrnB, barrister-at-law, and hon. secretary, sub~ 
mitted "The i\Iayor and Corporation of Hull," 

To which Alderman K. KING, M.D., ex-Mayor, responded. 
Lord RANDOLPH CHURCHILL then proposed the toast of the 

"Hull Constitutional Club." 
The President having responded, 
Mr. F. B. GROTRIAN next proposed ''The Conservative 

Cause.'' La.rge and comprehensive, he said, as the toa. t might 
be, he thought he could not do better, having regard to the 
advanced period of the evening, than propose it in the shortest 
possible terms. It required no advocacy on his part-(hear, hear) 
-because they were really toasting their noble selves-(laughter 
and applause)-the embodiment and peronification of the Con
servative cause. (Applause.) The Conserrntive cause I!:: Hull, 
which was showing such a succe sful revival throughout the town, 
had every reason to be prond and thankful to Lord Churchill fol' 
his kindness in visiting the town. (Applause.) llis lordship was 
kind enough to thank Dr. Rollit for introducing him, but he was 
suee the company would a.gree with him that the debt of obligation 
was on their side. (Applause.) No one could have listened to 
the rnao·nificent oration just delivered by his lord hip without 
feeling that the Conserrntive cause, not only in Hull, but 
throughout the country, had had one very grand lift towards that 
pcrition which would horlily be theirs. (Applause.) The speech 
of' his lordship on the previous night was also a powerful and 
remarkable one, and the ''case" which ho ctmracterised as "his 
case for the prosecution" was indeed a terrible one for the Premier 
and his satellites. (Applause.) There could not be any doubt 
whatever that the country wa not safe in the hands of the present 
Government. (Applause.) The great sting with regard to his 
loruship's "indictment" laicl in its truth. (Hear, hear, and 
applause.) The "case" was truthfully put and supported by 
facts which were in evidence, and which most of them were 
ac<]_uainted with, and he wa quite sure it would bear fruit 
(Applause.) He would only refer to one point in his lordship's 
remarks that evening, and that was with reference to Mr. Bradlaugh. 
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'l'he noble lord said there was only one triumph scored by the 
Opposition in the many conflicts with Her Majesty's Govern ent. 
Re was delighted, and the Conservatives oug·ht to be proud of the 
fact that that one triumph was against Mr. Bradlaugb, and 
against the atheistic tendencies which he attempted to propal:ate. 
(Applause.) What was their position wit.h regard to that 
triumpb. ? Many of them might entertain a difference of opi ion 
a£ to the bringing into Parliament what one might term au 
Enabling Act, to enable Mr. Bradlaugh to take his s at. But 
that was not the question before the House, but it was as to 
whether Mr. Bradiaugh was to take the oath, or, as he (Mr. 
Grotrian) put it, profane the oath. (Applau ·e.) The Couse_ va
tives did right, and it redounded mueh to their credit that they 
were successful upon that point. ( Appla,use.) He referred to 
the work in which Mr. Bradlaugh and Mrs. Besant were engaged, 
which, he said, was degrading to our manhood, and demorali:sing to 
all the b~st feelings and noblest aspirations of our humanity. In 
woman rested all our hopes in the discharge of the duties which 
had to do with the early training of our children, and the purity 
and happiness of our homes, and which we were as~'ed to 
surrender and take in exchange the fruits of a disgus~ing 
philosophy. No! Our aspirations, with regard to our wirns and 
daughters, was rather embodied in these lines:-

" The reason firm, the temperate will, 
Endurance, foresight, strength, and 'kill, 
A perfect woman, nobly planned, 
To warn, to comfort, and command, 
And yet a pirit still and bright, 
With somthing of an angel light." 

(Applause.) He said he hoped the time was fo.r distant when Mr. 
Bradlaugh would occupy a seat in Parliament. (ApplaL.se.) 
Mr. Grotrian l)ext briefly criticised the policy of t.he Government 
in dealing with Ireland, showing how that ClHllltry, nncer the 
rule of our peace-loving and coercion-hating Government, was a 
perfect garrison filled with bayonets. And, in conclusioJ., 'aid 
that l\Ir. Gladstone might take a lesson from an old Gree.k wder, 
who stated that power exercised with violence was seldom of :ong 
duration, but tempered with moderation it generally pmduccd 
permanency in all things. (Lond applause.) 

Sir 0HA.1~LE8 LEGARD responded to the toast. 
Mr. R. 1. ORA. v EN, J.P., ex-Sheriff of Hull, then gave" rhe 

Hull Uonservative Association." 
Ur. LUMLEY CooK, hon. secretary to the association, re}lied 

on its behalf. 
Lieutenant-Colonel SANER, J.P., proposed ''The Tovn and 

Trade of Hull," to which Mr. E. P. Maxsted, J.P., responood. 
Other toasts followed, and the list w~s concluded about 

midnight. 
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MY LORD DALKEITH, LADIES AND GE TLEMEN,-

I thank you most sincerely for the very kind 
manner in which my health has been proposed by Lord Dalkeith 
and received by you. And I feel how much encouragement it is 
to all who are engaged in the arduous duties which now fall on 
those who fight in the Con ervative ranks, to realise that they are 
sustained and animated by the support of powerful and influential 
meetings, such as this. It has been thought, perhaps, something 
of an intrusion that we should come to this metropolis of Liberal
ism at all. But we have benevolent views with regard to this 
metropolis of Liberalism, and we hope soon to clothe it with a 
fairer name. And it is thought still more an intrusion that we 
make this unwelcome exhibition of our zeal at a time when the 
Government imagined that their opponents were a scattered and 
defeated party, crushed to the earth by wonder at their marvellous 
achievements in diplomacy and war. Well, perhaps an event 
that happened in Wiltshire two days ago, may have pointed out to 
them that the English people do not necessarily hold precisely the 
same exalted estimate of what bas taken place that they do. I 
think they will find that, however keen we may all be, in unison 
with the views which we have heard from my gallant friend to
night, to tender the homage of our unrestrained admiration for 
the valour which has fought in Egypt, and the skill by which that 
valour has been guided, we cannot undertake to transfer bodily 
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to her Majesty's Government the whole of the merits acquire by 
our army. I think before that imputation takes place, this ccun
try will require to examine-and examine by the light of tlose 
feelings which are produced by the process of paying the bill-the 
policy by which the war in Egypt was rendered necessary, md 
later on, to examine the results to which this expenditure of bbod 
and treasure has led. 

In speaking of the policy which has led to this war in Egyp;, I 
do not think it necessary to notice the attempts which have leen 
made by some minor organs of the Governmeut to infer that hat 
has happined at the end of 1882 was the necessary result of "\\hat 
was done in 1879. The system of Government, or the ysten of 
financial administration, I should rather say, which we counse.led 
the Kbedive to set up, was one of which her Majesty's Governrrent, 
when they acceded to office, expressed their approval of, and wlich 
they could have altered or abandoned if they disapproved o it. 
The system of dual control, say some of the advocates of her 
Majesty's Government, was one which it was impossible for the 
Government to mauage, and would necessarily overthr w tl:em. 
You will have often noticed that if a horse and his rider urfor
tunately part company, it is al ways afterwards found to be the 
fault of the horse. But any such imputations are not, to do t1em 
justice, authorised by the heads of the Government themselves, 
and it was perfectly open to the Government to have a andmed 
the system if they found it fraught with either inconvenienc• or 
danger. But it is notorious that they approved of it from the 
first. I am not myself so far enamoured of it that I sh uld 1ow 
propose its restoration. But it was an expedient perfectly suted 
to the circumstances under which it was set up, and it might lave 
been maintained for a very considerable time if there bad leen 
applied to it those qualities which are .necessary in sust ·ning ny 
oriental system of administration-namely, that the autha-ity 
which was vindicated should be vindicated by force so s on a-; it 
was vindicated by words, and that no time should elaps betvieen 
the utterance of a defiance and its justification. That i ' the ion
dition of the maintenance of authority in every orienta: courtry. 
If in India you were to deal with a rising against your 1utho·ity, 
by telling them in January that you treated them as foes, md 
waited and took no action till May or June, you would speelily 
compromise your power of taking any action at all. But this 
lack of promptitude and vigilance-though, no doubt, i1 was the 
lack of those qualities which made the maintenance of the prevous 
arrangements impossible-are not, to my mind, the oTuy coJt.ri
bution which her Majesty's Government have made to the crl:as
trophe which we saw last summer. 

You may remember, when the late Government hal to leal 



with difficulties in Egypt, our immediate course was to appeal to 
the suzerain Power, and we were able-by earnest appeals, no 
doubt-to influence the suzerain Power so far, that. necessary 
measures were taken for modifying the conditions of government; 
and the result of this policy was, that the deposition of the Khed
ive-being done by the authority of the Caliph-commanded the 
assent of the Mussulman world. When her Majesty's Govern
ment came to office, they came weighted with the unlucky pledges 
which were delivered in this county. They came, bound to show 
hostility to the Government of Turkey, and upon the first diplo
matic occasion that arose they were forced to fulfil t.hat pledge. 
The difficulties of Montenegro, the difficulties of Greece, were not 
matters that interested this country very largely. They could 
have been settled-it was easy to settle them at any moment, 
if you cho e to do so,-by disregarding the wishes of the Sovereign 
of Turkey. But we never could venture on that course, because 
we knew there were other problems an<l difficulties behind, which, 
if you made the Soverign of Turkey your enemy, must lead you 
into formidable embarra sments. The key of this question of 
Egypt lay in those previous diplomatic communications with re
spect to Montenegro and to Greeee. At the tirue it was thought 
a great triumph that they were settled so easily, and so much to 
the satisfaction of the certain nations with whom many persons in 
this country deeply sympathise-that men did not sufficiently see 
that they were setting against them the only Power that could 
help them to a pacific solution of any difficulties that might arise 
in Egypt. 

Well, then, look at another peculiarity of this Egyptian campaign. 
The first thing that strikes you when you Jook at it as a whole, 
is wonder that Arabi Pasha with his force, with his opportunities, 
should have defied as he did the power of uch a country as Great 
Britain. How is that mystery to be solved? If any nation 
snffor it r.lf to get into war with a weaker nation which is suffi
ciently civilised to know the great difference that exists between 
them, you may depend upon it there is someth ing in the conduct 
of the stronger nation which induces people, induces the weaker 
nation, to believe it will never exert its strength. We have heard 
a great deal about pr(J,stige. I dete t the word. It does not 
really express what we mean. I should rather use the phrase 
military credit. But military credit stands in preci ely the same 
position as financial credit. The use of it is to represent military 
power, and to effect the objects of a military power without the 
nece si ty of a recourse to arms. You know that a man posses
sing great financial credit can perform great operations by the 
mere knowledge of the wealth of which he is master, and that it 
is not neces, ary to sell him up to ascertain if he is solvent and can 
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pay twenty shillings in the pound, in order to have the ben t of 
all the wealth he can command. It is the same with a mi1ary 
nation that is careful to preserve its military credit. If it loes 
so it may, without shedding one drop of blood or incurringone 
penny of expenditure, effect all the objects which, without ~hat 
military credit, can only result in much waste of blood and rea
sure. Now we vvere in the position of a financial operator.vho 
had ruined his own credit by doubtful and dangerou operatms. 
We bad squandered our military credit at Majuba Hill-wffiad 
taken up the position of a Power that was willing to subn:t to 
any insult that might be placed upon it. We had proclairnl to 
the world that we were not ready to fight for our military renwn, 
and the tradition of our ancestors was lost in us. It was aalse 
proclamation-a proclamation that the Ministry bad no autbrity 
from the nation to make - and which the nation at the irst 
opportunity forced them to disavow. But the disavowal has::ost 
blood and treasure which, if they had been more careful o the 
reputation of this conntry, need never have been expended. 'if ou 
know, gentlemen, that in times past, three years ago, tho e vho 
maintained such doctrines and insisted on the necessity the 
maintenance of your military credit as one of the most pret0us 
inheritances of the nation were denounced as Jingoes. But 1ese 
Jingoes are justified now. They have her Majesty's Govern1ent 
for converts. J'hey have forced her Majesty's Governmer to 
demonstrate in action that which is their principal conte ·on, 
that if you suffer military credit to be ob cured the fault mlli be 
wiped out in blood. My Lords, I feel how inadequate I al to 
deal with a question of this kind in a place such as this. I how 
it has been occupied by a much greater artist, and I feeLhat 
there has been a loss to the world of splendid specimens of rliti
cal denunciation, because the misdeeds of the Ministry of 82 
were, unfortunately, not subject to the criticism of the orate of 
1880. What magnificent lessons, what splendid periods oielo
quence we have lost. Just think that if Mr Gladstone-whe the 
spirit of 1880 was upon him, if he could have had to deal 1ith 
the case of a Mini try professing the deepest respect for the~on
cert of Europe, the deepest anxiety to obey its wilJ, a Mi1 try 
which, with those professions upon its lips, assembled a C fer
ence, and kept it for months in vain debate, and under covr of 
its discussions prepared its armaments, asked for leave to ii1ade 
a country which the Conference refused to give, and then, ·hen 
the refusal was given and the armaments were ready, the C fer
ence was calmly bown to the door, and the country which hey 
had asked the leave of Europe to ta.ke, they took in despi~ of 
Europe's will! If the orator of 1880 had had such a them to 
dwell upon, what would he have saitl of disingenuousnes and 
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subtlety-of the fair name of England soi.led, and the necessity 
above all things, as a safeguard against selfish politics, of scrupu
lous obedience to the united will of Europe? Or take another 
case. Supposing that unequalled orator had had before him the 
case of a Government who sent a large fleet-a vast fleet-into a 
port where they had no international right to go, and when that 
fleet was there, had demanded that certain arrangements should 
be made on land, which they had no international right to de
mand, and when these demands were not sati fied, had forthwith 
enforced that by the bombardment of a great commercial port, 
would you not have heard about politic~l brigandage? What 
sermons you would have had to list.en to with respect to the 
equality of all nations-the weakest and the strongest-before the 
law of Europe! What denunciations would you not have heard 
of those who could, for the sake of British interests, expose such 
a city to such a catastrophe, and carry fire and sword among a 
defenceless people ! That great artist drew a picture of Sir Fred
erick Roberts. I cannot help wi hing that he had to draw a 
picture of Sir Beauchamp Seymour. But allow me to say in 
passing, that if my poor pencil could be employed, it would be 
drawn in nothing but the mo t flattering colours. I think, if we 
can imagine anything o impo sible as the orator of 1880 having 
to describe and comment on the events of 1882, that he would 
have noticed one of the most remarkable coincidences which the 
history of this country furni hes. It is a very curious fact that we 
have only had one member of the Society of Friend ·-commonly 
called, and I believe in the statute-book called" Quakers," so that I 
may use the word without offence-in the Cabinet. We have only 
had one Qnaker in the Cabinet; and only once in the history of the 
world-so far, at least, as this hemi phere is concerned, if I am 
not mistaken-has a great commercial city of the first class been 
subject to naval bombardment-and it is a very remarkable fact 
that when. th or<l r was giv n t boml ard that commercial city, 
that Quaker was in that Cabinet. At all event , grave as these 
events have been, I think they will furnish some good fruit at 
least for the future. I hope we have taken a new departure in 
Liberal politics. I trust that for the future any Mini ter who 
cares about Briti. h interests, and thinks it right to go to war in 
their defence, will not be subject to denunciation on the part of 
the Liberal party for doing rn. I am quite aware that British 
interests were treated with scant respect in 1880 ; I am quite 
aware that Mr Gladstone denounced as monstrous the idea that 
we could claim to control a country, simply because it lay on our 
route t.o India-but if ever there was a war-I don't know what 
to call it; I believe it was not "a war "-but if ever there were 
sanguinary operations undertaken for the sake of British interests, 
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undoubtedly these recent operations in Egypt have deserved ;hat 
character. 

Well then, again, I trust that something has been added t our 
knowledge of the doctrine of national .self-defence. · You nay 
remember that in the case of the Afghanistan and Zulu war we 
were denounced as unworthy of the slightest moral consideraton; 
in fact, very much stronger words were used, because we n in
tained that it may be necessary, purely for the purposes of self
defence, that the Power which is defending itself should strike the 
first blow and become tecl111ically the aggressor. If a prepara;ion 
is being made in a forei.gn country that is by the side of your iwn, 
and a preparation which threatens the security of your posses ons, 
you are, we maintain, by the law of national self-defence, jus1fied 
in using forcible means to bring tho e preparations to an end. 
That was the justification of the Zulu war, that was the just ca
tion of the war which we undertook in Afghanistan, because the 
Rus ian representative was admitted to the Court of Cabul hile 
our own was driven back. 

But what was the justification of these operations which ded 
in the utter destruction of Alexandria? Why, that preparaions 
were being made on the land-on land not belonging to us but 
which, if prosecuted, might have compromised t.he safety o4 our 
fleet, which chose to lie in the harbour, but which might have rone 
out if it pleased. After that precedent it will be quite impo ible 
for any Liberal Government to limit, as they have done in the )ast, 
the rights of national self-defence. With respect to the end the 
war we have yet to wait. We do not know what the prsent 
negotiations may bring forth. We must suspend our judg ents 
until we see what the result will be. I confess that I shouJ be 

· inclined to look on all these circumstances to which I 1ave 
adverted with a very indulgent eye if the result of the necrotiaions 
which are impending should be to extend the strength, che p1wer, 
and the predominance of the influence of the empir of (reat 
Britain-for I am old-fashioned enough to believe in tl:at eupire, 
and believe in its greatness. I believe that wherever i has een 
extended it has conferred unnumbered benefits upon those who 
have been brought within its sway, and that the ext nsion o the 
empire, so far from being the desire of selfishness or acquistive
ness, as it has been represented to be, or deserving to bE com~red 
to acts of plunder in private life, is in reality a desire not oi:y to 
extend the commerce and to strengthen the power of our Goern
ment here at home, but to give to others those blessings ;)f fredom 
and order which we have always prized and maintai na:l amugst 
ourselves. Let us, therefore, in all the negotiations whicl are 
before us not be ashamed of our empire. 

We are now the predominant Power in Egypt ; the valor of 
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our troops has made us so. Let us observe with rigid fidelity 
every engagement we have taken to the amiable and respectable 
prince who rules in Egypt; but as regards the other Powers of 
Europe, let us follow our position to its logical result. We are 
the predominant Power, why hould we cease to be o? Why 
should we allow diplomacy to fritter away what the valour of our 
soldiers has won? If the Government acts in that spirit there 
will be little inclination to scrutinise the steps of the policy by 
which the r sult is reached; but if they allow themselves to be 
made the mere tools of others-if they act the part of mere thief
takers to the Khedive of Egypt, and are satisfied with bringing 
this unlucky Arabi Pa. ha to trial-if no oTeater or more solid 
benefit than that accrues from the loss of so many valnable lives 
and the spending of so much treasure, severe indeed will be the 
judgment of the people of this country on the Government to 
whom that result is due. 

This matter of Egypt is in suspense, and so also is the other 
great difficulty with which the Governrnen t have had to con tend. 
They are proud of what they speak of as the improved condition 
of Ireland. I wonder whether it doe not occur to them that, both 
with respect to Egypt and Ireland, if there is an improved condi
tion, it is due to the fact that they have repudiated and ca. t out 
the doctrine that "force is no remedy," and that they have listened 
to the advice which their political opponents have not cea. ed to 
tender them. \Ve have maintained that no good could be done in 
ll'eland, no matter what grievances you have to redress, unless the 
primary duty of the Government was first discharged-of main
taining order and performing ju. tice. Now, they will tell you 
that the comparative quietude of Ireland is due to their remedial 
measure . Their remedia,l mea ures were introduced with the 
spring of last year. Ever since their introduction the outrages in 
Ireland w nt on in an increa incr ratio, until tbey culminated in 
the lam~m ed d itth of Lord Fre l rick Oavendi b and Mr Burke. 
Then came the other policy; then came a real genuine attempt to 
re-establi h order and to enforce the aumiui tration of justice: 
and no sooner was that, passed by Parliament, and executed with 
even moderate firmness by the Administration of the day, than 
at once outrages diminished, and the peace of Irelaud began to 
amend. In the face of this chronology, it is ridiculous to tell me 
that it is what they call the remedial measures of the Government 
that has produced the improvement of which they speak. I do 
not at all deny that it was very desirable to introduce remedial 
measures ; but I should not have counselled the trying of remedial 
measures which have only had the effect of destroying all confi
dence in the country, and of driving capital from the land. I 
should not have counselled measures which destroy the confidence 

B 
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of every landholder in the security of his own property, and i -ro
duced causes of dispute between landlord and tenant. If you 
were to do anything, it should have been in the direction o an 
effort-no matter of how small a kind, because in such a mater 
you could not move fast-an effort to have bound to the fortmes 
of the empire a larger portinn of the population by the link of 
ownership. I should have counselled such an effort. But, mfor
tunately, the hope of that has been dis ipated by two cau e. . fhe 
fund from which it could have been done-the Irish Church Fmd 
-has been sacrificed to an absurd Arrears Bi!J ; and the ten .nts 
have been prevented from any effort to become owners by ur
chase by being offered a far more eligible fate. Nobody who can 
get bis land by bullying will care to take it by buying. ']my 
have been taught by the experience of facts that agitation vill 
bring them what they want, and it will be a long tirue before hey 
will learn the les on to take a more humble and more honest 1art. 
Well, gentlemen, we have before us these two difficulties of E:ypt 
and Ireland, w bich have not reflected much credit on the Gov,rn
ment, who adopted a means of action borrowed very much tom 
the advice of their political opponents, and that necessity ill 
necessarily affect their policy in other matters. 

We have heard it said by distingui bed authorities that tiere 
are Liberals and Liberals. I should prefer to say that the Librnls 
are not a party-they are an alliance or a confederation-and t is 
necessary that each member of the alliance should get sometling 
in order to bind him to the common standard. Now, hitb erb it 
has been one of the great merits of the present Prim e Minster 
that he has been able, by vague and mysterious langua;e, to in
sinuate promises which may go as far as your imagination pla.scs 
to wander, and which yet, if grammatically te .. ted, bin hi to 
scarcely anything at all. Now we have before us the instane of 
the unfortunate Quaker. I suppose, if the election of 1880 on
veyed any lesson at all, it was to assure the members of the 
Society of Friends that they were safe for the future from all ars 
waged for the purpose of securing British interests, o:: kee ing 
open the route to India-and ·we see, by the seces ion of heir 
eminent representative, how deep their disappointment has ben. 
I have no doubt, if you examine the language of Mr Gladsbnc, 
you will find nothing in it which absolutely binds him to the on
struction of the Quakers. But that is the marvellous skill and 
cleverness of the man. He can 

" Keep the word of promise to the ear, 
Ancl break it to the hope." 

You remember what class of being it was sai<l. was capabe of 
that performanance. There are others who have been fed tpon 
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the same food, but have not yet been subjected to the same dis
enchantment. -we don't know what is reserved for them
whether the word of promise is to be kept to the ear or to the 
hope. For instance, there are those who desire the disestablish
ment of the Church of Scotland. Read over the speeches of 1\fr 
Gladstone, and they will certainly convey to you the idea, that 
alt.hough he undertook - which was not necessary he should 
undertake-not to disestablish the Church without a Parliament
ary majority for the purpose of enabling him to do so, though he 
undertook expressly not to smuggle tbe Church of cotland out 
of exi tence, still that bis general intention was to accomplish 
that desirable reform whenever he had an opportunity. I have not 
a notion which of tbe two interpretations be intends in practice to 
give to his words, and I have a shrewd su. ·picion that he does not 
know any more than I do. He is perfectly ready to ail north or 
to sail south, but he cannot tell you whi ch he will do until you tell 
him which way the wind will blow. Well, then, there is the case 
of the farmer. He used language which may mean the rankest 
Communi m, or may mean merely such mitigations of the law as 
few Conservatives would refu. e to consider. It is irnpos ible to 
know on which alternative he will ultimately decide, but I am 
told that within the last few weeks the Government have shown 
a strono- inclination to get up a small Ireland in the west of Scot
land. I am not the lea t surpri ed that they should do o. Ire
land has been very useful to them, and if they can only multiply 
a country in which they ruight fir::;t say force was no remedy ; and 
then afterwards, when it was quite evident that nothing would 
succeed but force, pass coercion measure· ; such countries would 
tend to the longevity of an Administrat]on, and would be mul
tiplied by very Minister who reo·arded the prospects of his own 
colleagues. I have no doubt. that by refusing to the arm of the 
law and the decree of the Court of Se ion the necessary force, 
efforts will b mi:i<le to g t up that sort of question in the west of 
Scotland, which may bring landlords generally into contempt, and 
may give the Government an opportunity of making those alter
nate displays of leniency and vigour which have conferred so 
many benefits on the empire. 

Well, then, the last specimen of this vague and mysterious 
language is a much more serious matter. It is with respect to 
the future legislation for Ireland. Whenever there is to be a 
Parliamentary hitch 1 whenever the calculations of the whip have 
become nervou ly uncertain, Mr Gladstone is always throwing 
out hints of hi s devotion to the cause of local government in 
Ireland, which his advocates in this country have interpreted to 
mean nothing but county boards, but which the Irish members 
themselves have always taken as au encouragement to agitate for 
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decision comes, when it has to be determined whether it is comty 
board or the disintegration of the empire which Las been ~ro
mised , I will engage to you that Mr Gtadstone's words are so ra.re
fully poi ed and so judiciously vague, that no one shall be abb to 
say that he has been misled. But that is a cruel way to deal vith 
the interests of a great empire. On the firm belief in the 1i h 
that the inhabitants of these islands mean to maintain the ink 
between the two countries unbroken and unimpaired, depend. all 
hope of the restoration of order or the return to prosperity of hat 
unhappy land. On it depends all the chance of retaining hat 
loyal, that stout-hearted population, furnished in a great rnea,ure 
from our country of old to Ireland, and on which the rnai1te
nance of any hope of English supremacy over Ireland uterly 
depends. There is no worse service that Mr Gladstone has er
formed to the future of the empire over which he rules than the 
persistency with which he has u ed language to persuade t.1em 
that nothing i · fixed, nothing is determined ; that if th~y agtate 
enough anything may be gained; that no question is ever fi 2ed; 
that finality is perpetually adjourned; and that if they will 
only press hard enough, the deepest interests of the empire the 
laws which concern its very existence, are matters for legitinate 
discu sion. 

I confess I do not often envy the United States: but the·e is 
one feature in their institutions which appears to me the su ject 
of greatest envy-their magnificent institution of the Supeme 
Court. There, if Congress passes any measure inco11si tent vith 
the constitution of the country, there exists a Court which will 
negative it at once, and gives a stability to the institution; of 
that country which, under the system of vague and my teiious 
promises, here we look for in vain. Now, gentlemen, I have de
tained you a long time, but I am only trying to impress lpon 
you that you mu t not suppose that because in this matter of 
foreign policy the doctrines which we have urged have bee1 to 
a great extent accepted, that therefore there is no danger b be 
guarded against in internal matters of legislation. V\ e do not 
know what the future may bring forth. We have no guire to 
enable us to interpret Ministerial promises. All that we knov is, 
that hitherto they have been re. trained by no scruple with re!pect 
to ancient institutions, by no reverence for private right. •:'hey 
have freely abolished what was old. They have rendered nugfory 
rights which had existed from a boar antiquity. They bavecan
c·elJed contracts which were signed only yesterday. They bav1 de
termined that rights which men bad acquired in confidence 'rom 
the promise of Parliament were of no avail, and were not t) be 
respected. And only the other day they have made this fu~ther 
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innovation upon our constitutional traditions, that for the first 
time they have limited freedom of speech in the representative 
House of the council of the nation. With these warnings before 
yon, you would be indeed unwise if you relaxed your efforts or 
weakened your organisation. And do not imagille, as many are 
forward to tell you, that tho e efforts have no hope, and are a vain 
beating against the inevitable. I cannot admit that, either with 
respect to the Conservative party generally or the Con ervative 
party in Scotland. Generally we have this consolation, that we 
know that since l\1r Gladstone introduced his Land Bill, we have 
won several seats, and we have not lost one. And we also know, 
that in important matters of policy the Government have found it 
necessary to borrow the principles of the Opposition. \\ ith re
spect to Scotland,I am told-and my noble friend beside rue repeated 
it-that you are fighting an uphill fight There is no lou bt it is the 
case. It is a fight which will tax all your energies, and claim all the 
efforts you can give to it, but it is not a fight without hope. 
Depend upon it, although you have to deal with a people who are 
singularly tenacious of an adverse prepossession when they have 
once conceived it, yet you have also to deal with a people probably 
above every other in Europe shrewd and penetrating in their 
j udgrnent. You must not believe that they will continue inde
finitely to hold opinions in a changed condition of things, because 
those opinions were formed when matters were very different. 
They are quite keen enough to see that political names have altered 
their meaning , that political parties have changed their stand
points. The Liberal party is forced by the very law of its existence 
-it is its constant boast-to march constantly onwards. They 
call it progress, but they have not made up their minds to 
what goal that progress tends. Already they have traversed the 
field of the older Liberalism. They have passed from the land 
where they were under the hadow of the older doctrines of 
political economy and of freedom of contrn.ct. Before them lies 
the wide expanse of Socialism, towards which they are advancing. 
By an in vitable law they mu t march onwards. Those who 
appeal to revolutionary instincts can do many things, but the one 
thing they cannot do is to halt. They must go on. They have 
already passed the border in many points. Their legislation in 
respect of Ireland, for instance, suffers strongly from the Socialist 
venom. It will take some time, perhaps, before the people of 
Scotland are persuaded that the party which was their old favour
ite is so degenerated. Time must elapse-perhaps generations 
must change; but in the long run I feel confident that the people 
of Scotland will not accompany them on this dangerous enterprise. 
Already, from all I hear, there are signs of change. There is that 
most pregnant sign of all, that the young are Conservative where 



the old are Liberal. That is to say, that the men who are bund 
by their prejudices and antecedents remain Liberal, and thenen 
free to judge become Conse.rvati ve. You may be sure thawro
cess will continue. It rnay not happen rapidly, it may hapen 
slowly; but it will happen surely. They will turn fro the 
party which is leading them to revolutionary projects inconsient 
with the industrial wellbeing of society, and they will tum tcthat 
party to whom has fallen the defence of individual liberty; c the 
rights of property; of the sacredne:s of religion; and of 10se 
institutions by which liberty, property, and religion have hitBrto 
been so marvellously sustained. 
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• 'IR GRAUA:U MONTGOMERY, MY LORDS, LADIES, Ai D GENTLEi\IEN,-

I have to express my sincere acknowledgments for the 
addresses which have just been presented to me, and to Mr Murray 
for the kind manner in which he has introduced the address from 
this city ;1 and to you, ladies and gentlemen, for the very kind 
manner in which you received me when I rose. It is a matter of 
grea.t satisfaction to me to receive the e evidences of Conservative 
activi.ty and exertion in various parts of this populous and influ
ential country, at a time which appears to me to be singularly 
important in our political history, and to engage, more perhaps 
than any time that I can remember, the sympathies and the earnest 
effort of every Con ervati ve, becau. e we live in a time of rapid 
tran ition. It is said that the Ministry of the day are in the 
fiood-tide of their fortune. I am a little sceptical of that con
fident assertion ; but be it true or fal e, it is a transitory phenom
enon, having little effect upon the deep political changes which 
are going on by the side of it. Parties are changing their char
acter. Political names are altering their signification. New 
questions are coming to the front, and new calls are being con
sequently made for Conservative self-devotion and activity. It is 
a very common thing for Liberal speakers to try to commend their 
cause to-day, by references to what they are p1ea~ ed to call the 
hi tory of the succe s of their party in the past. That history is a 
little legendary. They are apt to claim for them elves the advan
tage of every good thing that has been done by anybody, and to 
ignore any mistakes or mishaps that may have happened to them 

1 See Appendix. 
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in their career. I am not going minutely to compare the 1er
formances of the two parties in the past. I am well satisfied ,u.th 
the record that we should have to show. 

In the matter of those important acts of legislation which afect 
the wellbeing of the community directly, and the comfort and lap
pine s of every individual, we have no small performances to sh>w. 
If we bad nothing else to quote but the relaxation of the crimnal 
code, and the passing of the Factory Acts-the mo. t beneficentact 
of legi lation of this century-the. e things were the work of ~he 
Tory party, and on them alone I should be content to repose mr 
claims. With respect to the great political changes, both paries 
are very much on the same level. Up to the moment whe1 a 
change became, for good or evil, inevitable, both parties re
tained their preference-for the state of thing as it then exisecl. 
Neither party wished to abandon the system of protection , 0 1 to 
accept the system of household suffrage till just on the eve of he 
change. It was imposed upon both of them simultaneou ly in 
each case by a power superior to their own. And in each case he 
political opinions of the parties were adapted to the cir cum ta1 e. · 
of the tirue. But the character of the parties in the pa t seerrn to 
me, in the present state of our politics in this country, to b a 
wholly irrelevant consideration. \\'bat we have to deal witl is' 
not the past but the present. The identity of present parties vi th 
the parties in pa t times is a matter with regard to which sane 
curious controversy might be raised. I never quite underst,nd 
how the Liberal party, of which not only the men are chan~ed, 
but all the principles have changed too, can be precisely identcal 
with the Liberal party of the past. On this matter of identitywe 
know t hat the di tinguished statesman who is at the head of rnr 
Majesty's Government entertains very curious opinions. He 
appears entirely to forget that his opinions are not precisely ic1n
tical with those which he entertained when he was a young n n. 
I remember on one occasion, in a general denunciation of the T>ry 
party, he quoted what was said of the Tory Goverment of 1 4, 
saying that th Governments of Russia and Austria rejoiced atits 
ad vent to power, but every friend of liberty Tepined. He en ti ly 
forgot that be was a member of that Tory Government of 18i4; 
and so I think, when tl1e Land Bill was introduced last year.he 
denounced with great vigour the wickedness of Parliament in 
having conferred, as be expressed it, behind the backs of the Iish 
tenant , the power of eviction on the landlords. They did thif in 
tbe year 1860, when Mr Gladstone was Chancellor of the _,x
cbequ r, and he was consequently the dominant authority "th 
respect to all that passed in the House of Commons. This identty, 
in the cour e of his con. tant transformations, he seems to h,ve 
forgotten in his own person, and is anxious to proclaim for he 
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party to which he belongs. I entirely dispute the claim to that 
identity. The Whigs and Tories in the past have fought with each 
other, have criticised and condemned each other; and as their 
criticisms might meet the circumstances of the time, or the popular 
approval, one or the other succeeded in obtaining the privilege of 
serving the people of this country. 

But there was no more than the maintenance of the particular 
principles of the Government to which they were attached, and the 
criticism of the acts of the party to which they were opposed. 
Solely and greatly under the influence of the present Prime Minis
ter, a c.:hange has come over the action of English parties. The 
Radical party has now come to the front,-a party who e power 
feeds upon and depends on the existence of discontent. And as 
their power depends upon the existence of discontent, so they are 
not only quick to find it out, but eager to encourage and to promote 
it when it appears. If they find anywhere a crack tbat is tending 
to divide two classes in the community, they hasten to drive in the 
wedge, and to split it into a chasm. Their office, their function, 
seems to be to exasperate every animosity between class and class, 
to fan it into a flame, and draw from it that electoral support 
which is the object of their industry and their action. Of course, 
I have no doubt they will tell you that their mission is to bear of 
grievances and to obtain their redre s. Yes; but a party whose 
mission it is to live entirely upon the discovery of grievances, and 
which, if these grievances do not exist, and are not found, must 
die of inanitiou, is very apt to manufacture the element upon 
which it subsists. So it is with the informer. It is very good 
that crimes, if they exist, should be informed against, and public 
justice should act against them, but still the common informer is 
a common nuisance. I remember ome time ago in London there 
was a man brought up for the crime of arson, and he was discovered 
to pursue this curious indu try. It was the practice of the police 
to give every man half-a-crown who hould be the first to iuform 
them of any fire that might exi t. So the practice of this man 
was first to set fire to a building and then to rush off to the police 
and earn half-a-crown for informing them of the fire. Now that 
is precisely the position of the Hadical party in this country. It is 
no doubt their function to detect and redress grievances, but if 
you will watch them, you will observe that their entire industry is 
devoted to aggravating and inflaming any animosities or griev
ances that may exi t. 

Now, gentlemen, this party is a very different thing from the 
old Whigs and Tories. It is a party whose action cannot in 
any State be continued for any length of time without seriously 
compromising that unity between the various cla ·ses of the State 
on condition of which alone a great empire can be sustained; and 
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let me say that this peculiar form of political activity whicl has 
been developed into the foundation of a pa~ty in our time ells 
more severely against the humbler classes of society than aginst 
the richer. Their favourite topics are those subjects that nay 
tend to inflame the poorer and the well-to-do against each ier. 
Even the great man who is at the head of the Ministry i. not 
entirely above this weakness. I remern ber when the issue o the 
last election was announced, he very ostentatiou ly took ~dit 
to himself because he wa opposed ju London where he said wilth 
was produced, and in Westmin .. ter where wealth was expe1led. 
Now it is quite right for a statesman to be forward in defene of 
the poor; and no sy 'tern of political opinion which is not jtt as 
between rich and poor can hope to survive in this country. But 
it does not follow that a man is doing any service to his coutry, 
or that he is in any way serving the interest of the poorer ss, 
by setting rich and poor against each other. Consider whatt is 
which really concerns the industrial rnem bers of society, wh1her 
they are workmen or whether they are tradesmen. Great polical 
measures touch them little. Even if you could suppose meaffes 
of great spoliation which should divide the property of the icb, 
how little value could it be to each individual workman or op
keeper in this great country. But what is of all things impo;ant 
to them is that capital should flow, that employment should cist, 
that wages should maintain a high level, and that the expendure 
consequent upon a high level of wages should fertilise the cbanels 
of commerce. But capital will not flow unless there is confidace; 
and every system of political doctrine which tends to createmi
mosities between the various classes of society is directed tlly 
and in front against that confidence which is vital to the exisince 
of industry. In order that capital may flow, in order t at eter
pri e may exist, enterprise must be free, and invest,ment mu. be 
secure. There are ]J!enty of people who are willing enough, ien 
they have money, instead of investing it in such remuner:iive 
undertaking as will cause the employment of labour an the 
general growth of the wealth of the community, who are co tent 
to spend it in idle I uxury ; and in precise proportion s thEf ree 
flow of capital is discouraged that tendency will gain stre~th. 
Look what it is in other countries-in A iatic countri~s-v1ere 
Government js notoriou ly insecure. Why, · there you find ,hat 
there i. t he greatest possible luxury and the absolute absern of 
enterprise. Men who possess capital only hasten to enj'7' it 
because they know they cannot tru t their Governmen , andhat 
if they were to try and increase that capital by remune:-ativmnd 
profitable employment, they would run a great chance o losi~ it. 
Now, of course, I am only indicating to you the dangerousten
dency. We know very well that our social forces in his i nd 
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are as yet too strong to allow any such dangerous results to 
follow to any perceptible degree; but if you wish to see what is 
the real tendency of such treatment, look at the sister country, look 
at the state of freland. Whenever the Liberals ask you to listen 
t.o them on the g round of their past achievements, just con ider 
the case of Ireland. Ireland, as it is, is a Liberal creation. I 
know that there is a popular belief that Oliver Cromwell and 
·William of Orange were Tories ; but it is not true. The \i\Thigs 
imposed the penal laws-the Whigs imposed those restraints upon 
the industry of Ireland of which we hctve heard so much com
plaint. The Whigs and Liberals during the present century have 
had the control of almost every mea. ure desianed for the improv
rnent or alleviation of the condition of Ireland. It was the 
Liberals who passed the Encumbered Estates Act, which threw 
out and expropriated the old families of the land and drew the 
commercial invest.or in land-that very man whose misdeeds they 
now profess to denounce, and whom they have calmly deprived of 
hi propeny. 

Well, now, in Ireland you have had a poliey which in my 
belief was objectionable from two very different points of view, 
and in very different degrees. The land policy of the present 
Government is objectionable in the first instance because it inter
feres seriously with freedom of contract. Don't understand me to 
say that that of itself is necessarily a fatal objection. I am quite 
aware that Parliament claims, and must always claim, a right to 
interfere and dictate the circumstances of contracts if it thinks 
fit; but though it has done so-sometimes wisely, sometimes 
fooli hly-the tendency of n1 odern science and experi nee has 
been to discourage the exercise of that power to the ut.ruost pos
sible extent. That very law to which I have just referred-the 
Factory Act-was an interference with freedom of contract-a 
most beneficial and wi e interference; but on the other hand, you 
have suob. an interference as th U. ury Law , whi h were aban
doned by universal consent, because they had not fulfrlled auy 
of the objects for which they were set up. I think it may be 
said generally-but, of course, there are exceptions-that when 
question of life, or limb, or health are at is ue, Parliament does 
wisely to interfere with freedom of contract. But when it is a 
question of money,-when it is a question of what men should 
commercially gain or lose by a bargain,-Parliarnent had better 
let grown men settle with each other their own bargains, and 
any interference on which it ventures is likely to be injurious to 
both parties. Of course the chief evil that is the result of inter
ference with freedom of contract is to discourage the indu try 
which these contracts affect. Men will not invest their money, 
and they will not run risks or give their labour, if their efforts are 
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thwarted in this direction or in that by the ignorant interfermce 
of a power which frequently does not understand the conditiJns 
of the indu try with which it meddles. And the other evi is 
that there will be a constant effort to evade the interferenc< of 
Parliament; or, rather, there will be a constant effort to get ut 
of the conditions to which the law applies. 

Now see what Parliament has done for Ireland. It has aid 
down a land law which settles how and on what conditons 
people are to take land; ettles it for the tenant and settle: it 
for the landlord by a number of mi11ute and, in my judgment, ery 
vexatious regulations. But, of course, it was impossible to crrry 
out that prohibition, that restriction, to the largest cla s of hild
ings. The theory was that the Irish peasant was a mild, ge1tle, 
exceedingly simple individual, who was perfectly unable to t.ke 
care of himself, and who required the interference of tlose 
gentlemen at Vve tmin ter to settle on what terms he wa~ to 
pursue his industry. Even if that was true- it obviou ly vas 
not true of the grazier who helu land to the value of £15( or 
£200 a year or more; so Parliament has bad to allow those vho 
held on that level-I think the limit is £150 a year-to contact 
themselves out of that Act. Now, mark the result of this JrO
ceeding, because it is an in tructive instance of the dange1 of 
interfering with freedom of contract. Every landlord knows ~mt 
if he can get his land into blocks formin .o- farms worth £151 a
year, he can get himself out of the vexatious restrictions of the 
Land Act. Well, of course, there will be many landlords-nen 
attached to their tenantry, attached to their estates-who vill 
not take any advantage of the law, and will be kindly to t eir 
tenants, though it be to their own hindrance. But you must not 
count on sentiment of that ki11d. The 011ly wise legi ·lation isthe 
legislation that assumes that every man will act accorcling to his 
own interests; and so in a great many instances-in th in
stances of weaker and poorer rnen who are struggling for t1 ir 
lives, and who depend on tbeir estates for the maintenance tnd 
education of their families-you will find that they will hke 
advantage of every relief that the law can give them. And f a 
man of that kind were to go to his man of business and .ay, 
"What should I do to g t out of the restrictions and privatnus 
that this Land Act imposes upon me?" the man of bu i1ess 
would reply, "Why, you will watch your tenants carefully, tnd 
the moment a man is in arrear with hi rent, you will get ri<. of 
him. You should evict him without mercy; and then, when ' OU 

have brought together a sufficient number of holdings to mak up 
farms of £150 or more, you will be free from the operatio of 
this Land Act. 

I do not hold up such conduct to you as humane or laudrole, 
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but I point out to you the effect of this Act, judging it upon those 
principles of human conduct, those principleR of self-intere t, 
which the Legislature must take as its guide. The effect of it is 
to make it the direct and imperious i11terest of the landlords of 
Ireland to insist upon tho e very evictions to which we are told 
the whole mi ·ery of the population i. due-and that is the effect 
of interfering with the natural freedom of contract. But there is 
much worse than this in the legislation on Irish lanu. To inter
fere with freedom of future contracts is well within the juri dic
tion of Piuliament; but to take a contract that already exi t ~ , and 
say that one side of it shall keep all the ad vantages and the other 
shall sacrifice its advantages-that is not within the competence 
of Parliament to enact. What do you imagine the effect will be i 
Suppose you bought a cow, and Parliament comes down and says, 
"You have bought that cow; you shall keep your cow, but only 
pay one-third or three-fourths of the price." What do you 
suppo e the effect of that enactment would be upon the man who 
sold the cow? Very naturally he woulJ. never care to trouble 
himself with e1ling cow~ again, and keep him elf well out of the 
way of the spoliating action of Parliament. That is what has 
h:.ippened with respect to the laud in Ireland. Parliament invited 
men to come into Irish land on commercial principles. By the 
passing of the Encumbered Estates Act, and many subsequent 
Acts, it avowedly encouraged men to come and inve t their 
savinas in the purcha e of land, and then when they bought that 
land it says-the tenant shall keep the land, but you shall only 
have two-thirds or three-fourths of the rent. The effect of that, 
for which present expediency may be pleaded in its behalf, must 
be fatal to the future pro,.perity of tlle country. Every man 
knows that. this action of the Government is not the limit to 
which tho ·e under whose influence it is walking would wish it 
to go. Whjle the Government is taking a third or a quarter, Mr 
Davitt is goina about preachino- that it ought to take the whole. 
\Vell, under these circumstances. do you think that men are likely 
to invest their money in the improvement of land-do you think 
they are likely to carry their capital to a country where such 
thino-s occur? 

I lately saw a letter from Mr Mitchell Henry-a Liberal gentle
man, but a very philanthropic one-pointina out the enormous 
wealth that might be made by the application of money to the 
improvement of Irish bogs. Mr Bright i · very fond of dwelling 
on the water-power of Lough Corrib, and the wonderful results 
that would come to Ireland if that water-power could be utilised. 
Well, we had the other day a letter from a clergyman in the west 
of Ireland, giving a piteous account of the misery of whole 
districts; and one of the causes that be assigned was that there 
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now was no remunerative employment. But these are the natral 
penalties that fall upon a land that is afflicted by thi.· cur ·e, hat 
a Government, whose first duty it is to protect property, ins~ad 
of that becomes the .spoliator of property in its turn. The ajta
tors may tell you that it is the rich man, the comparatively ich 
man, who is in question, and that it is he who will suffer the 
effect of such laws. But economical laws are pitile s in teir 
action. It is not the rich man who will mainly suffer when 11-

fidence is destroyed. \Vhen confidence is de troyed capital ill 
not flow, enterprise cannot be created, wages must fall, and m
merce must stagnate; and when the Government, under the 
pressure of electoral motives, commits a breach of the right of 
property, apparently for the sake of a class whom you are Jld 
is poor and suffering, depend upon it that in the long-runrhe 
class which lives by industry will be the sufferer, because :he 
Government h::i,s departed from the right and honest way. 

There is another lllatter to which 1 should like to refer, becase 
it is a question which justifie , I think, the activity and he 
energy of those Associations whose addresses have been ki1lly 
pre ented to me, and which is likely to occupy at a very erly 
time the attention of Scot men-I mean the Established Chrch 
of this country. Now, remember you are constantly told that he 
distiuction between the Conservative and the Liberal party is 1at 
the Liberals arc the party of progre s, and the Con"ervat es 
de ire to tand still. Now, in the first instance, I deny that he 
Conservatives desire to stand still. "V\T e know very well thatwe 
live in a changing world, but all that we say is-before g:at 
changes are made in the fundamental laws and institutions of is 
country, and the principles which have been banded down fr a 
long time, let us be certain that the chancre commen<ls itsel to 
the settled will and judgment of the people of this cou try, nd 
is not adopted in obedience to the wishes of a chance majo:rty. 
But when the Libera1 tell you they are the party of procrress, 1 it 
impertinent to a k them where they are progres ing t ? A rnn 
may tell you that he is a great walker, and is undertaking a prcit
able journey; but if you ask him where he is going t , auche 
was unable to say, you would think be was a very odd sor1 of 
un dertaker. Where is the point to which this progress is to led.? 
I suppose there is some :fixeu point at which every body, "CCorrng 
to this hypothe ·is, would be a Conservative. I presume the rust 
advanced of our Radical friends have particular thing in tbir 
minds-though they won't disclose them-which if they had ot 
they would then be Conservative, and desire to stop thEre. ut 
what we wish to know is the point to which they desire to;o. 
And there is no matter in respect to which this frankn s w ld 
be more desirable than in regard to this question of tl:.e Estb-



lished Church. You know how the question bas arisen. Some 
thirty or forty years ago, owing to a very unfortunate decision on 
the part of a noblema11 - who is not a nobleman to whom 
Con ervatives look back with much affection-the great schi m of 
the Free Church occurred. But in the first instance, and for 
many years, that division was a matter of purely religious concern, 
·with which politicians were not required to trouble themselves. 
The Free Church folly recogni el that it was the duty of the State 
to maintain an Established Church. But then came in the 
agitators-then came in the missionaries of discontent-then 
came in that party who live by creating division between the 
various cla ses of her Majesty's subjects-and they have turned 
the religious i sue into a political one; and now the political 
conflict in Scotland threaten the subversion of the most ancient 
institution of Scotland, and one closely bound up with all the vicis
situdes and fortunes of the country. 

It i not neces ary that I hould dilate to you upon the advan
tacres of an E tablished Church. You know that it is at. once the 
great ·ecurity for the presence of religious ministrations, alike in 
rich and in poor di tricts; and at the same time it is a security 
that the great influence of the Church shall be exercised in a 
manner that is advautageous, and in harmony with the welfare of 
the tate. I do not for a moment say that the Church cannot exist 
without the State. I know well that it is otherwise; but a 
Church divorced from the tate runs two risks. There is always 
the risk tlrnt the individual ministers will be tempted, and perhaps 
forced, to ex ·ite the zeal and to secure the support of their 
particular congregations by the con taut admini tration of un
whole ome piritual stimulants, and there i~ the other danger that 
the Church itself will not be ubject to that modifying influence 
of the laity, so favourable to toleration and to breadth, which 
is the result of the influence which the E tabli hment confers 
upon the t.ate. The loss of the connection wHh the tate will 
be the loss of a great power for good, and the lo. s of a secul'ity 
that influence would be con tant]y exercised with wi dom and 
wi~h moderation. I am more concerned to a.11 your attention to 
the dancrers which these great and venerat d institutions may run 
at this time. You were told again and again at the last election 
that the is ue of disestablishment was not immediately before the 
country, and that the country would be con. ulted again before 
such an issue could be dealt with. But tbe point that I think 
was not sufficiently considered by those to whom the Established 
Church is precious in this count,ry is, that if you place in power 
the enemies of the Established Church, even though they may not 
at once proceed to the exercise of that power to its detriment> 
you place in their power the opportunity of so modifying and 



manipulating electoral arrangements, that at a future time the 
Church will be at their mercy. 

I can see that those desiring disestablishment, both in this 
country and across the Border, are supporting the present Gowrn
ment in spite of many discouragements-in ·pite of being om
pelled very often to eat their principles, and to approve of that 
which they should denounce, because they hope from this Gowrn
ment may proceed some manipulation of the machinery by w1ich 
Parliaments are elected, which shall enable them in the fntm to 
attain their ends. It is against that you have to guard. Tbtt is 
the great danger which requires the constant attention of the 
Conservatives. To those who consider the state of our institunons 
at this time, and under the spirit which now dominates the ~on
duct of affairs, it is alarming to see how great their insecurityand 

.. in tability are. Everything depends on the results, whatever ;hey 
may be, of the chance humour, or the passing caprice of thatone 
day on which a general election is held. You know what a ~en
eral election is. You know the kind of questions which afect 
this or that constituency. You know how one constituency 
votes this way or that way becau e a particular harbour has 
not been made. Another constituency is animated by the 
temperance movement, a third by the anti-vaccination Il1)Ve
ment, a fourth by a fondness for some particular local digniary, 
and a fifth by the unpopularity of some other local dignitary; and 
there are a thousand other secondary motives or tran ient motves, 
even be they of momentary importance, which go to make u the 
decision on which the proudest of your jnstitutions may depJnd. 
The lasting and far-reaching power which is given to the deciiion 
of one particular day-to a decision which often is not prom)ted 
by any consideration of the great questions Parliament will lave 
to decide-that i ~ , in my mind, the stroncrest argument and h:cen
tive to careful organisation and the careful arrangement of :our 
electoral forces. You never know when the danger may be rpon 
you. You never· know when the moment for exertion shall arll.ve ; 
but you do know that great institutions, such as your anuent 
Church of Scotland, are in that hour committed to your keepng; 
that if you then neglect your trust, evils will follow that you ~an
not repair. And I know no stronger incentive to that energy and 
activity of which these Associations whose addresses I have 10w 

received bear such distinguished evidence than the consideraion 
that, upon the industry with which they pursue, and the judgnent 
with which they achieve the great objects for which they edst, 
will depend the averting of dangers that we all of us dread to ook 
upon,-the saving of institutions which generations have regarled 
with respect, the prevention of results which the latest generaion 



25 

of their descendants may deeply regret, but which no subsequent 
efforts shall have the power to reverse. 

Gentlemen, I feel that on this side of the Border the exhorta
tion to electoral union and to electoral activity i invested with 
even more importance than any word:; that could be uttered in 
England, because here the danger is more immediate, and there
fore greater interests at issue. ·when you are a ked to help, when 
you are asked to joiu in the efforts which other Conservatives 
are making, remember that upon your. refusal or upon your cordial 
acquiescence depends whether or not you will bear a worthy part 
in defending that institution which all Scotland is bound to 
honour and revere. 



SPEECH 

FOLLOWING ON THE 

PRESENTATION OF THE EARL OF DALKEITH'S 

PORTRAIT TO THE COUNTE S OF DALKEITH. 

25TH NOVEMBER 1882. 

MR CrrAIRMAN, MY Lonns, LADIES, AKD GENTLEMEN,-

As an old friend for many years of the noble D1ke, 
and as a member of the ConservatiYe party, I have been ?er
mitted to say a few words-and they shall be very few-in 
support of this motion which has now been submitted ;ou. 
In appearing before this audience, it is difficult not to rernenber 
that this particular hall has within the last two or tbre ymrs 
acquired a historical reputation in reference to enterprise 1hat 
were undertaken in this county against the influence and fani]y 
of the Duke of Buccleucl1, and in reference to certain very remtrk
able and striking and influential sentiments which were ad
dre. sed to audiences here. They were shown to me this mcrn
ing. If I were to repeat them here, I am afraid you would tlink 
they were so incongruou: with the pre. ent state of affairs, thtt I 
was lauo·hing at you. I remember noticing that it was ·n -his 
hall that the mo t thrilling, the most pious, den nnciation vere 
levelled again t those who pointed the terrible implements o: rrod
ern artillery against uncivilised races. I wonder if, wi;h the 
distingui bed orator who uttered those sentiments, it crossed his 
mind that within three years he would be directing those vho 
served the Queen to point far more terrible implements of a1tilery 
aaaim;t uncivilised races in another part of Africa 1 Arni tlere 
was also a sentiment about burning villages which took very mlCh 
at the time-an appeal to the ladies of this county to think ofthe 
fearful sufferings of those who were turned out of their vmares, 
and of the guilt of those whose warlike operations led to t e de
struction of those villages. I wonder if it occurred to him ha; it 
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would be his fate within three years to direct military operations 
which would have the effect of burning, not villages, but one of 
the proudest cities of the earth, and to initiate operations of which 
the effect would be the appalling misery that results from turning 
on the world the inhabitants-the peaceful inhabitants-of a vast 
city. I do not, of course, refer to these things for the purpose of 
insinuating that any moral guilt lies upon the ri gh t hon. gentle
man. I do not think so ; but I think that events have proved to 
him and to you, and possibly will prove to others in this part of 
the country, that those pions and noble sentiments were uttered a 
little recklessly and hastily-that they were not really a just foun
dation for the measureless denunciation::; which were delivered at 
the time against the Government that then ruled in this country, 
and at tho e who, like my noble friend and the noble Duke, sup
ported it; and that men will learn not to trust entirely to the 
effusiveness and the seeming religiou ·ness of political denunciations, 
but to measure their just application to the facts before them. 
However, the matter which I wish to press upon your attention is 
of a more peaceful kind. I desire rather to dwell , not upon the 
defects of his assailants, but upon the individual merit of the noble 
Duke himself. As a politician he occupies a remarkable and a 
very distinguished po ition. His career, if you will examine it, 
has a remarkable merit of judgment and moderation and far
sightedness which few of the passing generation of state men have 
imitated. At the great crisis of the Corn Laws in 1845 it was 
given to him, I think almost alone among the Ministry of Sir 
Robert Peel, on the one hand, to see that the position of agricul
tural protection was not tenable, and was one which ought not to 
be defended ; and on the other hand, to see that the difference 
from his party in that respect was no sort of justification for 
changing his opinions and allies on all other political matters. 
And therefore it was that he, I think alone, while joining the 
Mini. try of ir Rob rt Peel in that whi h was a right and neces
sary act, when that controversy was over, quietly took his rank 
again by the side of tho e to whom his former opinions had al ways 
united him. Many, too many of hi colleau·ues, and Mr Glad. tone 
at their head, appeared to find in that one difference of opinion a 
justification for renouncing all that they had ever supported, and 
supporting all tbat they bad formerly opposed. It is no slight 
merit in a statesman that he was able to re ist the luring example 
of so many distinguished colleaoues, and to draw the line between 
adhering to doctrines that were obsolete and untenable and the 
oppo ite excess to which so many of his friends rushed, of throw
ing over and changing their political convictions altogether. 
\Vhat he bas been in public be has been in private-the same 
calm, moderate, equable, just, and energetic man. I need not 
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dwell upon his private virtues to you, for they are well knowi to 
you by personal experience; but it is impossible not to see i1 the 
iniiuence, which through a long life he has maintained, a testinony 
to tht virtues by which that influence has been deserv d. In 10me 
other lands it might be said that his rank and his great wealth 
were of some account in the power he had obtained and the 
attachment that was tendered towards him; but in modern 'cot
land, at least, that is not the case. Here, I believe, in this tiriv
ing a d busy population, where the constant creation of w1alth 
tends to stimulate the sentiment of equality-here, I believe if a 
man who has great wealth and rank, at the same time preseres a 
vast influence and popularity, it is a conspicuous proof of the 
personal merits by which that popularity has been ea·ned. 
Through a long life he has devoted himself with unfiaggini::and 
ungr dging labour to the various and complicated duties Wiich 
his hiO'h position has imposed upon him, and he has obtain·d as 
his reward a widespread attachment, which it has been giv€l to 
few t obtain, and fewer still to deserve. 



APP EN DIX. 

"TO THE MOST NOBLE THE MARQUIS OF SALISBURY, K.G., 
&c. &c. &c. 

" WE, the members of the City of Edinburgh Conservative Associa
tion, beg t offer your Lordship a hearty welcome to the capital of 
Scotland. We hail your presence among us as a fresh proof of the 
cordial relations which subsist betwr.en the Conservative party and its 
leaders. In all the vici situdes of political fortune you have main
tained our principles with unfailing courage and constancy, and you 
possess in the fullest measure our gratitude and our confidence. Your 
past services to the nation are matters of history, and no detraction 
can dim their lustre. We do not forget that you were the associate of 
Lord Beaconsfield in restoring Great Britain to her rightful place in 
the councils of Europe, in maintaining her honour not by war but by 
diplomacy, and in securing fresh guarantees for the peace of the world; 
and if the full advantage of these great achievements has been im
perilled by the rash language and the vacillating conduct of your suc
cessors in office, you have witnessed the vindication of your policy, 
not less in the success which has attended its imitation than in the 
ignominy which has followed its reversal. In the illustrious House 
whose best traditions are embodied in your per on, and to whose pa
triotism the country owes so much of its order and its freedom, your 
infi uence is deservedly paramount. vVe feel assured it will al ways be 
used on behalf of tho e ancient anJ popular principle in which lie 
the best hopes both of individual liberty and of national strength. 
Ere long, we trust, it will again be wielded with all the weight that 
attaches to a Minister of the Queen. 

"In the name and on behalf of the Associatfon, 

"T. GRAHAM MURRAY, 
Chairman." 

The Address, which was read amid cheering at the intervals, was 
also signed by the Chairmen of the Conservative Associations of West 
Aberdeenshire, East Aberdeen hire, Berwickshire, Old Deer and Long
side, Clackmannanshire, Dumfriesshire, Fifesbire, Forfarshire, East 
Lothian, Kincardineshire, Kinross-shire, Kirkcudbrightshire, Linlith-
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gowshire, Mid-Lothian, Mid-Calder and Kirknewton, V.l est C Ider, 
Colinton, Dalkeith, Penicuik, Peeblesshire, PerthRhire, Roxburgb;hiL·e, 
Ha wick District, J edburgh District, Melrose District, Selkirlshire 
District, vVigtownshire, City of Aberdeen. Arbroath Burgh, Cupar
Fife Burgh, Dunbar Burgh, Dunfermline Burgh, Eastern Distrct of 
Edin burgh, Northern of Edinburgh, Southern of Edinburgh, ..: uth
Western of Edinburgh, Western of Edinburgh, Forfar Distrnt of 
Burghs, Haddington Burgh, Hawick Branch of the Border Bcrghs, 
J edburgh U llited, Kirkcaldy, Kirkcudbright Burgh, Leith, Linlibgow 
Burgh, Maxwelltown, Musselburgh, North Berwick, City of lerth, 
Portobello, St Andrews Burgh, Selkirk Burgh, Whithorn EHgh, 
Wigtown Burgh, Edinburgh University, St Andrews Unive·sity, 
Peebles Couservative Club, Aberdeen Conservative Club, Dunfries 
and Maxwelltown Junior Conservative Association, Commitne of 
Management of the Dumfries Conservative Association, Edinlurgh 
Com~ervative Working Men's Association, Aberdeen Conser"3.tive 
\V orking Men's Association, &c. 

PRINTED BY WILLIAM BLAr1n OOD AND SONI:;. 







AUTHORISED EDITION. 

I. 

LAND AND ''FAIR TRADE." 

SPEECH 
DELIVERED BY THE 

RT. HON. W. E. GLADSTONE, 
IN THE TOWN HALL AT LEEDS, 

In reply to the Addresses presented by the Liberal Associations, 

ON FRIDAY, OCTOBER 7TH, 1881, 

In tlte llforning . 

Printed for tlte Liberal Central As ociaff(m, 41 and 42, Parliament 
Street, Westminster, S. W. 

PUBLISHED BY 

THE NATIONAL PRESS AGENCY, LIMITED, 

13, Whi'tejri'ars Street, E. C. 

PRICE TWOPENCE. 



As my occupations have not permitted me to correct the report o f this 

-speech, it has been kindly revised by a friend. The same office was 

performed on my beh:i.lf with regard to my speeches in Midlothian ly my 

friend, Mr. C. Parker, l\I.P.-W. E. G. 



LAND AND "FAIR TRADE." 

Mr. Gladstone, who was received with loud and pro
longed cheering, then rose and said : Mr. Kitson, Ladies 

and Gentlemen,-! am very sorry to exchange the delight
ful business of listening to the music we have just heard 
for the active office of providing you with sound of a far 
inferior order. But necessity, ladies and gentlemen, is laid 
upon me, and will excuse me in your eyes. \!Vith respect 
to the mass of the addresses which I have just received 
from the hands of so many good and gallant soldiers 
in a. good cause, I will only venture to assure you in 
general that these addresses and the circumstances under 
which they have been presented to me will not pass away 
from my mind as readily as I was compelled to discharge 
them from my hand, in order that I might not appear 
before you in an unbecoming position. The contents of 
these addresses, gentlemen, so far as they have been read,. 
or as I am acquainted with them, introduce a variety o.f 
topics, from which I can only during this visit to Leeds 
attempt to make a selection, and even with the whole of 
that selection I shall not attempt to deal upon this single 

occasion. But there are two expressions, two sentiments 
that have come before me of which I am desirous to take 
special notice. I begin in the first place with the address 
which was read from the Association of which you 

(Mr. Kitson) are the head. In that address, almost 
affectionate, and certainly touching in its terms, I received 
no expression with greater gratification than that in which 
it was generously said that you believed that to whatever 

party I had belonged in the course of my life I had acted 
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with a sincere desire for the public good. I will not affct 
to disclaim that statement, because I really ocli1ve 
it to be true. And, moreover, I sometimes thn1: 
-though I am in many points much misunderst)oc
that the fact of my having in view the public grnd, 
with a true and earnest purpose, was of itself a 
very great assistance in the enlightenment o ny 
mind upon those points upon which it required tobe 
enlightened, and has helped to land me, gentlemen, in 
the ranks of the party with which I have now in gene-al 
acted for 35 years, and of which, during the short rem2.in er 
of life, I hope to be, and am convinced I shall be a 

sympathising and an earnest member. 
I wish to say one word of the Conservative part a. it 

was in the time when I was associated with it. It wa; tlen 
led by Sir Robert Peel and the Duke of W cllington-tvo 
illustrious names which never can be heard in this asscmlly, 
or in any assembly of Englishmen like this, except wth 
cordial respect and veneration. And I rejoice tc s1y, 
gentlemen, of the Conservative party of that day, that t ms 

associated with you in what are now many of your m>st 
distinctive principles. The Liberal party of that peri)d-I 
mean betwe.en the first Reform Act and the repeal )f he 
Corn Laws-was attached to public economy and pu·it) of 
administration; but the Conservative party of that perod 
maintained no unequal rivalry with you in the pursuitofthose 
great objects. They were common-I say it fearlessly-tley 
were common and without distinction to all parties. .\nJ I 
wish I could always see in every gentleman who call ~ hin
self a Liberal the same sense of strict public duty in 1cg~rd 

to economy in public expenditure which was as characeri~ic 
of Sir Robert Peel~I will even venture to say-as t yas 
of the distinguished and admirable, although now ea·ly 

perhaps forgotten, public servant, Joseph Hume. lfot in 

respect of these subjects alone, but in regard to a nater 
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which has a large place in your hearts and understandings 
-in regard to foreign policy-I say it fearlessly, that there 
are two principles of enormous weight in which I, at least, 
have had nothing to change-the· principle that every other 
country is to be credited with the same good motives as 
ourselves until it has given proof to the contrary, and 
that every Power, great and small, is entitled to exactly the 
.same rights and exactly the same treatment. I will say 
that that was as distinctive a principle of the Conservative 
party together with the Liberals of those days as it is of the 
Liberal party now. And yet once more, that which is called 

.the policy of peace, that which is so often held up as 
a mark of ridicule and scoffing in the Tory meetings of to
day-that policy of peace was as dear to Sir Robert Peel, 
the Duke of Wellington, and Lord Aberdeen, and was as 
sedulously and fearlessly pursued by them as it ever has 
been, or ever can be, by any public man in the service of 
his country. 

In one other preliminary remark in these addresses 
reference has been made to my past in terms too indulgent, 
and to my future, I am afraid, in terms too hopeful. It is 
not for me, gentlemen, at my time of life, with my near
ness to its inevitable close, to anticipate those future years 
of strength and of service which you arc good enough to 
desire on my behalf. But yet, gentlemen, though I don't 
indulge in any such anticipations, -for I confess that I feel 

that repose of mind and reflection on other matters are more 
.appropriate to the latest stage of this our human existence,
yet I don't on that account look forward with the slightest 
lack of confidence to your future as the Liberal party of 
this country. Whenever it may be my duty to hand over 
the charge that is now intrusted to me, little worthy as I 
am, I shall hand it over to men who already possess your 
confidence-who already have proved in many a well
.fought field what mettle they are made of. I do not mean 
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only to .speak of one whose distinguished name is dear o 
every heart among you-I mean my excellent friend M-. 
Bright-because he, too, is but one stage behind me in tle 

journey through the vale of years; but I speak of Lod 
Granville, of whom most intimate, alm::st daily, commuri
cation during many anxious years has given me the mat 
thorough knowledge of his great abilities, of his admirabe 

devotion to the service of his country, and of his capaciy 
to serve it, if Providence should so ordai:1, in a y,t 
higher place. I speak of Lord Granville, and I speck 
of Lord Hartington, who, in the struggles of the Hou:e 
of Commons, has likewise earned the confidence of t e 
country, and has enabled you to build your high expectati01s. 
of his future upon an ample experience of whathe h s 
been to you in the past. And therefore I look forwa'd 
with confidence to the Liberal party as in no degr.e 
dependent upon the slender thread, as yet unbroken, of ny 
own political life. 

I believe, gentlemen, and I think you believe with rre, 
that under all ordinary and normal circumstances, thourh 
this country is divided between two classes of political 
opinions, the Liberal opinion is that of the majority of tie 

people; and I go a little further and say this: when ve 
were defeated in 1874 we were not defeated through tle 
energies and the growth of Toryism, but we were defeatid 
by divisions that had unhappily insinuated themsehcs 
amongst us. And it was not the absolute breaking up of tie 
party, for that, of course, was a thing never dreamt of; rut 
it was the prevalence of perhaps some sectional ideas r 
the natural and necessary shortcomings, or at any rate he 
actual shortcomings of myself and of others who led thrm 
-at any rate it was our own divisions-it was because mr 
several regiments did not march steadily up to the brecc:h 
in 1874 that we were in a minority in the last Parliame1t. 
\tVhat I wish to say to you, gentlemen, is this-I seeno 
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s igns of such divisions now. I doubt whether for 30 
years-I mean since the great Free Trade struggle-the 
Liberal party, speaking generally, has been in a state so 
healthy; and never have I had occasion so much to 
appreciate, along with its generous indulgence, the signs of 
that cordial union as during the anxious experiences of the 

long Session of Parliament just passed. Therefore, gentle
men, as you may look back with confidence upon your past, 
so I say fearlessly you may rely upon your future. It 
depends upon yourselves to maintain that energetic union. 
If there were any needless divisions in 1874, I think the 
consequences of those divisions have administered an 
:altogether sufficient warning, and that if we erred in the 
past, we arc not likely to fall into these errors again. 

Mr. Kitson and gentlemen, I came tu Leeds for the 
proper and primary purpose, not of repaying, but to acknow
ledge a threefold debt of gratitude which I never can repay, 
but which I can cordially acknowledge. You returned me 
to Parliament, as has been truly said, under circumstances 
on which I need not comment at length; yet a word or two 
I may say upon the fact that I appear before you as 
Member for Mid-Lothian, and not as Member for Leeds. 
It was, gentlemen, to me a great personal consolation and 
·satisfaction that I was never called upon from the course of 
. circum~tances to exercise the option between Leeds and 

Mid-Lothian, as my seat for both was lost by the accept-
ance of office before the time came for doing so. But at 
the same time, gentlemen, I may remind you of what you 
lrnow as well as I do-why I am Member for Mid-Lothian 
and not Member for Leeds. The citadel of Toryism in 
Leeds is not so very strong but that a moderate force might 
hope to carry it. But that was not foe case with reference 
to the citadel of Toryism in Mid-Lothian. It frowned down 
upon the county like that old Castle of Edinburgh from 
the rock that overhangs the city; and the gallant men of 
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that county invited me, and I could not for very shai.me' 
sake refuse their invitation, to try and scale the rock, an 

make ourselves masters of the castle. And while we wen: 

:fighting in Mid-Lothian there was no loss to anybody i 
leaving you to deal, with your unassisted force, with the 
Toryism of Leeds. Gentlemen, you have also conferre d or 
me a favour that I should in vain attempt adequateil y tc 

acknowledge, in your acceptance of my son as one of you• 
Members. I cannot trust myself, and it would be quitt 
unnecessary if I could, to speak in detail upon that subject 
I will only express the hope that you will be repaid fo · 
your generosity by his devotion, and my confidence t at he 

will never do anything to dishonour either the name ht 

bears, or, what is much more important, the great comm unit~ 
with which you have been pleased to associate his for unes 
I have mentioned, gentlemen, two points of the threefolc. 
debt; but there was one event that left a deeper impressio1 
on my mind than either of those that we have mentionec. 
It was an event much less conspicuous in the p\lblic eye; 
it was the appearance of that deputation who, not i1 
the hour of success, not in the hour of hope, but when tre 
skies were darkest and the prospects of public forture 
lowest, came to see me in London, and, without askin; 
from me any reply, without even. permitting me by an,.r 
sort of condition to reply, told me of their intention b 

select me as their candidate and return me for Leeds. I 
thought that the undoubted determination, the thorougi 
pluck that was shewn by those gentlemen of Leeds in formirg 
that plan at that time, was an event which should ha e 
impressed me with the belief, if I had wanted fresh eviden<e 
of it, how worthy they are to belong to the great couny 
with which they are associated, and what good represer
tatives they were of the best public spirit of England. Fir 
the spirit which then prevailed was not the spirit which is 
D0\'7 in th~ ascendant. There are to be found, gentlemm,, 
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in every country the elements of a temper which is 
apt to display itself in assumption and arrogance and 
aggression - in every community there will be such 
elements; but in this community they never become 
dangerous unless they receive countenance from the 
leaders of one of ,the great political parties; and then, 
of necessity, they become very dangerous. That is a 
temper which, when we sec it in other countries, we 
all condemn. It is just as well known in France as 
it is here. In France it passes, as you all know 
under the name of Chauvinism. It is as like as 

two peas to that which we call here "Jingoism," and 
yet, strange to say, that portion of Englishmen who are 
most infected by " Jingoism " are most loud in their 
denunciations of Chauvinism. They say France has been 
under the influence of Chauvinism in the steps she has 
taken in the province of Tunis, and their denunciations are 
unbounded. I won't now enter into that question, but I 
will say this, that if they are right in "hat they say, they 
are not the people to reproach France for what she has 
done, for they are the people who have endeavoured-aye, 
and I am sorry to say on some recent occasions with some 
success-to lead this great nation into the exhibition of a 
similar temper, and to allow it to dominate in the direction 
of its public affairs. Gentlemen, it is as a protest against 

the prevalence of that spirit, as you well know, that your 
deputation came from Leeds; that you have framed many 
.parts of the addresses presented to me; and that I (who 
had fondly believed that the hour of my retirement had 
arrived some years before) have again been for the time 
brought into the front rank of political conflict. I there
fore acknowledge the threefold debt I owe to Leeds for 
returning me to Parliament, for the return of my son, and 
for the remarkable exhibition of determined intention in 
..the hour of need, and when the policy to which we are 
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attached was, to all appearance, less likely to prevail tha 

it had appeared to me at any former moment. 

And now, gentlemen, I ·will try to touch two poi1 ts in 

particular, if you will allow me, of those that have bee 

raised-variouslyand multifariously raised-in the add resse~ 

that are before me. It is not, gentlemen, that you want 

instruction upon these points; for in truth, if that were all, J 
do not know why in the world I should come to preacr 

Liberal principles in Leeds, which would be an enterprise 

as bootless as " carrying coals to N ewcastlc. " But wha1 
we say in Leeds on this occasion may poss ibly be hearc 

in quarters where it is more wanted. Let me say some
thing on subjects that have necessarily occupied much o· 

my thought · of late years-the subject of land and thr 

subject of tn.de. 
The subject of land has been pressed upon all our mind~ 

first of all by the legislation for Ireland, or rather, I will Sa) 

first of all by the great temporary depression of Britisl 

agriculture ; and, secondly, by the recent legisla tion for Ir 

land. Of that legislation for Ireland I will only say, upo1 

the present occasion, that it was legislation for Ireland, an l 

not for England or for Scotland. The circumstances of Ian 

in Eng land and Scotland demand the close attention of th! 
Government, and we have much to do with regard to it; btt 
they are not the same as the circumstances of Ireland, and thct 

which was most exceptional in the Act relating to Irelanl, 
justified as it was in our minds and felt by the majorit:r 

of Parliament to be justified by the peculiar circumstanc<S
of the condition of that country, cannot be held to have m 

equal or parallel application to a country whose conditim 
h as never been subjected to the action of such disturbi~ 

and distorting and paralysing forces as, unhappily, has been 
the case with re pect to the various interests connected \vih 
the land in Ireland. But although that is so, and althoufh 
I at least shall never be a party to the introduction of t,c 
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Irish Land Act into England, nor indeed do I believe that 
that is the desire of any sensible-I beg pardon, of any 
appreciable portion of the people of this country,-yet there 
is much to be done. And there are three points of view in 

which we may look at this question of the land. The first is 
to deal with it financially. And here you will observe, 
gentlemen, that our friends the Tories are very active ; in
deed, I must compliment them upon their activity in 
general. People talk of a Parliamentary recess ; the leaders 

of the Tories do not appear to me to have any recess at 
all. Ever since the prorogation they have been at it, 
and no doubt they intend to continue until the next Queen's 
Speech. There is a passage in the vivid account of the 
French Revolution by Carlyle, where, in one of the pre

liminary stages, I think, he says, "Riots were sputtering 
all over the face of France;" and in the same manner 
Conservative meetings have been sputtering over the face 
of England. As, unhappily, I do not address you at a time 
when public affairs are free from circumstances of anxiety, 
as there are or may be storms in the air, it is natural 
enough that the storm-birds should go abroad and sec 
what they can make of them, and they have paid me a 
particular compliment, for which I cannot be too grateful, 
for they have stopped me up, before and hchind. Last night 
and the night before, and the night before that, I believe, 
and again I am told to-night, and then again next week, 
there are to be Conservative me~tings with Conservative 
leaders, so as effectually to neutralise any mischief which 
may result from this little gathering. I feel myself, ladies 
and gentlemen, to be absolutely mobbed by these Conser
vative meetings. The order in this town is admirable, and 
I have not the least fear of being mobbed, but I feel that 
I am being mobbed by these extraordinary gatherings of 

last week, this week, next week, and all the weeks to come. 
vVell, then, gentlemen, at these meetings there is a great deal 
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~::i.id on the subject of land, and here it is very necessarr 
to warn you, and to warn the country. Let us see how th! 
financial part of the question of land is dealt with by th! 

Tory party. 
I call you to witness, gentlemen, that for the last hal 

century down to the last year the favourite cry of the Tories 
was the repeal of the malt-tax. \Nhen the Government; 
of Lord Derby and Mr. Disraeli or Lord Beaconsfield wee 
in office, some way or other the malt-tax seemed to st 
quite easy on the shoulders of the Tory party ; but wher
ever there was a Liberal Government in power, ever· 
opportunity was taken to shew that the malt-tax was at 

intolerable burden upon the British farmer, and that th! 
thing to set him right and straight was to repeal the mal t
tax. But the Tories never attempted to deal with the mal ' 
tax. Sir Stafford Northcote, as Chancellor of the Exchequa· 
for some six years, with the most obedient majority of tre 
House of Commons at his back, never dreamt of repealin; 
the malt-tax. But last year, before we were six montls 
old as a Government, we determined to repeal the malt-ta:. 
And why, gentlemen ? Not because we believed in tre 

absurd pretensions that had been set up by the old mal
tax repealers, but because we knew, and had alway; 
admitted, that there were very important reasons fcr 
thinking that it was unjust. In the first place, the m lt-ta 
disturbed us as Free Traders; and as Free Traders we coutl 
not approve of any tax that disturbed the action of al 
connected with farming in the country. It attached to He 
farming of certain soils which produced the finest barley 
fictitious value in addition to its natural advantages. Ps 
Free Traders, we are opposed to all legislation th:t 
interferes with one description of commodity as againt 
another. There v,ras another reason why we repeal d tle 
malt-tax, and that is that you, as Liberals, have alway; 
been forward, and I hope always will be forward, to ;:,et d 
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of any excise duty. That was an excise duty which 
positively had this effect with regard to a vast trade-for 
the value of the beer trade and of the different malt liquors 

produced in this country is such as to make it one of the 
largest trades in the country-that the old malt-tax 

absolutely prescribed to people out of what materials, and 
what materials alone, they should make their beer. In 
repealing the malt-tax, then, we were glad to give that 

which we believed to be just and right to the farming 
interest, and to give to British industry in yet another 
province that absolute freedom which we desired to see it 
enjoy. But what happened? That the Tories have turned 
their backs on the repeal of the malt-tax, and they now, 
without the slightest, or even decent, regard to their 
professions of half a century ago, say that it is a worthless, 
insignificant affair, and perhaps, on the whole, has in it 
more evil than good. It is difficult to deal with people 
who proceed in that way, and who, when you think you are 
making a justifiable approximation to their views, turn 

round upon you and denounce you in terms of violence, or 
else represent as totally unnecessary that which they have 
formerly held up as a capital article both of public justice 
and of national policy. Oh ! but they have turned to other 
things. They tell the farmers, "vVe must have you relieved 
of a great deal of the burden of the rates." It is well worth 

while, gentlemen, for us to dig a little below the surface of 
that profession, and see what it means. 

In the first place, gentlemen, don't suppose for a 
moment that in my opinion rates ought not to be dealt 
with. I, being an old man, may not have much to say to the 
matter, but if I were 20 years younger I would say there is 
nothing in regard to which I would more desire a large 

and extended change. I am an enemy of the present 
system of what are called grants in aid. Of course you 
will understand I am not laying down mathematical 
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propositions. I do not speak absolutely, but in general I 
see the greatest mischief in these grants in aid. It seens 
to me the object of the Tories, for the sake of obtaining tle 
votes of the farmers, is to extend these grants without limt. 
In the first place, I am against an extension of grants in ail, 
or of reliefs to the rates in any form, without a thorou§h 
consideration of the question of local government. Fir 

these grants in aid, what do they do? In the first pla<e 
they encourage extravagance. In the second place, they 
promote centralisation, and they relegcte to the offices n 
Downing Street matters which ought to be disposed of ly 

the loC3.l authorities in respective districts. In the thid 
place, they sap the very principles of local government ly 
depriving you of the means for the exercise of its functiors. 
And, gentlemen, I cannot pass by the subject of loal 
government without impressing upon you that there is 10 

one among you who discharges the office of local citize1-

ship who is more deeply impressed with its profound impor
ance than I am myself. Local government, gentlemel, 
is the training school for Imperial governmen:. 
Habits formed in connection with local government ae 
the habits which enable this nation to find men in abm
dance, from time to time, thoroughly competent to cary 
on the business and the government of the country. Atd 
on all these grounds I think that the present system if 
grants in aid is a system that requires to be checked, n:y 
requires to be greatly changed. It is also, in my opinic1, 
a most impolitic system, upon this ground : the collecticn 
of Imperial taxes is always a matter of serious politial 
delicacy and, indeed, difficulty. The collection of taxs 
for local purposes is a t~1ing comparatively easy. N 0 , 

g entlemen, what I would say is this. In the first plac, 
rem~mber what I am going to say now will have referenc, 
not to local taxes in towns, but to local taxes in t e 
country. The circumstances are exceedingly differe1t. 
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They have increased in towns with a rapidity quite un-
known in the country. And likewise the question of the 
ultimate incidence of the rate is a question much more open 
to debate and doubt in the populous districts than it is in 
the rural districts. But, upon my word, I must say of rates 
generally, and especially rates in the country, I think the 
time might come when it might be very proper to 

make large, direct allocations of public taxes to the local 
communities for them to expend, subject to fixed rules, laid 
down by the State, as economically and beneficially as they 
can. Gentlemen, I must endeavour to bring into view 
that which it seems to be the object of Toryism to 
keep out of view, and it is this-that every sixpence 
which you take off the rates in an agricultural district 
in this country, while it is an immediate relief to the 

tenant, is an ultimate gift to the landlord; and, 
taking that point of view, the demand that some
thing shall be taken off taxation from the general 
exchequer of the country in order to be applied to the 
payment of rates in rural districts, while it may be very 
agreeable to the farmer for the moment-and I do not 
at this moment inquire what ought to be done for him
is a demand of the landlords of this country that their 
descendants shall, to that extent, be quartered upon the 
public exchequer. Now, gentlemen, that is a very serious 

matter for consideration. And ·when I say this I 5peak as 
one who:se fortunes and the fortunes of his family 
are closely connected with the prosperity of agricul
ture, but who, at the same time, will always strive 
to prevent any bias from taking possession of his 
mind on that ground in the consideration of these great 
subjects. 

vV ell, the question of dealing with the landlords and the 
land embraces, as respects landlords, the great subjects of the 
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devolution of land, the transfer of land, the registry of la1d, 
and the m~de of borrowing upon land. These are subjects 
of great importance to all persons connected with land, on 
which I hope that the present Government, whether whie I 
am in it or after I cease to belong to it, will deal efficiertly 
and fearlessly. There is another part of the question of 
land yet more urgent, and that is that which touches ·he 
tenant. The true interest of the farmer, the just obFct 

of the farmer is to have his interest in the land made sectre. 
I sec there are some professions made in these Tory met
ings that they are quite willing that that hould be d01e. 
Willing that it should be done! Why, they told us fve 
years ago that they had done it. They passed a Bill whch 
they called the Agricultural Holdings Bill, and that ms 
the great legislative achievement of the six or seven ye.rs 
of the late Government. That was the summit of wiat 
they could do for the farmers, to whom they owed tI-eir 
existence. I have heard that constantly quoted. I ordeed 
a good many copies of the Bill, and in order to see if tley 
could make anything out of it, I sent it among the tenanty. 
I sent copies-I thought it would be best not to seater 
them wholesale, and I selected two or three-to the inte.li
gcnt, the most' intelligent, men among the farmers; b I 
could not get them to look at it. They absolutely neit1er 
knew nor cared one farthing about it. That Bill was he 
most complete abortion that I have ever known in he 
handling of a great legislative subject. And this abort n 
was the only achievement of an Administration that lased 
six or seven years. However, the question has arisen, md 
arisen in a vt:!ry serious form, in consequence of tl1e press1re 
upon the farmer due to a series of unfavourable seasons. I 
will not enter into any details as to modes of proceedilg. 
As I have said that in my opinion the Irish Land .i..ct 

ought not to become the English or Scotch Land La" I 
say as emphatically that it is an object of capital Gld 
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immediate importance for the farmer to see that effectual 
.and not abortive measures are taken to secure the whole 

interest of the tenants, not part of that interest, but the 
whole interest-his interest in his improvements and his · 

interest, as the law may define it, in his tenure. There is here 
a po:nt of junction between trading and landed interests in 
relation to the matter we are discussing. The trade of the 

country has been severely and even lamentably depressed, 
in certain branches particularly. It has been depressed 
first of all, I believe, in what I. shall call this district, 

.because, although I don't mean the town of Leeds in 
particular-perhaps in some degree the town of Leeds-I 
mean very much more the great sister town of Bradford 
-that district which, as far as there has been a pressure 
due to the special action of foreign competition, may be 
thought, and thought justly, to have experienced that 
pressure. 

I won't trouble you in a great assembly of this kind 
with a number of figures, but those figures shew the case 
very simply. Taking the woollen and worsted manu~ 

factures together, and taking our trade with certain 
·countries, namely, France, Germany, and Holland, and 
Belgium, I believe it is the case that our imports of 
woollen and worsted goods have come very close upon our 
·exports. The figures, so far as I can make them out, are 
these. We e. ·port £8,650,000, and we import £8,509,000. 
That is very nearly a balance. I will not now discuss the 
·question whether it is in the power of the capitalists and 
the industrial interests of this country to amend that 
balance; my ovVn belief is that it is. I often say that the 
English producer wants a good deal of pressure upon him 
to make him do his best, but that when the pressure is put 

.upon him he will compete successfully with anybody in 
the world-unless he were to make an attempt where the 

.natural circumstances are entirely and absolutely against 
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him. I won't go into that, but I take this point, because it 
enables me to raise conveniently a question to which I 

think it necessary to allude. The question is not whether 

the depression of the last few years has been severe, for it 

has been severe. I, as Chancellor of the Exchequer, have· 
had to lament it. It is not true that the revenue has yet 
recovered from the effect of it. The revenue, as on the last 

quarter day, was, I think, in the Press e~timated rather 

more favourably than it d~served. It may be said that the 

revenue is somewhat recovering from it, but i.t is very far 

indeed fro~ complete recovery, although I have no 
douht this complete recovery will arrive. Hut, gen tl emen ,. 

what has been the main cause of this depression of our 
trade? Now that is a most important question, because 

systematic attempts are made to persuade you-and 
thoug h they won't succeed here they may succeed else
where-to persuade you-I mean the people of England
that the main cause of our depression has been that WP 

cannot carry on our trade with foreign countries in 

consequence of the pressure of hosti le tariffs, and, as a 
con equence, that Free Trade is a failure. 

Now let us look at the basis of fact which is under this. 

mons trous doctrine. I observe that those who write upon 
these subjects on the wrong side very generally avoid 
specific facts and deal with generalitie , and I think that is 

a proof of a very great deal of sound discretion on their 

part. When they get out of that tang-led and cloud region 
and come to deal with facts, they get into sad scrapes. 

Here is a case. You had not long ago a noble Lord c:rn

descending to come in to the neighbourhood of Leeds, and 
endeavouring to enlighten the people in this neighbourhood 
as to the terrible dangers we are in from foreign com

petition. Lord Lascelles quoted a statement made by 

Mr. James Lowther in Lincolnshire, that a great railway 
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station had recently been erected at York. And so far, 

:gentlemen, I congratulate the noble Lord and Mr
.James Lowther on their accuracy as to that fact. That 
would not have answered the purpose, h0wever, and so 
they w~nt to produce for once a fact instead of generality 
and the fact was this, that this great station at York was 
built of Belgian iron. That statement, I believe, has been 
·contradicted in the newspapers, but contradictions never 
obtain a currency so wide as an original statement of that 
kind. This was a very authentic fact, but it had not 
.a shadow of foundation-as you know very well. \Vhile 

Lord Lascellcs, at Kirkstall, was instructinz· his audience 
that the York station was built c f Belgian iron, if, instead 
-0f importing information from Lincolnshire, he had come 

for information to Leeds, everybody would have told him 
that the iron for that station was made by you, sir 
{Mr. Kitson) ; and that the erection of the station was 
-conducted by Mr. Butler, of Leeds also. I hope our Tory 
friends will take this statement in the spirit in which it is 
made. I recommend them not to deal with matters of 
fact in the future, but to confine themselves cheerfully to 
:generalities, where nobody can grapple with them. 

The question as a matter of fact is, has the pressure of 
foreign tariffs-which I do not undervalue, as you will see 
b y-and-bye - been or not been the main cause of the 
depression of trade? N ow, you will agree with me 
rn this, that the mam cause of the depression 
o[ trade has been either the unwillingness or inability 
of foreign countries to buy, or it has been the decrease 
·of the purchasing power at home. Let us see 
which of these has been the main factor in that depression 
because it is upon the assumption that the foreign question 
is the great cause that is founded the recommendation now 
so confidentl.y made to go back to the state of things we 

_parted with some 30 years ago. Now, I want to 
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measure-and it is possible to do it without much difficulty,. 
and with sufficient, though not minute, accuracy-I want to · 
measure what has been the amount of depression or con

traction of our foreign trade, and what, on the other hand, 
has been the decrease of the purchasing power at home. I 
take the year which presented the very highest amount of 
exports-2 56 millions of British and Irish goods and' 

produce. I will assume-though you all know very well 
that those 2 56 millions were exported with an inflated state 
of prices, a state of prices that could not possibly be main
tained, a state of prices which, as regarded the iron and 
coal trade, was totally unexampled-but assuming that 
volume of trade as the natural state of things, which is an 
enormous assumption, I will shew you what is the decrease · 
in the purchasing power, the actual loss to the people of 
this country that has accrued through the depression in 
connection with our foreign trade. If the value of the 
exports had continued in 1878, 1879, and 1880, the three 
years of great agricultural depression, and of depression 
in trade and commerce-if that high scale of exports 
had continued, w .... should have exported in those years . 

768 millions of goods and produce; instead of which 
we have only exported 607 millions. That was a decrease 
of 161 millions in three years ; but of course it was 
not all loss. What was lost was the profit upon that decrease, 
and I take the profit at the rate at which it is usually assumed 
-namely, IO per cent., and I shall shew you in that way 
that the country was 16 millions poorer in consequence of 
the contraction of its foreign trade. There should be a 
further item put down, which I will allow for liberally. I 
will assume that there was an additional loss of eight 
millions in the profit of the carrying trade of those 16 

millions by this country to foreign countries. And if I 
add the eight millions to the 16 millions, I shew that this. 
country is perhaps 24 millions the poorer. I have-
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endeavoured to make the allowances against myself, and I 
assume-though it is doubtful-that the country is 24 
millions the poorer-a very serious amount-in conse
quence of the contraction of our foreign trade since the 
time when our exports were at the maximum. 

Now let me turn to the effect of the bad harvests. 

·what have been our losses by bad harvests in r 878, r 879, 
and r 880? and, of course, when I speak of harvests I speak 
of the whole agricultural produce of the land, including 
root crops, grass, and everything. Gentlemen, I believe 

it is a m:)derate estimate over the three kingdoms 
to place that loss at I 20 millions sterling. Many 

place it hi6her, considerably higher. I am convinced> 
if I were only to take: the reductions of rent that 
have occurred, and the allowances upon rents, that it is a 
moderate statement to say that the agricultural products 
in these three years fell short by r 20 millions sterling in 
the aggregate of what they would have been if the 
harvests had been good. That is all sheer loss except 
that there was a saving on the getting m of all 
the goods represented by the 120 millions. Let us sup
pose that the expenses of getting in the agricultural crop 
are upon the average one-sixth, taking all descriptions of 
agricultural produce together. Well, then, even if the farmer, 
in losing £120,000,000 on his produce, saved £zo,ooo,ooo, 

which he would have expended in getting it in, the loss 
\vould still be £100,000,000. And, gentlemen, what we shew 
therefore, is this, that while it is an extravagant statement 
to say that the country was £z4,ooo,ooo poorer on account of 
the contraction of its foreign trade, it is not an extravagant 

statement to say that it was £ 100,000,000 poorer on 
account of that remarkable series of deficient harvests in 
those years. The principal seat of this depression is not 
to be looked for in the pressure of foreign tariffs, though 
that is very serious. It is to be looked for in the bad . 
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harvests. \Ne may reasonably hope that these will not 
continue. The present harvest is one of great difficulty to 
judge of. I have made the best inquiries in my power, and I 
believe it is distinguished almost beyond any other harvest we 
have had by its inequality. The returns in certain cases are 
admirable ; in other cases they are very deficient. Some 

important crops, from the failure of which we have greatly 
.suffered of late years, such as potatoes, are-at all events in 

our neighbourhood, and, this, of course, is a thing we have 
nothing but local knowledge to go by-abundant and 
healthy almost beyond precedent. I saw two or three nights 

ago, dug up in a cottage garden, a potato which weighed 
1lb. 5oz. ; and anyone who is accustomed at all to these 
things will know what sort of a potato season-the 
root also being healthy-it is that gives results like 
these. But that I do not dwell upon. It is a safe thing 

•to say that no adverse decree of Providence has gone forth 
·against the harvests of this country, and that we shall hope 
.for a recurrence of average fruitfulness in future years which 
·will restore the home market, the greatest by far of the 
markets in which we are interested, to a better state. 

But this depression is made the subject of an attempt to 
propagate a great and most mischievous delu ion. An 
·nstitution has been formed with the imposing name of the 
National Fair Trade League. What, gentlemen, is its 
-object, and what is its meaning? It bears a suspicious like
ness to our old friend Protection. Protection was dead and 
buried 30 years ago. He has come out of his grave and 
is walking abroad, and his long experience of the atmo
sphere below ground has not made his looks a bit more 
attractive than they used to be before he \:Vas the subject 
of that experience ; and the consequence is that he 
has found it convenient to assume an alias, and if you 
met him in the street and said," Oh, Mr. Protection, how do 
yam do ?" he would say, " I beg your pardon, I know nothing 
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of Mr. Protection ; I am Mr. Fair Trade, and have no 

relationship whatever with Mr. Protection." And speaking 

seriously, gentlemen, although an article has been written in 

perfect good faith by Mr. Protection himself in the "Nine

teenth Century," there is a very good antidote to it. The 

name at the fo'.)t of it is that of Mr. Ecroyd, the M ember 
for Preston ; but Mr. Ecroyd actually says that he writes 

in the name of Fair Trade. The name of Protection, as I 
have said, is kept back, but they are not satisfied with 

keeping back the name. Mr. Ecroyd, in the simplicity of his 

h art, writes a serious complaint and expresses a grave 

apprehension. He say he is very much afraid that the Fair 

Trade movement will be mistaken for Protection by tho c 

whose object it is to confuse the issue. He wants a good 

lump of duty put upon foreign manufacture; he wants a duty 

of 5s. a quarter upon corn, and all this he says he wants, . 
not at all for Protection, but in the name of" Fair Trade "; 
only he is afraid that some Liberals arc actually so perverse 
that they will endeavour to represent that he is agitating for 
Protection. \Nhen I read this article it reminded me of a 

most amusing passage in an admirable book, which I hope · 
will never cease to be a book that will be read in the homes. 

of this country. It is "Gulliver's Travels." Everyb dy has 
read in it the history of men six inches high and of men 

sixty feet high, and the history of creatures more extra
ordinary stil l in all their conditions of life, who were not 
men, but one of the most strange tribe.'.) ever conceived. In 

closing the book Dean Swift says :-
"Thu , gentle rea<lcr, I have given thee a faithful history of my travels 

for 16 year.> and about seve n months, wherein I have not been so studious of 
ornament as of truth. I could perhap-;, like others, have astonishad thee with 
strange, improbable tales, but what I rather chose to narrate has been matter 
of fact in the plainest style, because my simple desire was to inform, and not 
to delight. I heartily wish that a law were enacted under which every 
traveller should be compelled, on coming back to this country, to promise that 
he would tell what he had himself seen, and that he would tell nothing but 
the truth." 

And just so, :r.ir. Ecroyd is quite ready to take an oath 
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that Fair Trade has nothing at all to do with Protection 
and he expects us to acc2pt this doctrine just as Dean 
Swift expected us, or wittily affected to expect us, to 
believe that his fictions were facts, and that other people's 
facts were fictions. 

Now what is this Fair Trade system ? It proposes that 
we shall tax foreign manufactures in order that they may 
untax our manufactures. That is its first proposal. Well 
now, gentlemen, it appears to me to be a considerable 
exaggeration of a great Christian precept. There is a 
great Christian precept that if a man strikes you on one 
cheek you should "turn to Lim the other also;" but the 
precept with Mr. Ecroyd and others is, "if somebody smites 
you on one cheek you should smite yourself on the other 
also." That app2ars to me to be a needless exaggeration. 
But let that pass, and let us see whether the thing is 
practicable. We are to smite ourselves on the other; 
but we arc to in order to induce somebody else to do 
something that he ought, but is not disposed, to do, and 
we arc to force him to do it by hitting him. I think 
there is a good old English maxim, that if you are 
to strike you ought to strike hard. Can you strike 
the foreigner hard by retaliatory tariffs? What 
manufactures do you import from abroad? In all 
45 millions. What manufactures do you export? Nearer 
220 millions-over 200 millions. If you are to make the 
foreigner feel, you must make him feel by striking him in 
his largest interests ; but the interest which he has in 
sending manufactures to you is one of his small interests 
and not of his large interests, and you are invited to inflict 
wounds on him on a field measured by 45 millions, while 
he has got exactly the same power of inflicting wounds 
upon you on a field measured by more than 200 millions. 
The case the people feel most is the c:ise of America. 
I can't even now mention the case of America but 
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the thought will cross the mind of the great tragedy 
which has lately been enacted in that country. England 
has well acquitted h~rself of her duty, has well given 
vent to her sentiments on the death of President 
Garfield. We have seen him die with unparalleled suffering 
as a Christian and as a hero. That is recorded in the heart 
of this nation ; it is like a new and perpetual pledge of 
amity and affection between the two countries; but not
withstanding that, and though I believe there is but one 
sentiment on that subject, yet people are very sore about 
the American tariff The Americans h:t us very hard with 
their duties, and there is a great reduction no doubt in our 
exports to America. But still how do we stand? America 
sends to us less than three iuillions of manufactured goods; 
we send to America-what between our own manufactured 
goods and the foreign and colonial produce which we have 
got for our manufactured goods,and which is therefore just 
the same-we s :::nd to America between 30 and 40 millions 
of manufactured goods. The advice of these Fair Traders 
i ) that we are to endeavour, by hitting America through 
these three millions which she sends to us, to make her 
cease from hitting us through the 30 and odd millions we 
are sending to her. It is impossible, gentleman, to con
ceive that absurdity can further go. But there is more than 
this in the pleadings of many of the advocates of this 
system. It calls itself a Fair Trade League: it is a 
L eague for the most unfair trade I ever heard of. It has 
got unfairness as a birth-sin attached to it. The Fair 
Traders recommend different things to different people. 
To manufacturers they say: vVe recommend a duty upon 
manufactures, we do not recommend a duty upon foreign 
corn. But when they go to the farmer, they say they recom
mend a duty upon foreign corn, because they know very 
well that the farmer would justly object to pay an extra 
price upon labour saved by contrivances imported from 
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America, unless you offered him duty upon corn. And 

so Mr. Ecroyd, or Mr. Protection, argues in his paper that 
the duty upon foreign corn won't raise the price of corn in 

England. If it docs not raise the price of corn in England, 
how is it to benefit the British farmer? I have got a recom
mendation for the National l~ air Tracie League. vVhen 
they speak to the producer, no farmer is to listen ; and 
when they speak to the farmer, no producer is to know; 
.and upon these terms it appears to me that the National 
Fair Trade League may perhaps contrive for a time, and 
until it is found out, to drive a tolerable business. But it 

is not easy to fulfil this condition in this country; for, 
unfortunately, there are people \vho will tell producers what 
the Fair Trade League is saying to the farmer, and will tell 
the farmer what it is saying to the producer. 

I have been detaining you upon what, on the field of 
pure argument, I consider is hollow delusion, which will 
not bear investigation for one moment. But there is a 
_great deal more than pure argument in the matter. vVhat 
I want to know is this: whether Fair Trade, or Protection 
is again to become a subject of national conflict between 
the parties of this country; and that is a very serious 
.question indeed. For remember, gentlemen, what has 
formerly taken place. A quarter of a century of 
the legislative life of this country was spent without 
reserve on the solution of this great economical problem. 
From 1837 or 1838, when the first gr::at battle on 
the Corn Law took place in the House of Commons 
.and when the Anti-Corn Law League was founded, down 
to 186 I, which was signalised by what I well kr~ow to have 
been a most difficult operation-the repeal of the paper 
duty-these five-and-twenty years were one succession of 
·conflicts, which had for their whole aim the solution of 
this great problem. It was nearly a generation of the life 
of the nation we gave to it-almost everything else was 
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cast aside. Review the legislation of those years, and you 
will find little except this one memorable, conspicuous, I 
would almost say incomparable, triumph. A triumph more 
beneficent-more beneficent either .to the material or the 
moral interests of man-I believe never was attained by
public virtue and by public intelligence. But now we are · 
told that Free Trade is an admitted failure, and I want to · 
know, gentlemen, what the Tory party are going to do in· 
this matter. I mean as far as it depends upon me to drive
home the question. The leader of the Tory party in the 
House of Commons has, as I have said, been making 
frequent speeches in the country. In one of these speeches 
he held the precise language of the Fair Trade League. 
He said : "I am a Free Trader, but then I am for universal 
Free Trade." Exactly the language of the Fair Trade 
League. He went on to another place, and spoke a column ot 
a newspaper on the subject, but I defy anyone to make out 
its meaning. Gentlemen, this is a very serious affair. One 
of his followers, one of his Privy Councillors, one of his 
colleagues, has won a seat in Lincolnshire by telling the 
farmers of Lincolnshire that he is for a 5s. duty on corn .. 
I hold the words of the speech in my hand, and Mr .. 
Lowther's election, you know, is held out as. 

one of the conspicuous proofs that the people 
of England have changed their mind. Mr. Lowther 
has announced a 5s. duty on corn. Sir Stafford Northcote 
is speaking all over the land, and cannot tell us whether 
he is for a 5s. duty on corn or not. I say we have a 
right to know ; and it is necessary for his character and 
necessary for the character of his party that we 
should know ; and I will tell you why. Because, in 

my op11110n, it is a painful and humiliating process 
that we should have to entertain this question at 
all. It is quite true that several foreign countries within 

the last few years have been aggravating their tariffs. 
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Shall I tell you why? Because they have national Fair 
Trade Leagues among them. They have been doing the 
very thing which a lot of people among you here desire we 

should do; and they, ~ot having had the same amount of 
economical education we have had, and not having gone 
through these tremendous conflicts on this very question 
which we have had-conflicts of a quarter of a century ago 
-they have been more acted upon than I hope you will 
be; and I hope also that this is merely an epidemic mania, 
and that it will die away. 

At any rak, iet us consider what has happened. After 
our experience in the past it is humiliating, as I have said, 
that we should have to re-open this question. But how was 
this question treated by the Tory party before? They 
turned Sir Robert Peel out of office and smashed his party 
in I 846. They then said that Protection was necessary to 
save the country. They fought the general election of 1847 
entirely upon that principle. They reconstructed their 

party upon that principle, and shut out of it everybody 
except Protectionists. They found it an excellent game, 
for it carried for them nearly all the counties of Englund. 
They kept it up sedulously as long as they were in 
Opposition. They came into office in 18 52, and, gentlemen, 
what happened then ? They then knew they had not a 
chance if they maintained the doctrine of Protection. For 
six years they had ruthlessly befooled the farmers of 
England; and were steeped in pledges over head and cars 
to restore the Corn Law. But when they came into office 
in 1852, and found that to be impossible, and when they 
were compelled, as they were in a minority, to dissolve 
Parliament, they sent a set of candid ates down to the towns 
who were to be D erbyite Free Traders, and a set of 
candidates down to the counties who were to be Derbyite 
Protectionists. And, gentlemen, that is the experiment 

which apparently is about to be tried again. Mr. Lowther 
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.has to go to North Lincolnshire and promise a 5s. duty on 
corn to the farmers, and win the seat for the county, and 
the Tory Press are glorifying themselves upon the change 
in the general opinion. But when they send their candi
.dates to the towns, then they will b2 Free Trade candidates. 
They will look this way and that; they will say aye or no; 
.they will say black, blue, or white. It is a great misfortune 
to a party that contains many honourable and excellent 
men that they had to go once through a process such as I 
11ave described. I do not think that has ever been the melan

choly history of your party; but that the Tory party should 
go through that process twice, that it should again delude 
the country by raising the absurd phantom of prosperity to be 
attained through the adoption of a system which we know 
to be the sure means of impoverishment, and that it should 
at the same time .seek, when it is convenient, to shirk the 
.question by using vague and general language, and 
declining to give an intelligible opinion, that indeed would 
be intolerable. 

Well, gentlemen, I think I am entitled to say that we 
should know what it is that the Tories mean t'o do upon this 
subject of Fair Trade. I read the last speech of Sir Staf
ford Northcote. I really am obliaed to say that I may be 

confusing the one with the other-but in the one before 
Beverley, at Hull, I think, he dwelt at great length upon this 
subject. In that speech he said he did not approve of some 
of the remedies that had been propounded. Which could he 
not approve of? Did he or did he not approve of the 
remedy by which Mr. Lowther carried Lincolnshire? If 
he aid, we know where we are. That which carried Lincoln
shire will not carry England or Scotland. But if he does 
not approve of it, then I say, after what was done from 1846 
o r 8 5 2 by the Tory party, it is time that they should 
hold intelligible language on this subject. I rejoice to think 

hat as Sir Stafford Northcote has got more speeches to 
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make, he has got the opportunity to tell, reluctantly it may 

be, whether he is or is not in favour of protective duties for 

manufactures, and of a 5s. duty on corn. 
I think there is one evil we are all agreed about, and an, 

immense evil it is-and that is, as we think, the besotted 

folly-perhaps that is not a respectful phrase to use about 

the proceedings of one's opponents ; but really, in our 
judgment, using the word in its abstract sense, that is what. 

we think of the system of laying protective duties on manu

factures, whether they are ours or those of anybody else· 
Sir Stafford Northcote on the one side, and we on the other, 
have a common purpose in view. In his own convictions 

he is as instructed i:1.nd as intelligent a Free Trader as you 

will find anywher ~ in this room or out of it. He under

stands the subject thoroughly, and there is his responsibility~ 

Few of the men behind him understand it. And I say with
out hesitation that it depends on him, and depends on him 

perhaps alone, to determine whether this great question 

- 3olved after a quarter of a century of struggle - is again 

to become a national controversy or not. But now let us. 

see. He holds : unintelligible language ; he palters with the 
question. Is that the way to get foreig n Governments to 
undo the mischief they have done ? vVe agree that it is a 
mischief. We want them to untax our goods. There :ire 

two specifics. One specific is to shew your consistency and 
the sincerity of your convictions by adhering to the system 
which has enormously increased the wealth and trade of the 
country, and)1as hardly added less to its power in other 
respects-to the solidity of its institutions and its moral 

advancement. Hold steadily by it, and if you believe, if as 

from experience you kr~ow, it is the truth, rely upon it 

truth will in time make its way. That is one specific. 

Another specific is that of Fair Trade-to tax foreign manu

factures and to lay a 5.s. duty on corn. It is a bad and 

delusive one. But bad as it is, and delusive as it is" 
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"it is better than paltering with the question; it is 
better than standing first on your right leg, and next on 
your left, knowing not which leg you are standing on. It is 
better than winking with one eye at the towns and \Yith the 

·other eye at the counties, and contriving that they shall 
understand you in different senses. Whatever is to 
be done, that at least is not the way in which \Ye 

. can get foreign countries to untax our manufactures. 
It may be, I won't say it is, imposs ible, for nothing is 
imposs ible ; but let us grant, for argument's sake, to the 
Fair Trader that it would compel them. I don't believe 
it would, though. \Vcll, we do not think that we should com
pel them, but that in the course of time we shall induce 
them. If we could do it quicker we would most willingly 
expedite it. But if tl~erc is one way surer than another to 
keep them in the path of mischief it is to exhibit to them 
conrse of feeble double-mindedness, that does not know its 
own intention, that can find no words to speak an 
intelligible opinion upon matters which involve most v~tal 
interests to the country and the whole condition of the 

people. 
Gentlemen, I have done; I will not detain you longer. 

I have detained you very long indeed. I may say more, 
perhaps, upon the dryer parts of the question in a smaller 
audience to-morrow. I have assumed, as I hope, that in this 
hall we are all convinced that Free Trade is not only not 
a failure, but that it has been successful beyond our expecta
tion. I will endeavour to give some proof of that by-and
bye. What I now say is this-that to talk of this question 
as a question that can be disposed of by merely taxing 
foreign manufactures is a thing, in my · opinion, perfectly 
ludicrous; but at any rate it is a subject upon which people 
ought to have an opinion. \Ve have an opinion upon all 
questions vitally touching us personally or our national 
-existence. This is a matter that vitally touches national 
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existenc~, ~nd British citizens, accustomed to an open and ' 
free politicaf atmosphere, should know their own 
minds about it, and those who lead British citizens 
should, above all others, know their minds about it. 
I have endeavoured to tell you, I hop~ pretty intellig ibly, 
my mind about it. I will be no party to unsettling, at its 
top or at its bottom, one sing~e stone of that noble structure 
which was reared by the combined efforts of many able· 
men, most of all, perhaps, by those of Mr. Cobden and Mr. 
Bright ; for which many of us have laboured, for ·which, 
many of us have suffered, by which the land has prospered, 
and to which the people of this country have given thei r 
solemn and final acfhesion. 
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IRELAND. 

Mr. Gladstone sald: Mr. Kitson, Ladies, and Gentle
men,-! feel as you have felt, Sir, the difficulty of address
ing the vast assembly gathered within these walls. I 
know not whether increasing years may have diminished 
my power of carrying the utterances of my mouth and of 
my heart to the hearts of my fellow-countrymen ; but I 
shall indeed grieve if on this occasion, among all which I 
have ever had to meet, I should fail in enabling you to 
listen to and to catch the words which I shall address to 
you. My first words must be those of cordial and respectful 
gratitude to the Chairman, who has been chosen by your 
favour to the headship of your great party, and who has 
invited me and has brought me amongst you; and who, 
while apologising for defective description of my political 
life, in his warm and genuine attachment has gone far 
beyond any claims that I could, on the ground of justice, 
have the right to profit by such a description. Gentlemen, 

. allow me to say that in one respect I fear-and that respect 
purely personal-my visit to Leeds ha been a failure. 
I came here for the purpose of paying an old debt, and 
such is the reception that you have given me in your 
streets, in the Town Hall to-day, and now within these 
walls, that I painfully feel, instead of getting rid of my 
old debt I have only succeeded in contracting a new one. 
I am afraid, gentlemen, that I have no other resource than 
one which I trust will never be required to be made avail
able for any of you, and that is making a piteous appeal 
to the indulgence of my creditors. 

Gentlemen, among the pleasurable embarrassments of 
this visit has been the abundance with which the various 
associations and bodies that I have had to meet have made 
known to me their views on the subjects of interest that 
now attract the attention of the country-pleasurable as a 
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mark of their confidence, very mixed as regards. 
the state of many of those matters in which you 
naturally feel so deep an interest. There was one of those 
subjects largely mentioned to-day, and now again briefly 
alluded to in the address of your Chairman, and I think I 
shall best discharge my duty to-night by addressing to you 
my own most earnest reflections-I mean the subject 
describeJ by him in the emphatic phrase of "Justice to 
Ireland "-a great and sacred duty, and one that can never 
be performed, never justly pursued, without equal justice to 
England and Scotland. This morning, ladies and gentle
men, I addressed to you in another place a speech turning 
largely upon questions connected with the politics of our 
rival parties. This evening I must ask your attention 
with me to great, even so1emn, considerations more con
nected with matters which are in the highest sense national. 
The question of the state of Ireland is n0t, and should not 
be, a party question. I am afraid that for one moment I 
must refer to a point of party policy and discipline-it 
shall b\! for a moment only. 

You are aware that the party opposite to ours has 
glorified itself within tre last few weeks on its victory in 
the county of Durham. Let it enjoy all the satisfaction 
which calm reflection will permit to patriotic citizens in 
respect to the victory so gained; but, for my part, I desire 
no such victories. And I trust that never will it happen 
that a member of the Liberal party, with such a state of 
things in Ireland, shall go to his constituents, and meeting 
the wishes of a few Irish voters who may turn the scale, shall 
solemnly promise to take out of the hands of the executive 
Government their chief responsibility, by binding himself, 
irrespective of all considerations, to vote for the uncon
ditional release of every man whom the responsible 
Ministers of the Crown, acting on the authority that 
Parliament has given them, deem it necessary for the 
peace of the country and for public order to confine. Not 
another word, sir, will it be necessary for me to say which 
has relation to our party divisions; but I could not pass by 
the subject to which I haye just made a brief and a painful 
reference. 
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I have been challenged by the leader of the Conservative 
party to speak openly and explicitly on the subject of 
Ireland, and I will meet the challenge. Sir Stafford 
Northcote had indeed been anticipated by a person acting 
with a different view, by one whom I am glad to call, from 
his mature convictions, one of the brightest ornaments of 
the Liberal party. I mean Lord Derby. Lord Derby, in 
a recent essay on the Land Act lately passed, has declared, 
and, in my opinion, has justly declared, that the passing of 
the Land Act imposes upon the Government new and I 
special obligations with reference to the enforcement of the 
law and the maintenance of those rights of property and of 
the public peace which are inseparable from the first idea 
of freedo.m, and without which no nation is either worthy 
to possess freedom or capable of enjoying its blessings. 
Now, ladies and gentlemen, Ireland is in a great crisis. A 
few weeks hang over her which, in ancient times, would 
have been called fateful weeks. The Land Act, which has 
hitherto been mere writing upon paper, is about to become 
a living reality; and upon the reception and working of the 
Land Act may depend for generations, perhaps for 
centuries, the condition of Ireland, its happiness and 
prosperity, or its loss of all rational hopes of progress. I 
know not what the issue of that crisis is to be, but interested 
as you arc in Irish affairs, and in eparably associated as 
are these three countries, I will venture to lay before you 
s uch considerations as, I think, fairly describe the 
.character of the Irish crisis. 

Gentlemen, you have been, your party has been, for 
·several generations of men, distinguished for its anxiety to 
rromote the redress of Irish grievances, and you know that 
you are constantly reproached with what is called the 
failure of your efforts. And far be it from me to say that 
their success has been complete. But this I will say, that 
in my mind the man· is a coward who despairs of the fate 
of Ireland. Amongst the scenes that are now, unhappily, 
being enacted there by certain persons, we may lose sight I 
of the great and unquestionable progress that has been 
achieved by that country. It has achieved material pro
gr.ess in a degree most remarkable for a country with 
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little variety of pursuit. I do not believe that there is a 
labouring population in all Europe-although the con
dition of the Irish labourer still leaves much to desire
which, in the course of the last 20 years, has made a progress 
equal to that of the labouring population of Ireland. 
Let me look at the farming class, which, as you know, may 

· be said almost to constitute the body of the nation, under
stood as the term is understood in Ireland. Let me look 
at the indication of their surplus wealth. Forty years ago 
the deposits in the Irish banks, which are the indication of 
the amount of their free savings, were about five millions. 
Some I 5 years later than that I think they had risen to 
some I I or 12 millions. There are now of deposits in 
the Irish banks, which represent almost wholly the honest 
earnings and savings of Irish farmers, a sum of nearly 
30 m'.llions of money. Of course, I don't mean to say 
that the whole of these are agricultural savings, but an 
enormous proportion is of agricultural savings, and at any 
rate you cannot mistake the meaning and the force of the 
comparison between the 30 millions in round numbers of 
the present day and the five millions which were in the 
Irish banks 40 years ago. If I am to speak of moral 
progress in Ireland, I say that it has been remarkable, and 
it i associated with legal progress in regard to every class. 
of legal offences but one. There is still one painful and 
griev0us exception-the exception of agrarian offences. 
But, gentlemen, you will freely rejoice ·when I record this 
fact, that whereas 40 and 50 years ago-50 years ago, I 
will say-the whole of the community was a community 
adverse to the execution of law, and while I think there 
were then some 14,000 offenders annually committed, the 
law is now, except as to agrarian offences, as well executed 
in Ireland as it is in England, and the numbers recorded in 
our statistical comparisons of criminal offenders have fallen 
from 14,000 to 3,00~. Gentlemen, these are indications of 
re;i.l progress about which there can be no mistake. They 
are encouragements to us to persevere, to fall back upon 
that stock of resolution and of patience by which it is that 
a nation grows great, and when it has grown great, keeps 
its greatness. vVe will not be daunted or baffled by 
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difficulties; we will spend every effort and every resource, 
against whatever opposition, in the acccomplishment of a 
great and noble work. 

Now, gentlemen, with respect to the Land Act, there is 
a power brought into operation which I will presently 
endeavour to describe more particularly, and which I do 
not hesitate to say is a formidable power. Not only the 
energies of this Government but the energies of this nation 
will be taxed, and the energy of everything in Ireland that 
partakes of loyalty and sound principle will be taxed, to 
overcome that power, and to secure for the people of 
Ireland that justice in regard to the use of their land which 
pretended friends are endeavouring to keep away from them. 
Now we have many signs of encouragement in this matter. 
An election a few weeks ago took place in the county of 
Tyrone. There was a Tory candidate on the grour.d, and 
a manifesto,-couched like the manifesto in Durham, from 
the same quarter, in terms, I was going to say, of the most 
violent abuse, but at least the most unsparing abuse of the 
present Government,-was issued, advising the electors to 
take care that whatever happened a Liberal should not be 
returned. The great leader of the anti-British party-the I 
anti-loyal party-failed in the purpose of that manifesto, 
and a Liberal was returned for the county of Tyrone. The 
R man Catholic Bishops in Ireland, as you know, owing in 
a great degree to the unfortunc:lte circumstances of the 
country, have been for many generation the habitual and 
the trusted advisers of the people. They have met in 
solemn synod, and they earne tly urged upon the people 
willingly and freely to accept and to make full trial of the 
Land Act. In some cases many persons belonging to 
what is termed the Land League have held the very same 
language, and for that reason it is that I do not like to 
speak to you, and shall not speak to you, of the Land 
League as embodying a principle hostile to order and to 
law in Ireland, because dangerous as that association has: 
proved itself to be, yet I am convinced that it has many 
members, and perhaps many local branches, who have only 
had in view the attainment of lawful and reasonable 
objects; and whose exertions, and the credit of whose 
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names and characters, others are endeavouring to pervert 
for purposes neither lawful nor reasonable. The Land 
League in the county of Clare the other day met and 
declared that the Land Act ought to be freely and gladly 
accepted-accepted, of course, for the purpose of making a 
full, impartial trial of the operation of its provisions. I 
must quote to you a passage from a gentleman well-known 
in this country some 40 years ago as one of the 
extremest of Irish patriots-Sir Charles Gavan Duffy
who has since then run through an honourable and 
lengthened political career in one of our great Australian 
colonies. He has come back to his country-he has come 
back full of the same intensely national spirit as that with 
which he went away. He is not an altered man. And 
what does he say? He has published a pamphlet, from 
which I shall venture to extract the following passage. 
Having described the Land Act, he says:-

"Now, my friends, is not this a measure to be received and gratefully to 
be utilised to its utmost possibility of good? To me nothing is clearer than 
that all the productive energy and the generous enthusiasm of our people 
ought to be immediately directed to this task ; that we ought to seize all the 
points of vantage in that Bill. If I were a bishop, I would write a pastoral : 
if I were a priest, I would preach a disconr e ; if I were a journalist, I would 
make myself heard from the rostrum of that profession ; if I could do no better, 
I would beat a drum, in order to fix the attention of the Irish people on the 
splendid opportunity they possess to become prosperous and powerful." 

That, gentlemen, is the impartial judgment pronounced 
upon the Land Act by Irish patriotism of the old school
Irish patriotism, for I am by no means disposed to pledge 
myself to all the opinions of Sir Charles respecting 
Ireland. For I believe almost none of us would approve, 
upon certain points, of that patriotism ; but even the 
narrower and more exclusive it is, the more weight has 
the con cl us ion to which he has now arrived, and the more 
solemn the appeal he has made to his country. I will 
trouble you, gentlemen, with yet one other citation. You 
know that the great evil of Irish agricultural life was 
practical insecurity of tenure and want of confidence, 
amounting, in a very great degree, to the effectual dis
couragement of industry ; and what was wanted was the 
removal of this insecurity of tenure, and the substitution 
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for it of something that would restore the confidence of the 
Irish people in a reasonable certainty of the possession of 
their holdings. vVell, gentlemen, we have never professed 
to give, and have not sought to give, effect to any extreme 
doctrine upon this subject. But we have declared that 
there ought to be given, and have striven to give, to the 
Irish agriculturist, the Irish farmer and the cottage tenant, 
that kind of reasonable security. It is admitted that it 
has been given by those who know the Land Act. All 
those in Ireland who write upon the Land Act treat it 
.as an Act which gives a reasonable security to the Irish 
tenant. 

I have quoted Sir Charles Duffy. I will now quote a 
later form of trusted Irish patriotism. I will cite a man 
who, until his death, not more than some three or four 
years ago, was the leader of the Irish party in Parliament. 
I mean Mr. Isaac Butt. What, says Mr. Isaac Butt, ought 
to be and would be the state of things in Ireland if we would 
remove the great and growing evil which had even then been 
greatly diminished, and which has now, as is well-known 
been entirely removed? What was the description he gave 
of the state of things that would and ought to prevail in 
Ireland when that aim had been attained ? Mr. B tt.J 
ln 1866-that was before the Land Act o -Mr Butt 
~eaking of a measure that would give effectual security o 

tenure to the Irish tenant, said:-

" Such a measure would obliterate the traces of the ascend:rncy of conquest; 
it would teach the population of Ireland to regard the institutions connected 
with lanclecl property with a friendly instead of a hostile feeling. It would 
conciliate them to the law, which they now regard as their enemy, because they 
know it chiefly as enforcing landlords' rights. Take the great body of the 
:people into partnership with proprietary privileges, and you do more to attach 
them to the law or the constitution than you could effect by all the political or 
religious concessions you could make. Other questions engage their feelings 

<>r their passions ; the land question touches their very existence and theili 
life." 

Well, ladies and gentlemen, if this be so, you may sup
pose that we ought to have at last quiet times in Ireland. 
And now let me do justice to a gentleman whose name is 
1n Ireland respected amongst those who differ most widely 
from him, and who was lately, under the exercise of the 
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discretion of the Government, confined in prison-Mr. 
Dillon, the Member for Tipperary. Mr. Dillon is a man 
of the most extreme opinions upon every question con
nected with the nationality of Ireland. I am not going to· 
recommend the adoption of his opinions, or to profess any 
share of sympathy with them ; but I am go ing to point 

l
out to you, first of all, that he is a man whom every one 
acknowledges to be one of most single-minded attachment> 
devoted attachment, to his country, and to be of a 
perfect, unswerving integrity. Now, gentlemen, suppose 
you were like Mr. Dillon, that you believed I :-elanJ. 
was entitled to a complete independent national existence 
-which, I think, is what he believes-and supposing, while 
you were prosecuting that end, ycrn found a measure passed 
by what they call, some of them, an alien Parliament,. 
granting, with a liberality unknown in the history of landed 
legislation, privilege and security to the cultivatx of the 
soil, what would you do? vVoulG you, in consequence of 
your ulterior views, reject that boon ? vVould you keep 
men in want who might be in abundance? vVould you 
keep men in insecurity who might enjoy a stable confidence? 
Would you keep men in a condition of uncertainty 
as to the future provision for their families, when 
they might have these means at their command, on 
account of your ulterior views? No; you would not. You 
would say you were not justified in intercepting the 
beneficial action of a measure like the Land Act. And 
that is what Mr. Dillon-alone, I am sorry to say, among 
his friends-has done. He has withdrawn himself from 
the theatre of action in Ireland. He will not give up his. 
extreme national views, but neither will he take upon 
himself the fearful responsibility of attempting to plunge 

[

that country into permanent disorder and chaos by 
intercepting the operation of the Land Act. I claim 
Mr. Dillon as an opponent, but as an opponent whom 
I am glad to honour.* 

*"Some of them might remember th:tt in th e very beginning he held a 
very strong view on that point, nan~ely, that the passing of the Land Act 
would immensely increase the difficulty, if not render it impossible for them 
to carry on the League ; and in a speech which he made immediately after 
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Now, gentlemen, I have the painful duty of dealing 
with very different conduct. For nearly the first time in 
the history of Christendom, a body-a small body-of 
men have arisen who are not ashamed to preach in Ireland 
the doctrines of public plunder. I make that charge 

?lfr. Gladstone introduced the measure, he expressed that fear. H e believed 
ifthe Bill passed into law, and more especially if it p:issecl into law tolerated 
or countenanced by the League, it would in a few months lake all the power 
out of the League. That was his deliberate conviction after studying the 
Bill, a:1d although some modifications had b'.'!en introduced - and he was free 
to admit, some of them slightly in favour of the people - still no change had 
been made tlut would induce him to alter one single s~ntence of what he 
then said. He said then-he hoped it wouid be proved he was wrong in that 
opinion-and he repeated it now, if men thought that they could pursue the 
policy of trying the Land Act, and taking from it all the b nefits they could
and he was the last man to deny there were benefits iu the Bill-but if they 
thought they could take the Bill, and yd not weaken the arm of the League, 
and not weaken the revolutionary policy of the League -and if they proved 
to be right, G Jd knew that there would not be an Irishman more 
glad than he would be at the result. He knew the difficu lty experienced 
in getting the people to stand erect before their masters, and he 
knew how slowly this movement grew in the beginning. 
His fear was that the yoke of landlord ascendancy being made lighter. much 
lighter, as it probably would be-anti he wi heel it to be distinctly understood 
that he never said this Bill would not confer immense benefits on the Irish 
people, benefits which their fathers in 1852 would have thought invaluflble, and 
would have thanked their oppressors for having given; but thank God, they 
stood now in diff.:rent times. His fear was that the yoke of landlord ascendancy 
might be made lighter by this Bill, and that the people of Ireland would once 
more bow their heads beneath it, and consent again to live as slaves and as erfa 
under toleration. Up to the time of his arrest, therefore, he did his best to 
rouse the people to the true question, and to secure that the Bill would be 
rejected by a solemn convention, at which the people woulJ solemnly agree 
not to use the Bill in any iorm, and to enter into 1 solemn agreement that the 
man who diJ u e it would be a traitor to the nation:il cause. He 
was of opinion that even if it was desirable for the League to attempt to prevent 
the people trying the Act, it would be found impossible. It would be impos
sible for him to be a party lo such a policy, and the only course, therefore, for 
him was to retire from public life for some months, and leave those who 
believed in this policy unembarrassed to carry it out. ''-·Speech delivered by 
Mr. Dillon in Dublin, on the 29th August, 1881. 

There is some reason to suppose that I have interpreted too favourabcy 
the action of Mr. Dillon. The speech here cited may certainly mean, not, as I 
had hoped, that the Irish people were to be permitted to use the Act, but that 
all use of it ought at once to be denounced and forbidden ; in lieu of the more 
circuitous and astute method apparently preferred by Mr. Parnell-that, 
namely, of submitting demands to the Commissione~·s through the medium of 
"test cases," which it would be impossible for them to agree to, and then of 
condemning the Act upon the rejection of these demancls .-\V. E. G. 
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advisedly in the situation which I hold, and I shall ask you 
to judge with me whether it is not wrung from me by dcmon
trative evidence and by the hard necessity of the case. 
entlemen, half a century ago the people of Ireland gave 

their confidence to Mr. O'Connell, a man of remarkable 
powers and of opinions not always acceptable to the 
people of this country. But he was a man with respect to 
whom it must be said that he had these five characteristics: 
he always declared his loyalty to the Crown; he always 
declared his desire for friend 1v relations with Great 
Britain ; he always declared his respect for property-and 
he never, so far as I know, by word or act went in contra
vention of it; he declared his respect for law and human 
life, and said that no political change-which was a strong 
thing to say-should be prosecuted at the hazard 
of its being bought by the shedding of a drop 
of human blcod; and, finally, O'Connell always availed 
himself of and promoted every measure-whether it were 
small or great, and however far it might fall short of his 
views - which tended to promote the happiness of 
the people of Ireland. That, gentlemen, was the 
political education of the people of Ireland half a 
century ago. I must now describe to you, briefly, upon 
these five points, the political education which they are 
now rece1v111g. And, gentlemen, the consideration which 
oppresses me and almost weighs me to the ground at this 
moment is this, that within a few short weeks-certainly 
within a few short months-it may have to be decided 
which of these two forms of political education the people 
of Ireland will prefer. I take as a representative of the 
opinions I denounce the name of a gentleman of consider
able ability-Mr. Parnell, the Member for Cork-a gentle
man, I will admit, of considerable ability, but whose 
doctrines are not such as really need any considerable 
ability to recommend them. If you go forth upon a 
mission to demoralise a people by teaching them to make 
the property of their neighbours the objects of their 
covetous desire, it does not require superhuman gifts to 
find a certain number of followers and adherents for a 
doctrine such as that. 
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Do not let it be supposed, gentlemen, that I am going 
to describe what is sometimes calle:l the Irish party and 
:sometimes ca,lled the Home Rule party, or to charge upon 
that party the doctrines of which I now speak. The 
majority of Irish Members are nominally Home Rulers; 
but of those nominal Home Rulers no inconsiderable 
portion-such, for instance, as my respected friend, Mr. 
Shaw-are men of political association with whom no one 
.of us Liberals ought for a moment to be ashamed. Even 
oQf those who won't recognise Mr. Shaw there are many 
who reject in their inmost souls these doctrines, who have 
not either the power, or perhaps the courage, to repel as 
-completely as they ought to repel the men who teach what 
I am going to describe, but who undoubtedly follow with a 
slow and reluctant pace, and take every opportunity they 
·<Can to shew that reluctance. A handful of men, and 
"only a handful, in Parliament follow Mr. Parnell. I will 
not call th=m a party, for they are not entitled to be 
.called a party ; but they are gentlemen who make 
themselves effectively responsible for the new gospel 
ofirish patriotism. And even with respect to them so hard 
it is to understand how far it may be with them a matter of 
compulsion and how far a matter of will, that I will not 

.. attempt to identify them. I will frankly take the case of\ 
Mr. Parnell, as exhibiting to y u what I mean when I say 
that the state of things in Ireland is coming to be a 
. ..question bct\veen law on the one hand and sheer lawless-
ness on the other. 

And now, gentlemen, I shall go very briefly-and the 
·importance of the subject, I am sure, will justify me in 
your eyes if I detain you longer-I shall go very briefly over 
the five points of Irish patriotism as it was known in the 
time of O'Connell, and as it is now being made known 
in a very different shape. Mr. O'Connell professed hi 
unconditional and unswerving · loyalty to the Crown or 
England. Mr. Parnell says if the Crown of England is to 
be the link between the two countries, it must be the only 
link; but whether it is to be the link at all-I am not now 
·quoting his words-is a matteron which I believe he has given 
.no opinion whatever. O'Connell desired friendly relations 
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ith the people of this country-cordial and hearty friend
ship. ·what does Mr. Parnell desire? He says the Irish 
people mus.t make manufactures of their own, in order that 
hey may buy nothing in England. I do not believe him to be

a profound political economist, but I would commend to 
his mind the consideration that it may be rather difficult 
for the Irish people to provide themselves, by the labour 
of their own hands, with everything that they now derive 
from England. He is prepared for that alternative, and 
he says, "If you cannot make the manufactured article, 
you must buy them from foreign countries; but whatever 
you do, you must not buy them from Ei:gland." I say 
gentlemen, that I think you will b egin to perceive that in 
the strong language I have used to describe the condition 
of affairs in Ireland, I am not wholly "ithout justification. 
Friendship with England was the motto of O'Connell, who, 
on every occasion, declared his respect for property 
-and, as far as I know, I believe he consistently 
maintained it ; but what says Mr. Parnell upon that 
subject? Twelve months ago he told the people 
of Ireland that they ought to pay, not the rents 
they had covenanted to pay, but the estimate of Griffith's 
valuation, which is much bc::low the real value, and in by 
far the greater number of cases is framed for a different 
purpose. In fact, the advice amounted to this-that the 
tenantry were to substitute an arbitrary payment for 
the standard which had been agreed upon. But Mr. 

arnell has not stopped there. Now that the Land Act 
1aS passed, and now that he is afraid lest the people of 
England by their long-continued efforts should \Nin th~ 

heart of the whole Irish nation, Mr. Parnell has a new and 
an enlarged gospel of plunder to proclaim. He says 
now that, whereas the rental of Ireland is I 7 millions of 
money, the landlord is entitled to nothing but the original 
value of the land before the spade was put into it; and 
that the rental he may justly claim is not 17 millions, 
but possibly about three millions of money. And I ask 
you, gentlemen, as honest men, not as politicians, not as 
Liberals, not in any other capacity-I ask you whether 
it is possible to describe proceedings of that kind in any 
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words more just or accurate than as the promulgation of 
the gospel ot sheer plunder. 

The next of the five points was respect for law and 
human life. On that I think O'Connell was consistent~ r 
an l I believe he was unimpeachable. Mr. Parnell is some
what copious in his references to America. He seems to· 
set up America as the true and only friend of Ireland; but 
in all his references to America he has never found time to 
utter one word of disapproval or misgiving about what is 
known as the assassination literature of that country. Not 
American literature. No; there is not an American who 
docs not scorn it and spurn it and loathe it as you do. But 1 
there arc, it is sad to say, a knot of Iri hmcn who are not 
ashamed to point out, in the press which they maintain, 
how the ships of Her Majesty's navy ought to be blown 
into the air-to destroy the power of England by secret 
treachery, and how gentlemen that they arc pleased to) 
select ought to be made the object of the knife of the 
assa_sin, and deprived of life because they don't conform to 
the new Irish gospel. You know there have been some 
attempts of this kind made in this country. You may have 
heard of an explosion of dynamite in Salford not very long 
ago. There was a death of one person in consequence of 
that explosion. The death of another was expected, but I 
be! icvc w:i.s averted; and Mr. Parnell said that that occur
rence in Salford appear~d to him to bear the character of a 
practical joke. 

Now, gentlemen, I go along point by point, and I come 
finally to this, that whenever a measure wa passed with a 
good intent for Ireland, O'Connell accepted that measure~ 
however far short it might fall of what he thought she was 
en titled to claim. Has the present candidate for the 
leadership-for I will not call him leader of the people 
of Ireland ; that is just the question that has got to be 
decided, and is not decided yet-has the candidate for the 
leadership of the people acted upon that principle? How 
has he met us during the last Session? With every effort 
that he could to disparage, to discredit, and, if he could, to 
destroy the Land Bill. He did not dare to go beyond a 
certain point. He did not dare to vote against the BiH 
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like a man, because he knew that if he did his own Land 
Leaguers in Ireland would rise in a body against him. 
But when the Tories, unfortunately as I think, determined 
o oppose the Bill on the second reading, and when the life, 

of the Bill was at stake, Mr. Parnell, with 30 of his friends, 
withdrew from the House, and did the utmost that their 
courage permitted to destroy the work which we had begun, 
nd to defeat us in our arduous labours. On every occasion 

the same policy was pursued ; and now what does Mr. 
Parnell do? The people of Ireland, gentlemen, as we 
be~ieve-and this is just the matter that the next few weeks 
or mon ths will have to determine-desire, in conformity 
with the ad vice of their old patriots, of their Bishops, of their 
trusted frien ds, to make a full trial of the Land Act; and if 
they do make a full trial of that Act, you may rely upon it
't is as certain as rnman contingencies can be-it will give 

cace to the count y. Peace to the country is exactly the 
thing which is ot the object of Mr. Parnell and his 
disciples; and the fore, in the prosecution of their policy, the 
thing which is more than all necessary for them to 
do is to intc cept the action of the Land Act. How 

o they set about it? Mr. Parnell, with his myrmidons 
around him in his Land League, goes to Dublin, 
instructs the people of Ireland that they are not 
to go into the Court which the Parliament of the country 
has established in order to do them justice-they are not 
to go into the Court until he gives them leave. He says 
that they are not to go there until he has framed certain 
test cases, and until he and his brethren of the Land League 
have taken these test cases into Court. 

What does he mean by these test cases? I will tell you, 
gentlemen, what he means. It is perfectly plain. He 
means to take into Court cases of rents which are fair and 
moderate rents. A court is established to administer equal 
justice and not to obey the beh~sts of Mr. Parnell. If Mr. 
Parnell, in the name of test cases, carries before the Court 
moderate and fair rents-of which there are many in 
Ireland-the Court will reject the application, and when 
the Court has rejected the application Mr. Parnell a.nd his 
train will then tell the Irish people they have been 
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betrayed, that the Court is worthless, and that the Land Act 
ought to meet with their unequivocal denunciation. So 
he will play his game, and so he will g::iin his object, if 
the people of Ireland should listen to his advic2. Because~ 

gentlemen, you know as well as I do, that the Parliament 
of this country is not going to overturn the principles of f / 
public order to please any party. · And I think you also ( 
know that the people of this country in any such question 
relating to the government of a portion of the Queen's 
territory, weak as they may be if their cause is unjust, in 
a just cause arc invincible. I am not in any one of 
these cases speakihg except in the strictest accord \vith 
what Mr. Parnell has promulgated as his new creed of Irish 

·patriotism ; and I see that among the last of his declarations 
he has said," We propose "-you will observe these words fl 
-"we propose to test the Land Act, not to use it." vVell,. 
but the fair test of an Act is to use it. To use it 
is what Gavan Duffy so earnestly advises ; to use 
it is what Mr. Dillon would permit;* to use it is what 
the Bi hofS recommend. "No, you must not use it, 
says Mr. Parnell; "you must test it "-that is to 
say, you must apply to it a test which will bring to light 
the disposition of the Court upon the doctrine that has now 
been promulgated-that the land rental of frcland, which is 
stated at 17 millions, is to be reJuced to three 
million _ to satisfy the just claims of the people. 

Now, gentlemen, I think I am not wrong in stating that 
this is a case of the utmost gravity. I have spoken very 
strongly, but I have carefully striven to avoid exaggera
tion, and I am prepared to be tried upon each and every 
word that I have used. There is another misfortune of 
Ireland besides the fact that for the first time in our { J 
history these immoral and degrading doctrines are taught j/ 
by men of education, and men of responsible station, to 
their social inferiors. And the other unhappy fact is the ~ 
traditional sluggishness and incapacity of the healthier 
portions of society in Ireland to do anything whatever for 
themselves. Why, gentlemen~ what would happen in this 
country if schemes of this kind were to go forth and t0 

* See foot note at p. 10. 
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become in any degree dangerous to the public peace, and 
to shew their first fruits in the prevalence of agrarian 
crime, sometimes accompanied with horrible and disgrace
ful cruelty, even "·ith loss of life, and if the putting do" n of 
that crime through the combination by "hich it wa 
supported proved to be beyond the utmost exertions of the 
paid officers of tl-:e law? ·why, what would happen would 
be this-that vast multitudes of loyal citizens would array 
themselves in support and in aid of the officers of the law. 
But no such thing is heard of, unhappily, in Ireland. I 
hope there will be a change in that respect. I am sure it 
-.is necessary. 

I "ill give you yet one more brief quotation from a 
/ friend whom I need not name, but who writes thus upoi1 
l the condition of Ireland :-

"\Vhat is amazing and discouraging is that during the past I8 months no 
Irishman in Ireland h::t lifted up his voice to win hi countrymen or to condemn 
the relJcl faction led by i\1 r. Parnell ; that there has been no meeting of a.i)' 
importance, no movement of any kincl, no expression of opinion in support of 
public law and public order. The upper classes-the Janclowners-are silen 
or are refugees, and their power is gone. There is no micldle-cl::ts there, a · 
there is in Engl::tnd, to step forward to sustain the Governlinent and denounce 
evil. A general cowardice seems to prevail among all cla ·ses who po ses; 
j)roperty, and Government is expected to pre~erve peace with no moral force 
·behind it." 

That, gentlemen, is the great scandal and evil o'. 
Ireland, and until that evil also is removed the condition o'. 
Ireland will not be thoroughiy sound or healthy. 

I am glad to see, gentlemen, opposite my eye the name 
of Mr. Forster, and I am further glad that my reference to 
.that name has been the means of evoking this testimon ' 
[the audience had cheered the reference to Mr. Forster] oc 
your admiration and confidence in him. Amidst difficulties 
which rarely have been equalled, and with the recollectioi: 
of splendid services personally rendered to the people 0: 
Ireland from pure, disinterested, individual philanthropy i1: 
the early days of his youth, J\fr. Forster represents in Irelan 
.that cause which I hope will triumph. I hope, gentlemen, i: 
will triumph. I have not lost confidence in the people o: 
Ireland. The progress they have made in many points, so me 
1..,f which I recounted to you, is to me a procf that we ough: 
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to rely upon them. But they have dangers and temptations} 
;incl seductions offered to them such as never were before 
pr ..... sented to a people, and the trial of thei!· virtue is severe 
But, nevertheless, they will have to go through that 
trial. vVe have endeavoured to pay to them the debt of 
justice, and of liberal justice. \Ve have no reason to 
believe they do not .acknowledge it. vVe wi ·h that they 
may have th~ courage to acknowledge it manfully and 
openly, and to repudiate, as they ought to repudiate, the [ 
evil counsels with which it is souo-ht to seduce them from 
th~ path of duty and of right, as wG!l as of public law and 
of public order. \Ve are convinced that the Irish nation 
desire to take free and full advantage of the Land Act. 
But Mr. Parnell says: "No, you mt:st wait until I have 
submitted cases; until I tell you whether the Court that 
Parliam"2nt has e tablished can be trusted." Trusted for 
what? Trusted to reduce what he says is 17 millions a year 
of prop~rty to the three millions which he graciously allows. 
And when he finds it is not to be trusted for that-and I 
hope in God, gentlemen, it is not to be trusted for any such 
purpose-then he will endeavour further to work his will 
by attempting to procure for the Irish people the repeal of 
the Act. But in the meantime what says he? That unti 
he has submitted his test cases any farmer who pays his 
rent is a fool-a dangerous denunciation in Irelaw:l, gentle
men-a dan:::;erous thing to be denounced as a fool by the 
head, by a man who has made himself the head of the most 
violent party in Ireland, and who has offered the greatest 
temptations to the Irish people. That is no small matter. 
He desires, gentlemen, to arrest the operation of the Act 
-to stand, as Aaron stood, between the living and the 
dead; but to stand there, not as Aaron stood to arrest, but 
to spread the plague. 

These opinions, gentlemen, arc called forth by the grave 
state of the facts ; I do not give them to you as anything 
more, but they arc opinions sustained by reference to words 
and to actions ; they all have regard to this great impend
ing crisis in which we depend upon the good sense of the 
people, and in which we are determined that no force and 
no fear of force, and no fear of ruin through force, shall, so far 
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as we arc concerned, and as it is in our power to decide the 
question, prevent the Irish people from having the full and 
:the free benefit of the Land Act. But if, when we have that 
hort further experience to which I have referr~d, it slYlll 
hen appear that there is still to be fought a final conflict in 

Ireland, between law on the one side and sheer lawlessness 
upon the other ; if the law, purged from defect and from any 
taint of injustice, is still to be repelled and refused, and the 

rst conditions of political society are to be set at nought, then 
I say, gentlemen, without hesitation, the resources of civili-
ation against its ·enemies are not yet exhausted. I shall 

recognise in full,when the facts are ripe-and .their ripeness 
is approaching-the duty and tlie responsibility of the 
Government. I call upon all orders and degrees of men, not 
in these two kingdoms, but in these three, to suppor.t the 
Government in the discharge of its duty and in acquit-

l
ting itself of that respon~ibility. I, for one, in that state of 
facts, relying upon my fellow-countrym en in these three 
nations associated together, have not a doubt of the result. 
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As my occupations have not permitted me to correct the report of this 

speech, it has been kindly revised by a friend. The same office was 

performed on my behalf with regard to my speeches in Midlothian by my 

friend, :\fr. C. Parker, ~1.P.-W. E, G. 



FREE TRADE. 

fr. Gladstone said: Mr. Kitson and Gentlemen,-I am 
·cry sensible of the great honour which you have done me 

to-day in presenting me with thi ~ address. It contains, in 
short compass, allusions to many points of the greatest 
importance. So far as those embrace the legislative action 
of the Government, I need not, I think, assure you of our 
great anxiety to make progress in the direction, and 
generally in the manner that you desire; but it is only 
right that I should call your attention-and, indeed, I 
must take every opportunity that presents itself of calling 
the attention of the public at large-to the very serious 
obstacles that now impede the progress of business in the 
Hou e of Commons, and to assure you that for the sake of 
every interest, and for the sake of every measure, it has 
become a matter of vital importance to consider in what 
way that great and noble legislative instrument, the House 
of Commons-itself the noblest legislative in trument in 
the \\'Orld-can be restored to that efficiency \\'hich it once 
po 'Sessed, if possible even \\·ith an extension and increase 
of that efficiency. Because, gentlemen, experience has 
prov <l that with the progress of time and \vith the great 
accumulation of legislative labours of which this century has 
been the \\·itness, instead of clearing off the call upon us for 
fresh exertion, the developing \\·ants of an enlarged society 
continually augment the long catalogue of our arrears, and 
if we are to deal with them seriously it must be not only 
by approaching each of them \\'ith the instrumental power 
we now possess, but by attempting some great and effectual. 
improvement in the rules for working the instrument itself 

There is, however, one of these question. to which I 
will particularly refer-the question of the French Treaty 
now under negotiation-though adjourned negotiation, still 
under negotiation-,,·ith the Commissioners in France. I 
will not anticipate the results of that negotiation. It 
would be premature. But as to the basis on which the 
negotiation is conducted you may rely upon it that we are 
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in no doubt or difficulty. \V c think that we understand 
the general sentiment of the British public-the commercial 
public-upon the subject, and our own opinions are in 
conformity with that sentiment. I, for my part, look back 
with the deepest interest upon the share that I had in con
cluding-at least I will not say so much in concluding-but 
in conducting on this side of the water, and within the \\·alls 
of Parliament as \\ell as in administration, the proceedings 
which led to that memorable French Treaty of I 860. It is 
quite true that that treaty did not produce the whole of the 
effects that some too sanguine anticipations may possibly 
have expected from it-that it did not produce a universal 
smash of protective duties as I \vish it had throughout the 
civilised world. But it did something. It enormously 
increased the trade between this count1y and France. It 
knit more closely than they had ever been knit before the 
sentiments of goodwill bet\vcen this country and France. 
It effectually checked and traversed in the year I 860 
tendencies of a very different kind to\\'ard. needless alarms 
and panics and tendencies towards convulsion and confusion 
in Europe. There was no more powerful instrument for 
confining and controlling those wayward and angry spirit , 
at that particular crisis, than the Commercial Treaty ,,·ith 
France. It produced no inconsiderable effect for a number 
of years upon the legislation of various European countries, 
which tended less decisively than we could have de ·ired, 
but still intelligibly and beneficially, in the direction of 
freedom of trade. 

There has been of late a reaction, a· \Ve kno,,·, in 
various countries. The political economy of Germany 
\valks in a direction adverse to ours. But as I have said, 
and I do not hesi tate to repeat it to you, when we observe 
what notions are abroad in our country, what doctrines arc 
held, what specifics are recommended for the purpose of 
recovering trade from its partial contraction-I \\·on't say 
decay, for decayed it has not-but from its partial con
traction, I think \Ye cannot very much wonder if the same 
errors have scope and go abroad in other countries and 
have more influence on the legislation of other countries 
than, after our large and rich experience, they are likely to 
have in ours. For although, as this is not a politicaJ 
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assembly, I have not the slightest intention to make a 
pol itical speech to you, yet I may say that I express the 
firmest and strongest conviction that no Government that 
can exist in this country \\·ill either soon or late pledge its 
responsibility to any proposals for restoring protective 
duties. You might as well attempt to overthrow any 
institution of the country as to overthrow the Free Trade 
legislation. It is not in vain that a country of this kind, 
\\·ith the opportunities that, thank God, we possess for 
free deliberation, devotes a quarter of a century of its life 
towards breaking down its ancient and complicated tariff 
and making its trade free to all the world . We are not in 
the habit of undoing our great legislative acts. Foreign 
observers of the proceedings of this country find much to 
·criticise, find something to admire, and one of the subjects 

. which they select for admiration is this, that progress in 
this country, if it be not always rapid, yet is always sure, 
and that when we have made steps in advance we do not 
follow them by undoing our own labour and making steps 
in retreat. And therefore, gentlemen, as regards this 
legislation, you might as well attempt to overthrow trial by 
jury ; you might as well attempt to overthrow the right of 
petition or of public meeting ; you might as well attempt 
to tear out of our social and political system any one of the 
most cherished ideas that Englishmen have inherited from 
ccnturie of history, as to over.,et the I-. ree Trade legisla
tion. Do not suppose that on that account it is my opinion 
that the strange theories that have now for a moment lifted 
their heads from their native obscurity into light are matters 
of small importance, or will do no mischie[ 

I have spoken on this subject in another place. They 
may become the subject matter of very serious conflict 
between parties; they may create and propagate delusion 
in various quarters and places of the country; they may be 
made use of for this or that particular view; they may in
fluence this or that election ; they may lead to great waste 
of time, and to a good deal of confusion in the relations of 
party and politics-all these are evils which I hope we 
. hall be able to obviate and to keep down. But I wish to 
point out to you that at least, in my firm conviction, there 
is a limit to these evils, and that the great legislation which 
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marked the lifetime of Sir Robert Peel, of Mr. Cobden, and 
with which the name of Mr. Bright is inseparably connected 
-is, in my opinion, resting upon such foundations that 
nothing can shake it, and that the speeches, and the articles, 
and the treati es that are now floating about in the atmo
sphere pass as the wind around the solid structure \\·ithin 
whose walls we stand, and have no more effect than the idle 
breeze has upon the stones of this solid structure. 

I ought to say one word more before I pass from this 
subject. I must say a word upon the subject of the Com
mercial Treaty with France. I read with great interest the 
remarks of Sir Stafford Northcote on this subject, and I am 
bound to say that I think they state the case very fairly. 
It is a balance of the considerations which we had to take 
into view. There are great disadvantages attaching to all 
commercial treaties, and the most serious disadvantage of 
them all is this, that there is a great tendency-when you 
are only suggesting to people that they should do \\'hat is 
good for themselves-there is a great tendency to assume 
the position of requesting them to do something simply 
because it is good for you. There is a tendency to mis
represent and dislocate, if I may say so, the true idea of 
commerce, which rests and is founded upon this principle 
-that in the operations of commerce it is absolutely, 
impossible for a country to do good to itself without at the 
same time doing good to other people. You may depend 
upon this, gentlemen-I cannot undertake at this moment 
to say, though \\ e have good hopes-I will not undertake 
at this moment to say whether we shall have a treaty 
with France or not; but upon this you may rely, that much 
as we value association with France, great as is the political 
value of a well-concluded commercial negotiation, we do 
not think it our duty, nor within the limits of our rights 
to purchase that political advantage by a sacrifice of the 
true principles of our commercial relations ; and if you 
have a treaty with France, you may depend upon it that 
it shall not be, with our assent, taking it all in all, a treaty 
of retrogression either small or great. 

I will not say many words to you about myself. 
Although I spring from a commercial family, yet when I 
entered Parliament it was not for a good many years that 
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my mind \\as turned to economical subjects ; in truth, it 
was not until 1841, when, on the proposal of Sir Robert 
Peel, I accepted the office of Vice-President of the Board of 
Trade. At that period the Board of Trade was the 
Department which administered to a great extent the 
functions, which have since then passed principally into the 
hands of the Treasury, connected with the fiscal laws of the 
country. I had inherited, as nearly the whole Conservative 
party had, and likewi e, as you know, no inconsiderable 
portion of the Liberal party down to that period had inherited~ 
the ideas and traditions of Protection. But when it became 
my duty in the :Soard of Trade to apply myself, with the ener
gies of youth which I then possessed, to the consideration of 
those subject , I need not say that I found those tra
ditions crumble away rapidly under my feet, and before I 
had been there I 2 months my name had become a by
word, and was quoted in Protectionist assemblies as that 
of a man who was not to be trusted. It was quite true, 
gentlemen. Moreover, they found out about the same 
time that Sir Robert Peel could not be trusted, and 
not only that, but as we got older and older, 
and lived on from year to year, the matter got 
worse and worse, and we became still less worthy 
of the public confidence on the ground of maintaining any 
system of Protection. Well, now, gentlemen, as we are in 
an assembly of no vast number , although of great 
influence and power, and as we are not met upon political 
or party grounds, just let me call your attention for a few 
minutes to a subject which I purposely omitted yesterday 
in my address in a larger room. The main proposition is 
capable of being considered with the utmost calmness and 
coolness-whether we have been right, after all, in what we 
have been doing, or whether a great delusion has passed 
upon us. And I do this not for your sakes, or for my mvn, 
but for the sake of weaker brethren-if I may so venture 
to call them-who really have, in certain cases and in various 
classes of the community, embraced, and I have no doubt 
in perfect good faith, the belief that we have been acting 
under a delusion, and that Free Trade has been an erro1· 
and a failure. Fortunately, it does not require to be 
discussed at any great length, and I think I can go through 
it without making any outrageous claim upon your patience. 
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I take the date of r 840 as that of the last year in which 
the protective system enjoyed perfect peace. In every year 
after that it was subject to a series of discussions and dis
turbances, which, in the first place, produced the most 
grievous effects upon its health; and in the second led to 
its utter downfall. But before r 840 what was the condition 
of the country? If I regard the condition of this country 
as to wealth, I find that between the beginning of the 
century and l 840 there was a very large increase of the 
population, owing to causes partly healthful and partly 
otherwise, but the wealth of the country increased in a less 
proportion than the population ; and what was much more 
important was this, it increased in the hands of the class 
already possessed of wealth, but no share of this increase 
went to the mass of the people. I am afraid I am correct 
in saying that if we take the mass of our agricultural 
population in particular, the history of these years \\'aS a 
history of going from bad to worse, a history of 
increasing social degradation, a history of absolute 
want in various degrees, and in many or most of the 
counties in this country, of the means of decent lodging, 
decent clothing, and sufficient feeding, until that great 
Act, one of the wisest and most important of modern 
legislation, the new Poor Law Act, was passed in 1834, 
and with slow and sure operation began to check the more 
grievous forms of certain mischiefs, but of course without 
the power of being able to supply the new vital energies 
which had to be sought in other quarters. That, generally 
speaking, was our material condition. And what was our 
moral condition? I well remember on the first occasion of 
my entering Parliament how we heard from well-intentioned 
men the sorest and the most just lamentations over the 
increase of crime under the blessed influence of Protection . ) 

and a well-informed author quotes the numbers thus for the 
crimes committed in England and taken notice of by public 
justice: that in 1809 they had been 5,350; in 1818 they 
had swollen, after the Peace, and with the special causes 
of distress that the Peace and that the unhappy Corn Law 
brought with them, they had swollen to 14,2 54 ; and in l 829 
they rose to r 8,67 5. That, gentlemen, I give you as an 
indication of the moral influences attaching to the system 
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of Protection, because I warn and entreat you never to 
be content to argue the question of free commerce as if it 
were a material question alone. It is just as strong in its 
political, in its social, and in its moral aspects as it is in its 
operation upon · the production and increase of wealth. 

That is all I will say to you on the state of things before 
I 840. Now, let me consider what has happened since r 840. 
In r841 the population of this country-the three kingdoms 
-was twenty-six and a-half millions. In r 881 the popula
tion had increased to 35 millions; the increase was eight 
and a-half millions, or very nearly, and closely enough for 
my present purpose, an increase of 33 per cent. Now, I 
want to compare, first with the increased population the 
increase of wealth, and though I shall resort to the Income
tax in the first place for this purpose, I shall do it safely, 
because we all know that, while the wealthy classes have 
been growing wealthier, the poorer classes have likewise been 
gradually emerging from their indigence, and that freedom 
of commerce has showered its benefits over them, speaking 
generally, with no less liberality and no less efficiency than 
over the capitalists of this country. The increase of wages 
in this country has borne, if not a full proportion, yet 
some proportion, to the increase of capital, and has formed a 
solid addition to the comforts of the people, such as, at any 
rate, whether sufficient or not-and of that I need not speak 
-is without example in our prior history. Let me look at the 
progress of wealth as shewn by the Income-tax. The income 
taxable to the Income-tax in r 842 was 2 5 r millions; in I 880 
it was 542 millions. I don't include Ireland in the return. 
Very large amounts of income had in the meantime, whether 
wisely or unwisely-and I need not enter on that subject 
now-been either wholly or partially excluded. and I think 
that the tax may have lost as much as 40 millions of taxable 
income in that way. That would make £s82,ooo,ooo to 
compare with £z5 r,000,000. The result of that is, that 
while the population of the country had grown 33 per cent. 
the wealth of the country, instead of growing as it had 
done before at a rate slower than the population, had 
increased, and, tested by the Income-tax, at the rate of r 30 
per cent. ; and if we were able to exhibit the mass of the 
income of labour, it is probable that it would have exhibited 
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a growth hardly, if at all, less remarkable. The trade of the 
country increased by the exports of British produce ; 
and in this increase of exports I need not say the working 
people have a share perhaps as important even as the 
capitalist. Where in 1840 they were £ 5 l,000,000, in 1880 
they were£ 223,000,000; so that while the population of the 
country had grown 33 per cent., the export trade of the 
country had grown at the rate of 340 per cent. As to the 
savings of the mass of the population-I only quote this 
as a partial fact of interest, for we have unfortunately no 
effectual means of exhibiting the subject completely-the 
savings deposited in savings banks, "hich had been 
£24,500,000 in 1840 were £75,500,000 in 1880 ; and 
undoubtedly that £7 5,500,000 was far more representative of 
the savings of the working classes through the Post Office 
savings banks in l8So than the £24,500,soo in 1840 had 
been repre entative of the savings of that class. 

If I turn to the other side, what wa the condition of the 
country in regard to pauperism and crime? The earliest 
returns that I have found of the able-bodied paupers of 
England and Wales gives for l 849 a number of 20 l ,ooo ; 
and for 1880, with a vastly larger population, a number of 
l I l ,ooo. Still more important than the returns of pauperism 
is the return of crime, and the persons convicted of crime, 
vho in I 840 had risen to 34,000 ; in I 88 I, according to out 

returns, which may not prcci ely exhibit the proper state of 
things-because changes have taken place as between 
ummary and non-sum mary jurisdiction, but which, upon 

the whole, will exhibit them-these convictions had sunk 
from 34,000 to I 5,600. I have kept my word in so far that 
these facts have been presented to you in a brief and 
summary form. But are they not administrative and 
conclusive facts ? Is it possible for any reasonable man not 
to be satisfied with figures like these? 

As to the reality of our progress_. and as to the cause of 
o ur progress, I will say another word shortly. Still there 
arc delusions-at least there are uncomfortable dreams to 
break the rest of some of our fellow-citizens. They 
arc dreadfully afflicted with this excess of imports. 
In passing I must pay a tribute of respect to one class 
of Protectionists, and that is to the gallant men vvho, under 
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all circumstances, with following or without following, \\·ith 
proof or without proof, and quite irrespective of the 
po. sibility of being able to turn the matter to account at 
elections, stick to their old protective doctrine. I mention 
that because the subject of the balance of trade irresistibly 
and rapidly calls to my mind the name and figure of Mr. 
N ewdegate, who has been a consistent, but I must say a 
highly respectable prophet of evil, and respected for his 
unswerving integrity, and for the great regard he has often 
shewn for Constitutional principles in connection with this 
painful subject of the balance of trade. But you are a\\ are 
by the old doctrine of the balance of trade it is shewn we 
have suffered a loss of 160 millions of money within a 
comparatively short period-about a generation of man. 
That is a very heavy loss, and how have we paid for it? 
Oh, you pay for all that in bullion. Well, but the extra
ordinary fact is this. Here the balance of trade has been 
mo t terribly against us during the last five years. From 
I 876 to I 880, when the imports-these terrible import 
that frown upon us and intimidate us in every port of the 
country as if they were all meant for dynamite explosion. 
- these imports have been in an excess of £622,000,000 

over the exports, and yet the country is not absolutely 
ruined. But while these £622,000,000 have been imported 
-and we have certainly ha<l to pay for what we imported
instead of losing the bullion, the imports of bullion have 
been slightly in excess of the exports. The imports of 
bl11lion for these five years have amounted to £147,000,000, 

and the exports have amounted to £ 144,000,000, so that 
besides the £622,000,000 of goods which we have got, we 
have got £3,00o,ooo more bullion into the country. But, 
then, it is said, "Oh, but we have paid for it in securities.'' 
vVhy, sir, anyone who goes into the money market will 
knmv that the investments of England abroad, varying 
somewhat from year to year, have been tending rapidly and 
constantly upwards; and \vere we here to examine into and 
analyse the history and meaning of these vast imports, you 
know very well it would be my duty to point out that . no 
inconsiderable proportion of them represents the dividends 
and the interest receivable and r~ceived by us upon our 
.enormous investments abroad-investments which are 
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valued by the best financial authorities-non-official, but 
the best private authorities-at about l,300 millions of 
money, and the income from which, coming back to us 
every year, mainly in the shape of imports, cannot be said 
to be less than 60 millions a year-our income in foreign 
countries from the surplus of wealth which we have sent 
out of our country to invest. 

So much, gentlemen, for the balance of trade. But still 
they are not satisfied ; and you are taught to believe tha t 
the foreign trade of this country is wasting away, and tha t 
other countries, owing to their greater wisdom, have none 
of the inconveniences to contend with that we are obliged 
to encounter, and are constantly growing in all the 
elements of prosperity. And the two countries which our 
misguided brethren select for special admiration are 
America and France. Well, now, the commerce of France, 
above all others, requires to be divided when you treat its 
exports between manufactures and produce, because the 
exports of its produce go on without any material reference 
to this protective system. Our exports, as you know very 
well, fell seriously between 1873 and 1879. But do you 
suppose-because we are invited to assume-that the 
exports of manufactured goods in other countries did not 
similarly fall? How did France, with its protective system, 
fare in respect to the decrease of exports ? Our exports 
fell from a high deg ree to one comparatively much reduced, 
but not so much reduced as the exports of French manufac
tures, for the manufactures exported by France in l 849 were 
£49,000,ooosterling; in 1879theyhad sunk to £34,000,000 
sterling, and that was a g reater diminution measured by per
centage than the diminution which took place in this 
country. So that the existence of the protective system 
did not in the slightest degree mitigate, but, on the con
trary, aggravated a decline in the export of manufactured 
goods, as it would do in this country if, unhappily, we were 
to be so unwise-which \Ve never shall be-as to try this 
deadly experiment. 

Well, now, there is also an idea that America is 
pursuing a course of profound wisdom in regard to its 
protective system, and we are told that under the blessed 
shelter of a system of that kind the tender infancy of trades. 
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s cherished, which afterwards, having attained vigour, 
will go forth into neutral markets and possess the world. 

•Gentlemen, is that true? America has been too long in 
various degrees a protective country. Have the manufac
tures of America gone forth and pos essed the world? 
How do they compete \\'ith you in those quarters of the 
world which are, speaking generally, outside the influences 
of Protection? Gentlemen, to the whole of Asia, to the 
whole of Africa, and to the whole of Australasia-which, in 
the main, are outside this question, and may fairly be 
described in the rough as presenting to us neutral markets, 
where we meet America without fear or favour, one way 
or the other-the whole of the exports of the United States 
of manufactured goods to those countries amount to 
£ 4,7 5 r,ooo; \\'hile the exports to those same quarters from 
the United Kingdom were £18,140,000. Gentlemen, the 
fact is this-America is a young countiy, with enormous 
vig~ur and enormous internal resources. She has com
mitted-I say it, I hope, not with di re pect; I say it with 
strong and cordial sympathy, but with much regret-she i 
committing errors of which we set her an example. But 
from the enormous resources of her home market, the 
development of which internally i not touched by Pro
tection, she is able to commit tho e error with less fatal 
consequence , with less inconvenient consequences upon 
her people than ' e experienced \ h n we committed them ; 
and the enormous development of American resources 
within, casts almost entirely into the shade the puny 
character of the export of her manufactures to the neutral 
markets of the world. And here, gentlemen, I am reminded 
that I was guilty on a certain occasion of stating in an article 
-not a political article-that, in my opinion, it was far from 
improbable that as the volume of the future vvas unrolled, 
America, with its vast population and its wonderful 
re ources, and not less with that severe education which, 
from the high price of labour, America is receiving in the 
strong necessity of resorting to every description of labour
saving contrivances, and the consequent development, not 
only on a large scale, but down to the smallest scale of 
the mechanical genius of the country-on that account, 
the day may come when that country may claim to 
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possess the commercial primacy of the world. I gave· sad 
offence to many-to many of those who tell you that they 
arc ruined already. They were extremely annoyed and 
offended on account of this, which was not a positi\·c pre
diction, but an intimation of a probability. I won't enter 
into it now. I know that "as an offence to the vanity of 
tho e who are vain among us. But for my part, gentlemen, 
I think it one of the most sacred duties of a public man to 
tell the things" hich he thinks to be of interest and import
ance, and which may perhaps convey a salutary warning to· 
his countrymen, whether his countrymen like to hear them 
or not; and I will say this, that as long as America adheres . 
to the protective system, your commercial primacy is secure. 
Nothing in the world can wrest it from you while America 
continue· to fetter her own strong hands and arms, and with 
these fettered arms is content to compete with you, who are 
free, in neutral markets. And a long as America follows, 
the doctrine of Protection, or as long as America follow . 
the doctrines now known as those of Fair Tra le, you are 
perfectly safe, and you need not allow, any of you, even 
your lightest slumbers to be disturbed by the fear that 
America will take from you your commercial primacy. 

Now, gentlemen, let us see what is our case with regard 
to the trade of the world. We in this country-whose life
blood the vampire of Free Trade is insidiously sucking
lct us sec what share in this little island we have got of the 
Free Trade of the world. In 1880 our trade with the 
world amounted to 698 millions in value, the largest, I 
believe, ever known of imports and exports taken together> 
and, of course, re-exports as well. In 1873, the year of 
our largest exports, I believe the total trade represented 
682 millions. But I will take our worst year-the year 
I 879, v.rhich was the year the darkness of \vhich called 
forth all the owls and the bats of the country and sent 
them croaking abroad in order to disturb us, and if possible 
to teach us to walk in the ways of another policy-in 1879, . 
it is quite true, the trifling sum of 612 millions wa all that 
passed through our hands in this business of exchange, with 
a population of 35 millions of people. Well, now, let us 
compare the trade and population of some other countries .. 
The German Empire, with 40 millions of people, .had 
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371 millions of trade. The United States, with 50 millions 
of people, had 239 millions of external trade, most of 
which, or an enormous share of \\·hich, you know was 
owing to our demand for the food and provisions that,. 
thank God, she produces. And while we, with a population 
of 3 5 millions, had a trade of 612 millions, these two 
countries together-two of the most civilised countries in 
the world, both of them highly protective-had, with a 
population of 90 millions, a trade of 6ro millions ; so that,. 
comparing ourselves with these great and intelligent 
countries, man with man, you have nearly three times the 
amount of trade there is in their hands. Take, again, three 
other countries which I take on account of the large figures 
they present, their high place in the trade of the world .. 
France has 3 I 3 millions of trade, with 36 millions of people. 
Russia has 183 millions of trade, with 80 millions of people. 
Holland has 116 millions of trade-a good deal of which, 
a · we all know, is transit trade for the supply of the interior 
parts of the Continent-Holland, I say, ha. l 16 millions of 
trade, with five millions, say, of people. Then, again, we 
have a population of 121 millions, with a trade of 612 

million:, exactly that \\·hich in the di sastrous year of 1879 
fell to our share with a people of 35 millions. 

Now the reason I have quoted these particulars is. 
because I have not yet encountered thatwhich is the favourite· 
plea of our erring brethren-namely, that thi s is all owing· 
to the railways and the telegraphs. You know that is 
what they say. They say, "'vVc admit there is some 
increase in trade." They do admit positively that 450· 
millions is a larger sum than 5 I milli ns-but it is all 
owing to the railways and telegraphs ; but if it is owing to· 
the railways and telegraphs, why have not the railways and 
telegraphs carried the trade of the world from our hands to. 
the hands of Germany, America, France, Russia, and 
Holland, which are full of railways and telegraphs-some 
of them even fuller than we are ? Why are they not 
pointing to our depression of trade and shewing how smalr 
our population and trade are-for they are protective 
countries except Holland-shewing how small they are in 
comparison with theirs, instead of pointing to them in 
irrefragable figures shewing that Free Trade plus the· 
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railways have done for us ten times more than Protection 
plus railways have done for France, or America, or for 
Germany, or for any of the rest of the countries. 

And, gentlemen, that brings me to the last point that 
I intend to argue, but, really, I have made very little argu
ment. I have not required to make argument, or to 
wander into the mazes of political economy. Very simple 
facts and figures, after all not outrageous in their number, 
have constituted the pith and the substance of the state
ment I have laid before you. But I am desirous if I can 
to get rid of this remaining false impression about the 
railways and the telegraphs, which have done an infinity of 
good for us; but at the same time I am perhaps entitled 
to say-because through the medium of one of our most 
widely circulating monthly magazines, before the cares of 
office were upon me, I endeavoured to make a very close 
and careful analysis by comparison of the consequences of 
railway and telegraphic enterprise on the one side and of 
commercial legislation in the direction of freedom on the 
other, and seemed to myself tp establish-at any rate no 
one has contested the argument-the conclusion that, 
although very much is due to the raihrnys and telcgrar hs, 
.still more is due to that simple and happy specific of 
unbinding the arm of British enterprise, which formerly we 
kept in fetters, and allo\\ ing it fair play in the general 
competition of the world. But I think there is one point 
yet remaining, which, if pos ibk, affords still clearer demon
stration than any that I have quoted, and that is what 
has happened to our shipping. Now, if we compare what 
has happened to the shipping of this country with what 
has happened to shipping elsewhere, then, indeed, the 
results of that comparison are remarkable ; because, 
gentlemen, you may remember that when the discussions 
on the repeal of the Navigation Laws arose, it was con
tended, and contended with some truth-I felt it myself, for 
one-that the pressure of foreign protective and prohibitory 
Jaws upon our shipping is much severer than upon our 
goods, inasmuch as it often happens, for example, that tl:c 
law of commerce requiring a cargo to be sent to a certain 
port in a British ship in free competition with a ship of 
the country to which that port belongs, that that same law 
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would require, if human law permitted, that the next 
voyage should be from that port to some other port to 
which the law of the country does not permit the British 
ship to go at all, and from which it is excluded by an 
absolute prohibition, while its own ship is allowed to go to 
it. However, I need not enter into these details. It is ad
mitted that in no case could competition be more severe. 
I believe in no case could it be so severe as in the case o 
the competition of British ships with foreign ships. Con
sequently, on the occasion of the repeal of the Navigation 
Laws, the w!10le Protectionist party of the country went 
into the deepe t mourning, and they said in solemn tones 
-for they rose to higher flights than usual-and said it 
represented not Protection only but patriotism, a word 
of which we have heard a good deal on some more 
recent occasions. They told us that the repeal of the 
Navigation Laws was the destruction of the wooden walls 
of old England, and meant neither more nor less, according 
to the favourite phrase, than her reduction to the rank of 
a third-rate Power. All you "·ho are old enough-and I 
am happy to think some of you arc not old enough-will 
recollect the appalling vaticinations which went forth 
"thick as the leaves in Vallombrosa" over the whole of the 
country. But the result has been where the competition 
was the sharpest there the prosperity has been the most 
extraordinary-I might say, had it not been realised, 
in fact almost incredible. The tonnage of Great Britain 
in I 840 was 6,490,000 tons. That tonnage had risen in 
I 880 to 4 I ,348,000 tons, or was multiplied more than sixfold. 

Now, that is an enormous result, and that is a re ult not 
due to railways, because the railways do not run over the 
sea. It is due to British energy working without any other 
advantage than that. And it is a serious advantage, 
especially in certain states of. the world. It may be that 
we have become the home of the shipbuilding trade of the 
world. But as between nation and nation, that is a very 
small matter. The shipbuilder of the Clyde will build a 
ship for a man in Havre on the same terms as he will build 
a ship for a man in Hull, and it will cost him as much to 
send the ship round to Hull as it will for him to send it 
round to Havre. Therefore, there is no factitious advantage 
to account for this astonishing re ·ult. 
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But I have got something to explain that in my mind is 
most satisfactory, although it might be taken on the other 
:side of the objection. I do not at all mean to say that our 
ships are more than six times the bulk in I 880 than they 
were in 1840. Not at all. They arc nothing of the kind. 
The report that I have given to you are the reports founded 
upon clearances inward and outvvard. They are the measures 
·of the actual tonnage employed in doing actual work. It is 
quite true we have not got six times the capital involved in 
·the fabrics of ships. What does that mean ? What will be 
_your reply? So much the better. ·with the maller capital 
involved you are doing a greater work. vVe are doing six 
times the work and six times the amount of tonnage, 
because of the employment of steam, of larger vessels, and 
of better machinery on board, but with nothing approaching 
an increa. e of six times the number of seamen, and doing 
the work, moreover, which six times the number of seamen 
alone could, under the old methods of navigation, have 
pursued, and that is not owing to railway ; that is owing 
to the effect of freedom, combined with the remarkable 
advantages which have been gained by changing from 
wooden to iron shipbuilding in the conduct of the commerce 
-of the 'vorld. 

And now, gentlemen, what is the state of the case with 
regard to protected countries? There is a great bugbear 
that is continually paraded before . us-the bugbear of the 
United States. And what has become of the shipping of 
the United States, and what has become of that shipping 
in its competition with British ·hipping? That shipping 
competes with British . hipping not only upon equal and 
upon favoured terms, for this reason-when a Briti ·h ship 

:goes from hence to America, goes from hence, say, to New 
York, to Boston, or to New Orleans, and then has got to 
make its next step, it has not got a free choice of the 
ports of the world. It cannot sail round upon what the 
Americans call the coasting trade, round Cape Horn to San 
Francisco. The British ship cannot, but the American 
. hip may, consequently the British :hip carrying cargo to 
America has a smaller choice, and, therefore, a restricted 
advantage. I only say that to shew you that there is an 
inequality of law in the competition which is entirely 
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:against the British ships, and in favour of American ships. 
Gentlemen, my boyhood was spent at the mouth of the 
Mersey, and in those days I used to see those beautiful 
American liners, the· packets bet\veen New York and 
Liverpool, which then conducted the bulk and the pick of 
·the trade between . the two countries. ' The Americans were 
·deemed to be so entirely superior to us in shipbuilding and 
navigation that they had four-fifths of the whole trade 
between the two -countries in their hands, and that four
fifths was the best of the trade ; and but the dregs ·were 
left in comparison to the one-fifth, the Briti h shipping that 
entered into it. What is the case now "·hen Free Trade 
has operated, and has applied its stimulus to the intelligence 
of England, and when on the other hand the action of 
the Americans has been restrained by the enactment, the 
·enhancement, and the tightening of the protective sy. tern? 
The case is now that the scales are exactly reversed, and 
in. tead of America doing four-fifths, and that the best, we 
·do four-fifths of the busines , and that the best, and the 
Americans pick up, if I may so say, the leavings of the 
B1'itish and transact the residue of the trade. Not because 
they arc inferior to us in anything ; it would be a fatal 
error to suppose it; not because they have less intelligence, 
or because they have les perseverance. They are your 
descendant::; ; they arc your kinsmen ; and they arc fully 
equal to you in all that goes to make human energy and 
power, but they arc labouring under the delusion from 
which you yourselves have but recently escaped, and in 
which some misguided fellow-citizens sec]- again to entangle 
you. In 1850-I think I am right in saying that in 1850 
the relative percentages of America and England in the 
sea trade of the world were represented by l 5 for America 
.and 41 for England. In the sea trade of the world, in 
rr 880, the 4 r of England had grown to 49, and the l 5 of 
America had dwindled down to 6. There, gentlemen, are 
the gen uine effects of a protective system exhibited before 
_you, mitigated in the case of America by its own internal 
.energies, and the enormous field that is open to them-a 
field '' hich in your case you \rnuld not find, were you 
unhappily disposed to follow America in her errors. And 
the last word I will say to you is this, in the way of 
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statistical statement : of the whole sea trade of the world',. 
the 3 5,000,000 inhabiting these islands possess 52 per cent.,. 
more than one-half of the entire sea trade carried on by the 
entire human race, civilised or uncivilised. And yet so 
unthankful are we for the blessings we enjoy, and so 
unmindful of the dangers we have escaped, and the 
damages we have long suffered, that there are still many 
who go to British constituencies to invite them deliberately 
to march back from light into darkness, people who vainly 
and idly persuade themselves that if they are only suffi
ciently diligent and persevering they will convert their 
country to those pernicious ncttions. 

Gentlemen, I have now fully satisfied what I think my 
duty on this matter in addressing to you a discourse that I 
admit, so far as you are concerned, is frivolous. It has been· 
uninteresting to you. You knew it all before. I could tell 
you nothing you did not know. But some are not in the 
same happy condition. I hope that I have kept faithfully 
to the promise that I made that I should endeavour not to· 
give a tinge of party to the discussion on which I have 
entered to-day, which yesterday I felt myself compelled to 
do. I hope I have faithfully observed that pledge ; and I 
shall conclude by expressing my belief that every man ia 
this room sees the force of these facts and figures, however 
curtly and imperfectly stated, and my firm conviction that 
the people of this nation have now come to understand and 
to value the system of commercial freedom, and that they 
will maintain those beneficent and philanthropic and most 
fruitful laws as among the solid and permanent institutions 
of the country, fraught with blessings to every order of this. 
community and to all the nations of the world. 
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As my occupations have not permitted me to correct the report of this 

speech, it has been kindly revised by a friend. The same office was 

performed on my behalf with regard to my speeches in Midlothian by my 

friend, Mr. C. Parker, M.P.-,V. E. G. 



FOREIGN AND COLONIAL POLICY. 

The Prime Minister said: Mr. Chairman, Ladies and 
Gentlemen,-I have seen many remarkable sights since I 
came to Leeds. In this hall last night I saw and partook 
of a splendid banquet. It was a noble sight. In the 
streets of Leeds, in a long procession of two miles, I saw 
one nobler still : a population , in which your vast town was 
reinforced from the neighbourhoods around in hundreds 
and thousands welcomed me as we passed along the line 
And never in my life have I seen in so immense an 
assemblage, so remarkable, so singular a combination of an 
unbounded enthusiasm with the most perfect respect for 
order, and with a total absence at every point of our 
progress of anything and everything which could offend. 
But, gentlemen, to-day I witness a sight more remarkable 
and more acceptable still. I am now for the first time 
brought into contact, face to face, and within the walls of 
this building-which has been the scene of many a great 
discussion and noble triumph- I am brought here, for the 
first time, into contact with the masses of those teeming 
thousands who, 18 months ago, chose me to be the Member 
for Leeds. And so, gentlemen, in a brief, rough, and 
imperfect manner, my desire i::, , so far as your patience, 
sorely tried by the numbers in which you have met, and so 
far as my own limited power will permit, to render to you 
this day, and thus far, some account of the stewardship 
which you honoured me by conferring upon me. 

The period of 18 months which has elapsed since the 
election has been one of great interest, and in many 
respects of great anxiety. I will not now refer to matters 
that I have fully discussed before other audiences in the 
:town of Leeds, but I will endeavour, by way of general 
survey, to give you some such idea of our proceedings as 
may suffice to shew you that we have not been unfaithful 
.to our trust, -and that, surrounded by a body of the most 
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honourable and most able colleagues that ever were 
associated in the service of the Crown and people- some of 
whom are upon this platform at this moment-I have 
endeavoured to labour, with their aid, earnestly in your 
cause. Gentlemen, with respect to Ireland I will only say 
one word. We have looked to what is called coercion in 
Ireland not with satisfaction, not with levity, but as a 
mournful necessity, which it has been the duty of Parlia
ment to employ, exactly as in other cases we are compelled 
to put in motion the powers of the State for the purpose of 
maintaining public order and the rights of private life 
against evil-doers. But it is not to force, it is to remedial 
legislation that we look with hope; and of that remedial 
legislation I will only say that we are determined to adopt 
every measure that may be found to be necessary in order 
to secure to the people of Ireland the fullest benefits from 
those beneficent labours which Parliament has this year so 
freely bestowed in their behalf. 

Now, gentlemen, it has been remarked in some· 
gatherings of the opposite party that we have not effected' 
an economy in the public expenditure. Certainly, gentle
men, it is true ; and I told the country before the election 
-when I did not know who would succeed to power-I 
publicly proclaimed, before the dissolution of Parliament, 
that it was impossible for some time that there could be 
economy. You know well, gentlemen, that in the case of 
every extravagant man he not only spends a great deal of 
money, but he contracts a great deal of liability; and it is. 
rather too much th.at we should be reproached for having 
failed to effect a reduction of the public expenditure, when 
we have been compelled to ask from Parliament millions 
of money for the purpose of meeting the very difficulties. 
and of paying the liabilities of honour and of duty, not to 
say interest, which our predecessors were kind enough to 
bequeath to us. But, gentlemen, besides the evil of a vast 
expenditure, \vhich it was not in our power at once to 
contract, we found another evil staring us in the face, and 
that was the evil of successive deficiencies in the public 
revenue as compared with the expenditure. Now you will 
agree with me that whether our expenditure be small or: 
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whether it be large, we ought to pay our way, and at least 
we have done this; we have been able thus far to substitute 
equilibrium and even surplus for deficiency, and we have 
done that without adding to the taxation of the country. 
On the contrary, I believe that the changes and the adjust
ments which we have introduced into finance have done 
more to relieve those who pay the taxes than to impose 
.charges upon them. 

But, gentlemen, before the election a very large share 
-of the attention and interest of the nation was attracted 
by the policy which had been pursued abroad, and by 
embarrassments growing out of that policy. The Treaty 
of Berlin had contained stipulations, not due, I am sorry to 
:say, to the beneficent action of the Government of this 
.country, but still stipulations which, although injured in 
many points and restricted through British agency, yet 
were beneficial and important to the subject races of 
Eastern Europe. To the heroic people of Montenegro the 
Treaty of Berlin provided for an accession of territory; but 
when we came into office no practical progress bad been 
made towards handing over to them territory in accordance 
with that treaty. We, gentlemen, did not scruple to deter
mine tha t we would use the whole influence and power of 
this Empire in concert with the rest of Europe for the 
purpose of securing the fulfilment of that treaty; and that 
gallant people, after a struggle of 400 years, whom we found 
with little and faint hope of the execution of the provisions 
that had been made, are now, I am happy to say, in posses
sion of a territory which they had a right to claim; and to you, 
men of Leeds, I am able to say that by your conduct at the 
lastelection you helped your brethren in their great necessity 
towards the attainment of that reasonable end. Not only 
the people of Montenegro, but the people of Greece had 
had given to them expectations of great advantage. 
Advantage in what? Not the advantage of an 
alien domination to be established over people with 
whom they had no sympathy, but the advantage of reunion 
with their brethren in blood and in religion, for centuries 
.subjected to the yoke of servitude, but then panting with 
the hope and relying upon the just expectation of at length 
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obtaining relief. And now, gentlemen: ·what has happened? 
I rejoice to say that though no progress whatever had 
been made I 8 months ago in the fulfilment of that purpose, 
a country famous in history, the country of Thessaly, 
inhabited from end to end by members of the Greek race,. 
to which in old times we have owed so much-that country 
of Thessaly has been handed out of servitude into freedom, 
by the influence exerted by the Pmvers of Europe, to which 
you have contributed your full share. And never, gentle
men, in the course of my life have I enjoyed a purer 
pleasure than in witnessing the accomplishment of that 
work, the removal of that yoke, the re-establishment of 
that union among Greek populations of different regions, 
without the effusion of one single drop of blood. Nor will 
I omit to give to the Sultan of Turkey just credit for having 
freely con curred during the present year in t:1at transition 
-a transition not quite accomplished yet at every point 
but so nearly accomplished that I may venture to speak of 
it as being substantially as a thing that has reached its con
summation. But, gentlemen, I am bound, on the other 
hand, to say that the Sultan and the Government of Turkey 
know very well upon all occasions with whom they have to 
deal, and when they are aware that those with whom they 
are dealing are in earnest, and mean a thing to be done, 
they can be just as reasonable as other p ::::ople, a reasonable
ness that they have exhibited upon the present occasion. 
And you, the men of Leeds, have helped them in the work. 

\!Veil, gentlemen, I go to other regions. I go to a region 
inhabited by another gallant people, the people of Afghan
istan. That people. if they were united to us in the bonds of 
affection. would form a moral barrier-supposing a barrie1· 
were needed-for our Empire in India against the 
power of Russia and against her aggressions; and 
for my part I have more faith in moral barriers than I 
have either in guns and rifles, or in mountain s and rivers
it would have formed a moral barrier on our behalf and for 
the defence of our great Empire in India and our fulfilment 
of the sacred and the noble trust \\·hich \\·e have there under
taken, not inferior, to say the least, to the barrier 
which Nature has created for us, and \\'hich, happily, the 
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foll y of man cannot destroy. The wisdom of successive 
Viceroys of India-mo t of them appointed by Liberal 
Governments, but one of them, and not the least worthy 
amongst them, appointed by our opponents-I 
mean Lord Mayo-a succession of wise Viceroys had 
endeavoured, by carefully respecting the rights of the 
Afghans, by avoiding every occasion of jealous inter
ference with their affairs, by meeting their wishes in a 
friendly spirit, by endeavouring to efface unhappy recollec
tions of our former follies-I fear I might say crimes-to 
create by degrees a kindly feeling between those millions of 
gallant mountaineers and the administrators of the British 
Empire, and I may say of representatives of British po\\·er. 
"'Well, gentlemen, about three years ago all the work of that 
wise policy was ruthlessly reversed. Again we invaded 
Afghanistan ; again we established our troops in every 
stronghold of the country. Again we shed the blood of 
their people freely-aye, too freely-over its mountains 
and its vales, and with that blood no small portion of 
the blood of the gallant soldiers of the British and the 
Indian Empires. And, gentlemen, for what purpose did 
we do it ?-with what effect did we do it? Simply with the 
effect of converting into enemies those who ought to be 
our be. t friends-and of destroying the moral barrier 
between ourselves and the Russian Empire. Ah, gentle
men, painful and sad is the confession which that gallant 
General, Sir Frederick Roberts, has left upon record when, 
in one of his despatches, he told the Government to which 
he wrote : "You must found all your measures on the 
recollection and conviction of the unquestionable fact that 
you arc the objects of the bitter and determined hatred of 
every Afghan." 

And so, gentlemen, we were invited-and ·without our 
own concurrence, without the previous knowledge of 
Parliament, far less of the people-we were not only 
invited but compelled to send 70,000 men into Afghanistan, 
or to the North-West frontier of India, for this insane and 
criminal purpose. One of the first and weightiest duties 
we found imposed upon · us was to consider in what way, 
with due regard to the safety of the troops and the safety 
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of all those who might have acted as our partisans, we 
could retrieve and draw back from a fatal position which a 
former Government had caused us to assume. I rejoice to 
say that, in great part, that work is achieved, and that 
those thousands, with the exception of those in one slight 
and outlying corner of the territory under peculiar circum
stances, are withdrawn, and that the Afghan is again the 
master of his own country. If he does not quite know 
whom to obey that is not his fault, but ours. We broke 
down his Government. We brought down the grey 
hairs of the old man who peacefully ruled in Afghanistan 
in sorrow to the grave. We said, through the mouth 
of Tory Ministers, that we wished Afghanistan to be 
one, to be independent, and to be powerful. We made 
it, instead of one, a collection of fragments ; instead of 
independent, we made it enslaved ; instead of powerful, we 
reduced it to misery and to weakness. Gentlemen, we 
have made at the last the first stage in retracing those fatal 
steps, and we have hoped that by a steady perseverance in 
a similar policy we may at least efface some of the most 
unhappy, some of the most scandalous recollections which, 
I am afraid, will remain inscribed upon the page of history 
-happily with many good works on the other side
remain to sully the fair fame of England. 

Gentlemen, there is another country with regard to 
which anxiety now prevails, and \.vith regard to which I 
can speak, I rejoice to say, in a different tone of the 
proceedings of the Government that went before us-I 
mean the country of Egypt. In Egypt, as you are 
perhaps aware, joint action of England and France is 
established, which, of course, is open to a good deal of 
difficulty and a good deal of objection. The risks of it we 
are now beginning to experience; but, at the same time, 
I rejoice to say, and I am glad that those who went before 
us should have the full credit of the.ir act, that intervention 
of England and France has been beneficial to the people 
of Egypt. I have no doubt that not only the finance of 
Egypt, which was in confusion, has been brought to order, 
but that the peasantry of Egypt, an easily governed, well
conducted peasantry, have had a great mitigation intro-
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1duced through European interference into what was a 
system of serious and grievous oppression. Now, gentle
men, with regard to Egypt I will not say more than this, 
that our policy in that country will be guided by the 

·considerations which, as I rather think, you will approve. 
\Ne shall endeavour to act in strict concert with the allied 
and friendly Government of France, and we have not the 
least reason to doubt, from all that has hitherto taken 
place, that we shall be able there to maintain a thoroughly 
united action. \Ve shall endeavour to prevent the growth 
of any difficulties between Egypt and the Sultan of 
Turkey, and in that aim, I trust and I hope, we shall also 
·s ucceed. We shall not, unless it be under some unforeseen 
necessity, seek to extend the limits of our interference, 
because, gentlemen, in every country what we wish 
earnestly is this, that its affairs shall be managed so far as 
may be by the free action and judgment of the inhabitants 
themselves. But in all that we do there we shall proceed, 
not for dynastic purposes, not for selfish views, not, gentle
.men-I will fairly tell you-by any endeavour to make 
your interests paramount in the Government of Egypt as 
compared with the interests of the Egyptian people, but by 
striving to secure those ends which are for the benefit of 
the country, knowing as we do that we shall thereby best 
meet your wishes, best establish and confirm the character 
of this Empire in the civilised world, and best minister to 
t he ultimate and real promotion of all its own highest 
interests. 

I wish, gentlemen, that I could in the topic I am now 
-approaching-and it is the last on whtch I shall have 
seriously to detain you-I could continue those tones of 
satisfaction with which I record the good results of the 
policy of the late Government in Egypt. But I must now 
pass to the affairs of South Africa. And there, gentlemen, 
when we acceded to power, what did we find? We found 
that a bloody war with the Zulu nation was just concluded 
with heavy charge and with a great effusion of blood to 
ourselves, with the painful recollection-I am sorry to 
.say, so far as our convictions are concerned-that that war 
.was a causeless war, and being a causeless war, left upon us, 
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.as is left upon all who make causeless wars, the trace and 
the stain of bloodguiltiness. We found another war 
proceeding between a native race, the Basutos, and the 
Government of the Cape. We found a greater difficulty 
still-for that Basuto war has happily been brought to a 
close-in the condition of things that had been established 
by the late proceedings in the territory known as the 
Transvaal. A free population of a race not less tenacious 
than our own, of abundant courage and resolution, united 
in a form of Republican Government, had by this g ratuitous 
interference of the British Government, been annexed, as it 
was called, to the British Empire. This, gentlemen, was to 
us a source of great difficulty. The assurances sent to us 
from every official quarter in South Africa w re that since 
the annexation had taken place the Dutch population were 
rapidly becoming reconciled to it, and that when they knew 
it would be maintained, and that they would be fairly treated 
under it, all difficulties would disappear. 

It was impo · ible for us, gentlemen, to ascertain in a 
day the real state of things. It was our duty to avoid, 
wherever we could avoid it, the disturbance of the great 
acts of policy performed by our predece. sors. But, as you 
kno"·, the Dutch population almost unanimously rose in 
arms to vindicate it freedom and its independence, and 
when that had taken place we said we were willing to 
proceed with them in peaceful modes, but that we could 
not allow the affairs of that or any country for which we 
had become re ponsible to be settl ed by the action of mere 
force. The leaders of the Dutch replied that they were 
willing-so confident were they of the goodness of their 
cause-that a Commission should be appointed by the 
Crown to inquire into the facts, and they expres, ed the 
utmost confidence that the Boers would abide by the result 
of the deliberations of that Commission. Gentlemen, we 
thought that a reasonable offer. In the meantime unfortu
nate military operations had been attempted with insufficient 
means, and blood had been shed without the attainment of 
success. There were those who said that\\ e ought to have 
avenged those consequences of our o.wn miscalculations 
upon the Boers before proceeding to negotiate with them. 
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Such, gentlemen, was not our conviction. We thought that 
to act upon such a course would be to act on a principle of 
shame both false and cowardly. \Ve had provided ample 
means for vindicating the authority of the Crown, and 
having provided that sufficient force we determined at 
once to enter, on the im·itation of the Boer , on friendly 
negotiations. 

You are a\\·are that very" able men, able commanders and 
able negotiators on the part of the Bm~rs, concurred with 
our Commissioners in framing a Convention. Under that 
Convention we felt it our duty to take the best securities in 
our power for the welfare of those native tribes, counted 
by hundreds of thousands, who inhabited the Transvaal 
and towards whom we could not forget the responsibilities 
we had assumed. vVe provided that power should be 
retained for that purpose. \.;Ve provided that the Crown 
should retain prerogatives, under the name of suzerainty 
for the purpose of preventing the introduction of foreign 
embarra sments into South Africa, and we consented freely 
that subject to these conditions and to certain minor con 
ditions in relation to money matters with which I need not 
trouble you, the Boers of the Transvaal should in all other 
respects enjoy perfect self-government and practical 
freedom and indq endence. We had the assurance of 
those who had led the Boers to military success, and of 
those who were the trusted agents for the guardianship of 
their civil interests, that the representative assembly, which 
is called the Volksraad, would agree to these conditions. 
The Volksraad has met; it has debated the conditions ; 
objections have been raised ; no motion adverse to the 
Convention has been made; but down to the present 
moment its ratification has not taken place, and requests . 
have been made to us that we will reopen the considera
tion of subjects which \Ve believed had been closed. 

I must now speak to you in free, but I trust clear, words. 
There might in that Convention be points capable of 
amendment; there may be matters of detail and trivial 
matter , and of those I do not speak. When we come 
to obtain the light of experience it may be found that 
on one point or another amended provision might be made, 
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and it is only from experience that such light can be 
obtained. \Ne have great duties to perform. vVe made 
large concessions, and you know how we have been 
censured and vituperated for those concessions ; you knew 
and now, perhaps, you can understand with how little cause 
it was that we were assailed in Parliament, and that it has 
been sought to drive us from office on account of the liberal 
terms which we granted to the Boers. You may now, 
perhaps, better understand that what we attempted ,,·as to 
do equal justice, and in attempting to grant that justice 
to the Dutch populations which we thought our pre
decessors had withheld, we never for a moment forgot 
what was due to other considerations, to the rights of the 
native tribes, and to the general peace of South Africa. 
And, gentlemen, those men are mistaken, if such there be, 
who judge that our liberal concessions were the effect of 
weakness or timidity, and \Yho think because we granted 
much it was only to encourage them to ask for more. I 
know not, gentlemen, what is to happen. I hope the 
Convention may shortly be ratified. But this I can tell 
you, that as we have not been afraid of reproach at home, 
as we have not been afraid of calumny in the Colonies 
on account of the over-indulgence \vhich, as was said, we 
extended to the Boers of the Transvaal, so in what may 
yet remain to be done we shall recollect, and faithfully 
maintain, the interests of the numerous and extended native 
population, and we shall be not less faithful to the dignity 
of this great Empire in the conduct of all our proceedings. 

I have only, gentlemen, a few words to say. It is a 
common reproach against us, the Liberals of England, that 
we are indifferent to the greatness of the Empire. One 
thing I will say: I hope the Liberals of ~ngland ,,·ill never 
seek to consolidate the Empire by ministering to the 
interests of class instead of the public. And I hope they 
will never seek to extend the Empire by either violently 
wresting or fraudulently obtaining the territories of other 
people. We are supposed by many to be the enemies of 
Turkey because vve have endeavoured to exact from her 
what we thought was just. But I tell you plainly it is my 
belief that the Sultan of Turkey has a confidence in us 
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that he had not in our predecessors, because he knows 
right well that we do not want to establish our single 
power of interference and disturbance between him and his 
subjects, but only to proceed in these matters by the 
general approval of Europe and the civilised world; and 
because he also knows that we do not want to appropriate 
any more of those islands \\/hich form an important part of 
his dominion. But, gentlemen, while I accord to our 
political opponents the full credit of a conscientious desire 
to maintain the glory of this Empire, I will say that if there 
is to be a controversy upon the subject, if we are called to 
descend into the arena, and to argue the matter here or 
elsewhere, I say it is Liberal and not Conservative policy 
\\·hich has made England respected and has made England 
strong. \Nhy, gentlemen, if the old Tory policy of govern
ing the Colonies in Downing Street had been maintained 
where would those Colonies now have been ? They would 
have been by this time groups of independent States. But 
Liberal policy freely granted to the colonists, in spite of 
Tory censure, the very same rights that we claim for our
selves in the management of our affairs, and the conse
quence is that the inhabitants of those Colonies are closely 
and cordially attached to the name and to the throne of 
this country, and that perhaps if a day of difficulty and 
danger should arise-which God forbid---from their affection 
we may obtain assistance and advantage that compulsion 
never would have wrung from them, and may find that all 
portions of the British Empire have one common heart, 
bealing with one common pulsation, and equally devoted 
to the honour and intere ·ts of their common country. 

And so it is, gentlemen, with regard to foreign countries. 
We believe and are sure that the way to make England 
great in the estimation of foreign countries is to let it be 
known by every one of them that England desires above all 
things to be just-and will not seek to impose upon them 
any laws of action or any principles for the interpretation 
of their conduct except those to \vhich she herself submits. 

Lastly, gentlemen, as regards the policy at home, 
though some things arc to be tolerated and endured 
in politics-it is good for us all to tolerate and ' endure 
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them; but there are some things which, when I hear 
them, are rather too much-I do think it a little too much 
when I hear described the great power of England, the 
industry of England, the trade of England, the wealth of 
England, the population of England, and when it is said 
that to all these matters the Liberals are perfectly indiL 
ferent, and that the only hope of maintaining them depends 
upon having a Conservative Government in office. I won't 
take you again across the seas ; but I ask you, what are the 
proceedings which have made these countries great and 
strong at home, have increased your population, have 
multiplied your wealth, have improved your moral condition, 
have spread education? To whom are those things owing? 
(Loud cries of" Gladstone.") No; greater men and better 
men than you sec before you. \!Vho introduced and carried 
the Reform Act of 1832 ? Unless I have read history 
topsy-turvey, that was not the act of the Torie . It is true 
that Tory statesmen carried Catholic Emancipation, but 
they carried it by Liberal votes, in despite of Tories. It is 
true that a Tory statesman repealed the Corn Laws, but for 
repealing them he was himself banished-expelled from the 
Tory ranks, and other Tories, of a different creed and a 
different kidney, took his place, renouncing his aid, reviling 
his name ; and these are the Tories that now, by a 
continuous succession-not the Tories of Sir Robert Peel 
and of the Duke of Wellington, but, as I have aid, of 
another origin and another breed altogether-demand your 
. upport. The cruel criminal code of E1igland was abolished. 
That "·as the work of Liberals, and not of Tories. The 
scheme of national education \\"as conceived and established 
-that was the work ·of Liberals rather than of Tories. 
You may go through, gentlemen, the whole list of the 
beneficial laws by which it is that we have become, instead 
·of a disunited and comparatively feeble, a united and a 
strong community, and you will find that more than ninc
tenths of those laws have been passed by the Liberal party 
and that as to the other tenth, where it has been passed by, 
Tories, it has generally been passed by Tories who, on 
account of passing them, \\·ere dismrned by the other 
Tories. 
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And so, gentlemen, I say that while we are opposed to 
Imperialism, we are devoted to the Empire, and we who are 
now in Government as your agents will , to the best and 
utmost and latest of our power, whilst studying peace with 
a ll the world, endeavour to persuade men into observance 
·Of the laws of justice and equality. We shall never forget 
what is due to the dignity of the throne of Queen 
Victoria. And neither in east nor west, neither in north 
nor south, shall it be said truly of us that the concessions 
which we make are concessions wrung from fear, nor shall 
Lhere be a doubt of our determination, to the best of our 
ability, to maintain the laws at home and the dignity of the 
Empire throughout the world. 
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THE IRISI-I LAND BILL. 

~Ir. Gladstone, on rising to move for leave to bring in a 
Bill to further amend the Law relating to the occup.'.ltion and 
o wnership of Land m Ireland, said :-

Mr. Speaker, in addressing myself, Sir, to the exposition 
-of, I think, the most difficult and complex question with 
which in the course of my public life I have ever had to 
deal, I do feel at least some satisfaction in e. ·changing the 
·d reary work of repression in which we have been engaged 
for nearly the whole of the past three months for legislation 
vh ich, at all events, we hope will be of an improving and 
·eforming character. At the same time, I cannot but con- c· ircum-

tra. t the circumstances in \\·hich we address ourselves to 1stta~ees of 
s intro-

thi. task with the happier circumstances of the year I 870, duction. 

when the Government last attempted to deal \\·ith this 
~mbjcct. vVc arc obliged now to enter on the consideration 
of a quc tion above all things requiring tranquillity, impar-
t iality, and strict balance of mind, in the midst of a state of 
things in Ireland which I do not wish to characterize by any 
8trong bnguage, and \\'hich is now happily in course of 
mitigation, but which at the same time we cannot call less 
than a disturbed state of things-a state of things so dis-
turb<:"<l as undoubtedly to have influenced the minds of 
men not le s seriously, perhaps, than the real and permanent 
merits of the Question. 

It is important, Sir, at the outset to consider what arc the 
grounds on which the Government arc of opinion that we 
ought now f o proceed to legislate on Irish land. I am bound 
to say that there arc certain of those alleged or U~.)poscd :;~~3s of 

grounds which I must a t once emphatically disclaim. ~~e~ea
lt is commonly said that t ~1 e iniquity ot the Irish 
Land Laws is a ma in reason for legislating on Irish land. 
Now, Sir, equity and iniquity may be in great part com
parative; .but I must say that, if we arc to proceed on 
that principle of comparison, I think it is an exaggera-
tion to describe the Land Laws of , Ireland as iniquitous 
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The Land Laws of England are laws under whic , 
at any rate, this country has lived, has remained 
contented, has made extraordinary progress; but the Land 
Laws of Ireland chiefly differ from the Land Laws f 
England in the very special provisions which they present 
to us on behalf of the tenant. Neither, Sir, can I say that 
I think that the more extreme plans which have late y 

Some pro-
posed been broached in Ireland, and which have been lar~ely coP.1-
schemes 
equiva- mended to the notice, to the judgment, and to the passio s 
lent to 
public of those who had to consider them, constitute in themseh' s 
plunder; l'd r h' · 11 I but Irish any very va 1 reason 1or our approac mg pract1ca y t 1e 
tenantry: 'd · f h Th l s· I not impll- cons1 erat10n o t e case. ose sc 1emes, 1r, must 
~~~i:. in frankly say, have constituted in the eye of the Govern me t 

a main difficulty in approaching it. I do not wish to 
ascribe to any hon. Member of this House, or to any pr -
posers of those schemes out-of-doors, a consciousness of 
their character and tendency such as I consider them to be. 
But, speaking of many of those plans quite apart from the 
motives and views of those who propose them, I am bound 
to say that it passes my ability to distinguish them from 
schemes of public plunder. I hold it to be an occasion of 
just praise to the people of Ireland in general !hat those 
who have been engaged in examining into the Land 
Question do not ascribe to that people a participation in 
views which can be so characterized. In the 3rd paragraph 
of the Report of the Bessborough Commission the Commis
sioners thus describe the moderate views of the tenant 
farmers of Ireland. They say-

" The tenant farmers of Ireland declare that they do not desire the 
expropriation of the landlords or the confiscation for their own benefit of the 
property of others; but that they do lesire to cultivate their farms in security, 
and to receive the full profits of their indust ry while rendering a fair rent for 
the land they occupy to those whose means have been invested in it. " 

And I rejoice to think that, such being their views, we have 
a fair and broad basis on which we may hopefully proceed. 

Irish land- Well, Sir, neither, I am bound to say, should we think it 
~~~,':~-a just to propose legislation on this great matter on the 
quitted

1 
o! ground, whether expressed or implied, of general mis

genera 
miscon- conduct on the part of the landlords of Ireland On the 
duct. · 

contrary, as a rule, they have stood their trial, and they 
have, as a rule, been acquitted. The Report of the Bess
borough Commission, which certainly is not deficient iu 
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its popular sympathies, in its roth paragraph declares that 
the greatest credit is due to the Irish landlords for not 
exacting all that they by law are entitled to exact; and it 
likewise points out with perfect justice that if they had 
exacted all that they would by law be entitled to exact 
they would have been guilty of injustice; they would have 
appropriated the results of their tenants' labours in the 
improvement of the soil. Again, I find in the 9th para
graph a remarkable statement, which runs as follows:-

"It was unusual," that is to say, in Ireland, "to exact what in England 
would have been considered a full or fair commercial rent. Such a rent over 
many of the larger estates, the owners of which were resident and took an 
interest in the welfare of the tenants, it has never been the custom to demand. 
The example has been largely followed ; and is to the present day rather the 
rule than the exception in Ireland." 

But while it is satisfactory thus to indicate the good Legisla

cond uct of the great proportion of the landlords, there are ~1~.:!irthe
other features of the case on which we do arrive at the ~~~~ssary, 
conclusion that there is a great necessity for searching and and why. 

comprehensive legislation. The first of these is that old 
and standing evil of Ireland-that land-hunger, which 
must not be described as if it were merely an infirmity of 
the people, for it really means land-scarcity, and still con-
tinues to import into the agricultural relations of Ireland 
difficulties with which as yet we have not been able 
completely to deal. It is this land-hunger, aggravated, no 
doubt, by the bad seasons of the last few years, together 
with other circumstances, which constitutes the necessity 
for directing the attention of Parliament to the subject of 
Iri sh land legislation. I am bound, Sir, to add, as a prin-
cipal author of the Land Act of 1870, that defects have 
been developed in that Act which have seriously marred 
the completeness of its operation. Some of those defects 
undoubtedly-I will not dwell on details, it would be 
invidious-are due to changes which the Bill underwent 
after it had left this House, and in which we were con-
strained reluctantly to acquiesce. But others of them, I 
a m bound to say, were involved in the original construction 
of the measure; and even if it had passed into law in the 
same shape as it passed this House, it would not have been 
completely adequate for its purpose. I hope, Sir, it will 
not be thought harsh or unjust if, after the tribute I ha\'e 
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striven to render to the Iri ·h landlords at larg·e, I mentiorn 
as a third and conclusi\·e reason for this legislation, that a 
limited number of that clas have been distinguis~;ed by con
duct different from the p:·cdominating number. There havc-

Ha.rshnes:.; been, Sir, both arbitrary raisings of rent and harsh and crud 
¥i;gf~d- evictions. It may seem hard, 'vhcre there arc so many 
l ords. landlords with whom we have not a shred of title to inter-

fere, were it possible to sever their c :ise from other cases. 
around them, that they must be liable to interference 01 

account of the acts or omissions of the few ; but so it is, and 
so it must be, under the iron necessity of public affairs. I 

tr
Antiµus- remember an illust ration I may pcrhap be allowed to gin~ 

a ion 
i~~fa.nwest which oc:urred long ago ; it belong: to the period of my 
history. early life, though I think it bears a mar:..:cd analogy to the 

case now before us. I refer to the time when, in I 833,. 
Parliament, by a very wi:e and g reat act of legislation. 
determined on the emancipation of the ncgrocs of the West 
Indies, and introduced a period of s ix yea rs during which 
there was to prevail a system of what was called appren
ticeship, substantially founded on freedom, but coupled 
with a qualified and limited degree of compulsory labour~ 
Do not let it be upposed by hon. Gentlemen from Ireland 
that I am comparing the relation of the \Nest Indian planters 
to the negro~s with that of Irish proprietors to their tenantry 
-it is only for a limited purpose that I am quoting the illus
tration. The system \\'Orkecl admirably well throughout 
almost the whole of the \ Vest Indies. Those who had been 
owners of slaves, and " ·ere still owners of estates, entered into 
the spirit of the law, and the progress made under the system 
of apprenticeship was very g ratifyin g . But unhappily in 
one or two islands, espec ially i,1 J amaica, there was a knot 
of men who could not forget or se\·er themselves from th c
vicious habits of their early life, and contri\-cd to carry 
the traditions and practices of sbvery into the new lega l 
condition" hich the legislature meant to be Oi:e of freedom . 
This was discovered by the vigorous philanthropy of Mr. 
Sturge, who emblazoned it before the people of this 
country. It entered deep into the hearts of the people ;. 
and in consequence of the acts of a few, not\\·i thstandin ~· 
the good conduct of the many, there \\·as a sharp and 

I .' 
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sudden interference with the letter of the co:1tra:t, ending 
in the unrequited remission of two years of apprenticeship 
in th€ \Nest Indies. Well, Sir, I think that, in the same 
way, some few landlords of Ireland-generally the smaller 
landlords-have contrived to inflict on their brethren in 
their O\Vll class much dishonour and much inconvenience. 

These are the reasons on \\'hich we ground the necessity c_ommis-
• SlOilS Of 

that has led us to come fonvarcl and propose to Parliament Inquiry on 

h · l h · l f · L Irish Land a measure w 1c 1 we t m '- o great importance. et Question. 

us consider, in the first pla:::c, \\·hat is the guidance to 
which we might naturally look for our direction in the 
framing of a Bill upon Iri h land. \Ve found in existence 
when we came into Office a Commis. ion which had been 
appointed by the former Government- a Commi sion ''"ith 
c. ·traordinary width and scope-to investigate the working 
of the Land Acts. The Report of thi. Comm~ssion was 
sure to be a considerable clement in the con ideration of 
the case. But, at the same time, it \\·ould hardly be 
expected that a Government formc l from this side of the 
House would be content \\'ith the sol2 verdict of that 
Commis ion.. Partly therefore because <?f the gravity of 
the case and partly because ,,.c tho;ight it necessary 
that a body should be appointed which might give its un-
divided attention to the thorough an l searching inve tigation 
of the Irish Land Question,, Her Maje ty was advised to 
<>ppoint a second Commi sio1:; and we ha,·c now before us 
the rcsul ts of both Commissions. s I -tated, the La·nd 
... -\ct of 1 S70 achieved but a parti::i.L succcs . I am compelled 
to say the same of the Com mi . sion of Inquiry. From A Litter 0 

the t\ro Commiscions we had naturally to expect two Reports. 

Reports; but instead of two Reports there have been a 
collection-I might say a Etter-of Reports ; not less than 
seven in all. One Report o[ the Duke of Richmond's 
Commission, signed by a considerable majority, is flanked 
or backed by another Report of a not inconsiderable 
minority, including some names of great authority in 
regard to Irish land. One member of the minority, Mr. 
Bonarny Price, is the only man-and to his credit be it 
spoken-who has had the resolution to apply, in all thei.r 
unmitigated scvcrit)\ the principles of abstract poli~ical 
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economy to the people and circumstances of Ireland 
exactly as if he had been proposi .ig to legislate for the 
inhabitants of Saturn or Jupiter. And when I turn to the 
.labours of the Bessborough Commission the process of 
sub-division is not less remarkable. There were four 
Commissioners, of whom two signed a Report which, I must 
say, is one of the ablest and most interesting I hav~ ever 
read, though we are far from adopting the whole scheme 
they recommend. But of these four Commissioners my 
hon. friend the Member for Cork County (Mr. Shaw) has 
signed a collateral Report, which undoubtedly, in some 
important particulars, must be regarded as a counter 
Report. Another - the O'Connor Don - signed a 
Report of his own, with proposals of enormous scope, 
more especially for the general purchase of the estates 
of all willing vendors in Ireland by the Government 
-a condition which he appeared t0 make vital and funda
mental to any proposal for which he would be responsible. 
Lastly, there is, completely separate, the Report of Mr. 
Kavanagh. I will not mention his name in his absence 
without saying that he is one of the ablest, if not the 
ablest, gentleman coming from Ireland I have ever known 
among the Party opposite. Besides his ability, he is a 
man of independent mind ; and I do not scruple to call 
him-making allowance for his starting-point-a man of 
liberal and enlightened feelings. This, then, is the result 
of the sub-division of the Reports. The more numerons 
Richmond Commission produced three Reports. The less 
numerous Bessborough Commission produced four Reports. 
The total number is seven. Vie are greatly indebted to 
the Members of the Commissions for the disinterested 
pains and great ability with \\ hich they have addressed 
themselves to their task; but our gratitude, I must say, 
must be mixed with some bewilderme~t. Although the 
Commissioners have not been able to lend us the immense 
assistance which would have been derived from their union 
in a body of identical recommendation, yet allow me to 
say that we have derived immense assistance from their 
Reports. The body of their fundame1~tal recommendations 
is of the utmost value, because I look not only at the 
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points in which they disagree, but still more at those in 
w:1ich they agree. And what do I find? I find that, Govern-

t · "d h · l R f M B P · ment in-se ting as1 e t e smg e \..eport o r. onamy nee, t erference 

h 1 f R . h d C . . d between the w o e body o the ic mon omm1ss10ners an Landlord 

B h C 
. . and 

the whole body of the essboroug omm1ss10ners, Tenant 
· ] · d · l . admitted wit 1out any excepti0n, are agree 111 ma Gng a recom- tobeindis-

d · f h · 1 · I l pensable. men at1on o t e most vita 1mpcrtance- mean t 1e 
constitution of a Court for the purpose of dealing with 
the differences between landlords and tenants in Ireland in 
regard to rent. It is not for me to fix authoritative inter
pretations on the language of public men ; and therefore I 
think it only fair, after what I have said, to read the 
recommendations of the Richmond Commission on this 
subject. It is needless for m~ to refer to the recommenda-
tio:i of the minority of the Richmond Commission or the 
recommendation of fre Bessborough Commission. They 
are perfectly clear and unequivocal; but I wish to read to 
the House what I conceive to be one of the most impor-
tant por~ion s of the document before us-a short passage 
from the preliminary Report of the Duke of Richmond's 
Commission. It runs as follows:-

"Bearing in mind the system by which the improvement and equipment 
o f a farm in Ireland arc very generally the work of the tenant, and the fact 
that a yearly tenant is at any time liable to have his rent raised in consequence 
of the increased value given to his hol(ling by the expendi ture of his capita l 
and labour, the desire for legislative interference to protect him from an 
arbitrary increase of rent does not seem unna tural. Legislation properly 
fram ed to accompli h this end would not be objec ted to." 

Now in that passage there is no ex press mention of the 
n ame of a Court; but I think I cannot go wrong in inter
preting the passage to mean that and nothing else. In 
fact, I should say that it must either mean that, or some
thing more; it may be interference, for instance, to give 
perpetuity of present rents without any increase. Clearly 
this is not what is meant; but, in pointing to the regulation 
by a public authority of the rents in Ireland, I conceive 
that I am making a. fair, an impartial, and, I would almost 
s ay, a necessary construction of the language of the Com
mission when I say that we have that Commission, 
appointed by the late Government, appointed certainly 
with no special want or regard for the just interests of the 
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landlords, recomm ending that in the peculiar circumstance. 
of Ireland there shall be legislative interference to protect 
the tenant from arbitrary increase of rent. I do not know· 
to what extent the r oblemen and Gcntkmen who signed 
that Report had considered the ulterior consequence of 
the proposition \\'hich they thus laid down · but I O\rn it 
appears to me-and I am not now attempting to saddle· 
them with what I am about to state- that legislati,·c 
interference for the regulation of rent cannot by any· 
I os ibil ity be se \·cred from legislative interference for thc
regulation of tenure and from the regulation of the 
principle of tenant-right. That, ho\Yever, is by the \\'ay; 
for I do not attempt to aYail my elf of the ad vantage of 
the authority of this Commission, combined with all the 
oth_r Commissions upon this great subject, further than I 
have stated. But it is plain that the independence and the 
difLrence of the judgments 'd1ich have been arrived at by 
the several Commissions o-ive arl:litional force and weight 
to the points on which w find them agre . 

Now let me state to the House that this subject must 
be considered to di,·ic.le itself into three branches, with one· 

>Land Law of which I ha Ye little or nothing to do. The first is that 
not now to . . 
be dealt which is commonly known to us as Land Law-the whol 
With. . f . 1 . l } . important group o questions ccnnectec wit 1 t 1e registry, 

the transfer, the devolution, and the nature of estates in 
land. These arc matters which, substantially, I shall 
hardly touch to-night. I mention them now in order· 
that the omission may not be supposed to tc tify 
indifference. It i · my firm belief that no morc
valuablc gift could be conferred on Ireland than sound 
and thorough legislation on these ubjects ; but it is not 
our work to-nigh t. E\·ery one will admit that it would 
not be possible to combine such legislation with the great 
and complicated ubje ~ t \\'ith which we have now to deal.. 
The two subjects ar'-, indeed, so far connected that,. 
i)roc<:.eding on the same principles as we adopted in 1870,. 
we are endeavouring to provide that whatever operations. 
arc contemplated b~- the measure, they s!1all be placed 
" ·ithin the power of limited owners of the soil. Con
sequently we may set aside limitation of ownership, so· 
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far as may be neccssar) for our purpose. The t\\"O great 
. I . 1 . 1 . 1 fi 1 1 The two q uest1nns w 11c 1 rem am arc t 1c e : in t ic 1rst p ace, t 1c great. 

. 1 . f l d 1 l cl . I 1 d d . h q uest1ons : re at1on o an ore an tenant 111 re an ; an , m t e Relations 

l l 1 . f . h. h I of Land-.s-...conc pace, t 1at important group o qucst10ns w ic lord and 

l h l cJ l f b
. Tenant, 

may ierc gat er toget 1er . un er tie name o su jects and Public 

h. l . d f 1 p bi . E 1 11 Advances. w ic 1 require a vances rom t 1e u 11c · xc iequer. 1esc 
;arc the two branches of the ubjcct which it will be my 
1duty to open, and I must open them with many apologies, 
.and with a respectful appeal to the indulgence of the 
Hou e. In dealing with these questions I can hardly 

110pc to be even accurat~ in detail, still less can I hope to 
exhibit the numerous prO\·isions of the measure in their 
1duc proportion and relative bearing upon the "·hole subject. 
I fear that I may be justly open to the reproach both of 
being· proli.' and defective in the statement I have to 
make. But, relying upon the patience of hon. Icmbers, 
I will do my be t to explain the whole spirit and the main 
provisions of the measure ,,.c arc submitting to the House. 
I have never as a Minister felt overwhelmed with as great 
a sens~ of the enormous importance of the topics and the 
propositions im·olvecl in it; and there is nothing that can 
legitimately be done by the Government which we shall 
hesitate to do for the purpose of promoting such legislation 
:-is shall deal effectively with the land question in Ireland. 

It appears to me that the proposal to create a Court, or to Character 

;allow of the reference to a Court of most important an l g~~~£. ne 
numerous tran sactions of life between man and man-I 
mean in a material sense-has become, in th~ circumstance 
1of Ireland, and with the authoritie. before us, quite inevi-
table; and that being so, it is evident that it must be ;:i. 

~>alient and cardinal proposal of any mea urc into which it 
enters. But a question of the greatest importance meets 
us on the threshold. Is this Court to be compulsory, and, 
being· compuls: ry, is it to be univcr. al, and therefore per-
petual? or is it to be a Court as to which there is to be an 
option reserved? This question I shall haYe to argue 
before the House; but, before arguing it, I \\·ill speak of a 
~natter as to which we have the deepest conviction, and F Sal · ne ~ 

with regard to which also I think a great deal of prejudice 
and misconception prevail-I refer to the subject of 
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assignment, generally known in the language of the three 
"F's" as Free Sale. In using the word assignment I use 
the word which I believe is best known to law and to 
history. As far as I have been able to observe, more 
objection has been taken to the legislative recogni
tion of assignment, in those quarters where objection was 
likely to be taken, than to the other proposals of Ihe Com
m is ion-namely, fixity of tenure and fair rents, obtained 
by the arbitration of a public authority. It appears to me 
that while this particular proposal has been most objected 
to, and appears to be the most unpalatable in many 
quarters, it is distinctly and decidedly the least open to 
objection in the circumstances of Ireland, and is almost 
absolutely ingrained in the necessities of the case and in the 
circumstances \\ ith which we have to deal. Now let us see 
\rhether that is or is not an unreasonable statement. I 
will speak of that which is assigned as the tenant-right 
of Ireland; and, for the purpose of my argument, the 
assumption is that every tenant has ome right or other 

El t 
in his holding. \Vhat arc the clement of that right in 

emen s 
o~ Tenant- Ireland? They are more easily traced there than else
nght. 

where. In th~ first place, you have the unquestioned fact 
that improvements have been to a larger extent than 
probably in any other country the work of the tenant 
himself. Tenant-right is the result of these improvements. 
Secondly, you have this great fact in Ireland-a land
hunger coupled with land-scarcity. \\, ith a supply of land 
in the market so much less than the demand, you have a 
state of things in which it is well worth the while of a man, 
who has not g0t land as a means of obtaining a regular 
subsister:ce and livelihood, to pay for obtaining i~. That 
willingness of the incoming tenant to pay enters distinctly 
into the interest of the outgoing tenant, so long as he 
continues the tenant, as somethir:g he has to receive. 
There is also a principle of rarer but not altogether in
sensible operation in the circumstances of Ireland-that 
which may be called the pretium affe'ctionis-the disposition 
of many an Irishman, even after he has left his country, 
perhaps driven from it by hard nece ·sity, to find his 
way back and, if he can, to settle himself once more on 

, 
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the . oil. I may, perhaps, be permitted to mcnt:on an 
instance of this kind-no doubt an extreme instance, 
but, at the same time, an instance which will help us 
to see how it is that the tenant in Ireland thinks he has 
something to transfer for which he has the right to bbtain 
what he can get. A landlord in the West of Ireland had, 
among other holdings, a rather miserable holding consistinr:; 
of a small tenement and an acre or t\\·o of land, for which 
he received a rent of five guineas. Repeatedly, as he rode 
by tt.e spot, it occurred to him that he ought to reduce the 
rent; but before he had taken any steps in that direction a 
returned Irishman from America called upon him and said 
he was very desirous to obtain a plot of land on his estate; 
he had applied to the tenant of this small holding; the 
tenant was quite willing to sell, and he \\·as quite willing to 
buy; and he came to ask the permission of the landlord. 
The landlord said, "Very well, I have no objection; what arc 
you willing to give?" And the man said he was willing to 
give £100 for this five-guinea holding. The landlord said, 
by way of jest, "Then I think I must raise the rent;" but 
he did not, and the transaction proceeded. Now that was 
as much a case of pretium ajfectionis as paying £10,000 or 
£zo,ooo for a set of old Sevres or China ware. There arc 
specialities in the case of Irish tenant-right. But what I 

· 1 · 1 H · l · 1 f The w1s l to impress upon t lC ou c 1s t 11s-t mt, apart rom Princii;>Ie 

those specialities, the principle of assignment is a principle ~e~~si~n-
d . I B . fi . l . . . d d . rooted in roote m aw. y art1 c1a prov1s10ns, intro uce mto law .. 

agreements through the commanding position of landlords, 
assignment has been generally prohibited; but the assign
ment of the tenant's interest, whatever it be, is a principle, 
not only of Irish but of English Land Laws, and of the 
Land Laws of Europe generally. The Bessborough 
Commission says:-

"For many generations the great bulk of the land under cultivation in 
Ireland has been held on small farms under 30 acres without leases upon 
parole tenancies from year to year. In these tenar.cies, by the Common Law, 
the tenant has always had a right of property which he might dispose of and 
which was only determ inable subject to conditions, the principal of which was 
the requirement of six months ' notice to quit, recently extended by t.1.: Act of 
1877 to 12 months." 

I will quote a few words from a very able, though 



and J,aw 
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conc:ise, work of Mr. Richey, a professor of the U ni\·crsity 
o f Dublin, on the Irish Land Laws: He informs us in an 
early part of that work that yearly tenancies, when they 
first aro c in the 16th century, \\·ere commonly called leases 
for the term of a year and onwards de mmo i·n amrnm, 

according to the pleasure of both parties; and he sa) s that 
the tenant was entitled, as any other mn1er of an i ntere t 
in land, upon this yearly holding to sell or sub-let his farm 
to whom and on what terms he pleased. He then explains 
h ow it \\'aS that the landlord's consent came to be asked; 
.and he . ays that, \Yhcther the landlord assented or not to 
the . al2, all the interest of the previous tenant passed by 
the . ale to the purchase r. I \\'ill quote, lastly, an extract 
with which my hon. and learned friend the Attorncy
Gcncral has supplied me. from a ,,·o rk of \Vood fall on 
.landlord and Twant, in which it is di stinctly laid down 
that tenants for even a less period than fo ur years, but \\·ho, 
arc possesse I of a certain ... 1uantity of interest, may alienate 
the whole or any part of it unless they arc expressly 
restricted from so doing-. A tenan t from year to year may 
therefore a::ign hi term or underlct ; but he mar not by 
undcrlctt ing g rant an interest c.·cccding· his own in point o f 
<luratio :1 . I am anxious to call attention to the fact that thi s 
interest is embodie r! in the a ncient law, because I think that 
fact meet~, in a grea t lc;;-rcc, tl~c fundamental objection 
whi ch Gentlemen arc apt to take to this period of tcnant
ri ght Th2y say it c tabli hes join t proprietorship, which 
they conside r a b2d thing. I do not admit that; but if it 
docs establish a joint proprietorship I hold th at, in the 
absence of c. ·pre s re trictions, the old la"- of the country, 
corresponding, I believe \\ ith the general law of Europe, 
recognizes the tenant-right, and, therefore, recognizes, if so 
you choose to call it, joint proprietorship. \\'ell, that 
being the state of the case, how docs it sta:1d under the 
Land Law of 1870? It stands thus-that before the Land 
Act of 1870 the tenancy was determinable upon a certain 
not;ce at the close of each year, at the so'.e will of the 
landlord, and \\ ithout any other consequence whatever. 
·what . the tenant had to assign was so small that the 
assignment was little worth giving or receiving. · ·But in 
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the Land Ai::t-:10t, I must own, .with a view to fortify the 
principle of tenant-right, but simply ,,·ith a view to defend 
the tenant in p~ssession of his holding and to render it 
difficult for the landlord capriciously to get rid of hitn-\\·C 
proce~clecl to enact a scale of com pens:ition for disturbance, 
withot.:t \\·hich the tenant could not be remo\'ed. That 
being so, a ,·aluable Grnsicleration wJ.s, by the Act of 1870, 
evidently tacked on to c\·ery yearly tenancy in Ireland . 
.l\.nd, under the Act of i870, whether we intended it or not, 
tenant-right has become something s~nsible and consider
.able. The actual sale of the tenant-right, as, I believe, is 
observed in a marked manner in the minority Report 
of the Richmond Commission, has grown and spread in 
I rebnd, a1~d the old icle::t of the people, running back into 
time anterior to tenures now prevailing, has in modern 
-circumstances recei,·ecl authority and acquired extension 
from the lt\,;i~ltttion of this House. That being so, it ought Benefits of 

.aho to be remembered that the recognition of tenant-right ~~~~t-
i. certainly of ,·e1-r great practical conven;cnce, pro\'ided it 
-can be restrain~d from undue interference with the landlord's 
right, of which I will speak presently. In the fir t place, 
it affords a means of valuing improvement by far the 
·implcst, cheapest, and mo t rap:d that can be conceived. 
The improvcmcn~s arc ,,·orth that which it is worth the 
while of the incoming man to give, and so the matter is 
di:posed of. Nor is it an inconsidcr:iblc ach·antag~ that 
the: landlord is secured in all his just claims by the existence 
.and recognition of the principle of tenant-rio-ht. It is 
admitted to b2 the first charge on tenant-right that the 
1·cnt shall be paid, and that anything else which the land
lord may ha,·c to claim against the tenant-as, for instance, 
in the case of \\·astc- hall be defrayed out of the money 
received for th~ tenant-right. How docs this stand 
with regard to the Commission? For I must say that 
the authority of these Commissions is a ,·cry important 
clement, as all \\·ill feel, in our consideration of the 
-cc:.se. Every one of the B2ssborough Commissioners- !Ir. 
·Kava11agh \Vith some reluctance-recognized the principle 

ftenant-right. The minority of the Richmond Commission 
<emphatically ·acknowledge it, and the · majority ha\'e not 
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said one word against it. So we stand as to authority. 
Political . d · h · 
advantage But before passing from these recommen at1ons t ere is one 

on which I cannot refrain from dwelling for a moment, ar.d 
that is the immense political advantage that has been found 
to attend the principle. I do not think we could have a 
more vivid illustration of this political advantage than the 
state of distress which prevailed just 12 months ago in the 
vVest of Ireland. At that time there was a whole group 
of counties in which there prevailed extreme distress. In 
most of these counties that extreme distress was attended 
with great public danger. I refer particularly, of course, 
to Mayo and Galway. But there was another county 
where the distress was hardly by a single shade different 
from the others, yet where there was at that time no public 
danger, no public agitation, no disquietude other than the 
disquietude of humane and Christian-minded men at the 
sufferings of their fellow creatures ; and that was tlie 
county of Donegal. And the only circumstance-for it is 
one of the wildest counties you have in Ireland-that made 
it differ, as far as human judgment can be formed, from the 
counties near it, in Connaught, was the circumstance that 
in Donegal you had tenant-right, while in Mayo and 
Galway you had not. Well, Sir, objections may be taken 
to tenant-right, and I am not about to proµosc an unregu
lated tenant-right. It appears to me that it would be very 
unfair to give legislative force to a tenant without leaving 
in the hands of the landlord, or of some public authority, 
the means of securing his own just interest. If a court is. 

~~'1A~1a1 to be called on at the will of the tenant to limit the annual 
receipt of the landlord, and to fix what, in this Bill, wc
call a Judicial Rent, then I do not see on what principle 
you shall say that the tenant-right of the tenant is to be 
subject to no similar and analogous limitation. There are 
certainly some strong arguments other than the interests of 
the landlord in favour of that course; for it may be very 
fairly said that in vain do you cut down the landlord's 
judicial rent-and I am only assuming that the effect may 
be to cut down, for in some instances the effect may be to 
raise it-and take care that the landlord's receipts shall be 
limited if, with the land-hunger and scarcity which pre\·ail 
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in Ireland, you still leave it open to anyone to pay an 
extravagant sum for tenant-right, and thereby to take 
holdings on the same virtually rack-rented condition. I 
therefore hold, and we have framed the Bill on that 
principle, that to recognize duly the power of the landlord 
or of the Court to raise the rent, is the due and just means 
of preventing the tenant-right, which we think to be the 
just right of the tenant, from passing into extravagance, 
and from trespassing upon what is the just right of others. 
We believe that by bringing together, on fair conditions 
and in fair competition, the right of the tenant to assign, 
and the right of the landlord to get, what his land is 
reasonably worth, we shall be able to obtain a result agree
able to justice and agreeable to the interests of both. I 
have detained the House at some length on this subject, 
because I am extremely anxious to do wh_at I can for the 
purpose of showing, in the first place, that there is nothing 
strange or of an innovating character in the recognition 
of this principle; secondly, that it is rooted in the history 
of Ireland, and in the ideas of the Irish people; thirdly, 
that it is recommended by a multitude of practical advan
tages; and lastly, that it need not entail injustice upon 
anyone. 

Now, Sir, I come to the great question which I think 
must constitute the salient point and the cardinal principle 

f the Bill, the institution of a Court which is to take 
cognizance of rent, and which, in taking cognizance of Cardinal 

rent, will also, according to the provisions of the Bill, not ~fltci~&: 
be debarred from taking cognizance of tenure and assign- ~tional 
mcnt. The question first to be considered is as I have ~~~a~ 
stated : Shall this Court be an optional Court, or shall· it be Rent. 

universal, compulsory, and perpetual? If it is to be an 
optional Court, there is one vital matter, namely, that we 
shall be assured in our minds that the option shall be free. 
If it could be shown that in exercising an option with 
regard to going into Court an Irish tenant was liable to the 
same kind of pressure in any degree, either great or small, 
under which he now lies in the land market when he bids 
for land, I should say that such an objection would be fatal. 
But, on considering the matter as well as we can, we do not 
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see that there can be anything to interfere with the perfect 
freedom of the tenant in this respect. I mean, that if we 
say that by law an Irish tenant may go into Court, it is 
impossible for the landlord to bring any intimidation, direct 
or indirect, to prevent him from doing so. The case is 
something like this. An infirm man on a public road may 
be intimidated by a stalwart ruffian. But the presence of 
the stalwart ruffian will not interfere with the freedom of 
the infirm man if he sees some policeman on the road ; 
and he would call in the policeman just as freely as if he 
had been under no fear of the stalwart ruffian. It appears 
to us that the aid of the Court may be invoked just as 
freely by the Irish tenant, if there be good reason for 
giving it an optional character. There is no reason why 
the policeman should be glued to your side for your whole 
life. Therefore we say that if the access to the Court be 
perfectly free, and if the action of the Court and the 
control of the Court be complete and sufficient, it ought to 
rest with the tenant to consider, from time to time, whether 
he should continue in the Court or not. There are other 
strong reasons for making the Court an optional instead of 
a compulsory Court. 

11.. In the Bessborough Report there is a short passage 
IJnl!orm-
tytnlrlsh which says:
:.andLa.w.; 
mattain-

1'1.ble. "It seems desirable that, in the future , the same land laws should prevail 
throughout Ireland, and that a yearly tenant, in every part of the kingdom, 
hould po ess the same rights, and be subject to the same obligations." 

We have not accepted that proposition. It appears to us 
that there are many weighty pleas to be urged against it. 
One plea is this. There may be tenants in Ireland who 
<do not desire the interference of the Court. After all that 
we have heard with regard to the management of many 
estates in Ireland, I must confess that I believe it to be 
possible-and even likely-that there may be a considerable 
number of tenants who would rather be allowed, if they 
have adequate protection from the law, to conduct their 
.own affairs with their landlords than be compelled to go 
into Court. Here, again, I call in aid the authority of the 
Bessborough Commission, for in the 79th paragraph, 
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notwithstanding their recommendation of a system 
universal and compulsory, they say this:-

"There will probably be estates among those wh ich have been kindly 
m:rnagecl, where the lacge allowances made to improving tenants, the 
materials given or sold under cost price, and the many other henefits 
-co nferred by a good lancllorcl, would he preferred, by . ome tenants at all 
-events, to fixity of tenure and free :ale."' 

They say there that everything like fixity of tenure and 
free sale might in some cases be sacrificed by the tenant 
:i n preference to abandoning the benefits of the relations 
\\·hi ·h exist. I do not exactly adopt those words as they 
.s and, but I think they g ive important reasons in support of 
the belief that it is not po ·sible for us at this moment to 
form a judgment as to what proportion of the tenants of 
Ireland there may be who would rather keep in their own 
h a nds the management of their own affairs than invoke the 
.compulsory aid of a public authority. 

But, Sir, I own that it appears to me that there are many 
c ircumstances in the case of Ireland which <liscouragc us 
from an attempt to procure what I may call a dead or 
mechanical uniformity in the legal condition under which 
its agricultur-- is carried on. There is no agricultural country 
in the world the face of which is so seamed with variety as 
Ireland. You have, to beg in with, all the usual varieties, 
a.nd you have many varieties that arc Irish, and exclusively 
Irish t 00. You have the g razing and the tillage farm ; 
you have the large holding and the small; you have 
the large proprietor and the small; you have the 
landlord absentee and the landlord resident ; you have the 
j111provemcnts made sometimes by the tenant and the 
improvements made sometimes by the landlord. For, 
·h a ppily, there arc and have been landlords in Ireland who, 
.i n the strictest sense, arc called improving landlords. You 
h ave the leaseholds and you have the annual tenancy; the 
care-takers of land ; lands in conacrc, and lands in rundale ; 
you have the lands over-rented through the operation of 
the great land-hunger; you have the lands under-rented 
through the tradition of many estates, an<l in certain cases 
through the desi re, and perhaps with the express purpose, 

.. of excluding tenant-right and assignment. You have the 
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old-fashioned Irish landlord and you have the new-fashioned 
Irish landlord; and although the old-fashioned Irish land
lord was not an impeccable being-, yet many of his sins, at 
least towards his tenants, were sins of omission rather than of 
commission, and in some respects will bear no unfavourable 
comparison with what I call the new-fashioned landlord. 
You have land under middlemen and land without middle
men ; you have lessees in perpetuity; and then, above all, 
you have in Ireland the prevalence of local customs which 
have taken deep root in the country, and which, in my 
opinion, we should be incurring a very heavy responsibility 
by gratuitously endeavouring to wipe away from the fa.cc 
of the land. 

All these are very strong reasons, Sir, for making it 
optional to the tenant to consider whether he shall go into 
the Court, or whether he shall not. I am bound also to 
give some other reasons. I have very great doubts indeed 
whether-if we were, by a compulsory law, to refer the 
ultimate regulation of every bargain relating to land 
to a Judicial Commission sitting in Court-any judicial 
authority you could create would not break down under 
the weight so imposed upon it. I believe that it would 
probably prove to be beyond its strength. Then I cannot 
help saying, though I hope it will not show that I am 
disloyal to the cause of reform in the Land Laws of 
Ireland, that there is no country in the world which, when 
her social relations come to permit of it, will derive more 
benefit th;:in Ireland from perfect freedom of contract in 
land. Unhappily she is not in a state to permit of it; but 
I will not abandon the hope that the period may arrive . 
.... fter all, what the Iris.hman wants-and I do not mean 
to say it is his fault that he has not got it-is the habit of 
self-government. (Cheers from the Home Rulers.) He 
wants that which the Scotchman has got ;-(cheers and 
laughter)-and I hope that by interpolating that objection 
I have sufficiently guarded myself against unwarranted 
deductions. But I say seriously that, though the creation 
of the Court may be, and I believe is, a right and a 
needful measure, yet you must not conceal from yourselves 
the fact, that it is one in the form of centralization, refer_ 
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ring to public authority what ought to be transacted by a 
private individual. That may be an infinitely smaller evil 
than some other evil you may have to contend with, and 
may be therefore a thing that you ought to embrace with 
all your heart under the circumstances ; but I confess to 
great doubts whether it is a thing which you ought to 
stereotype and stamp as far as you can with the seal of 
perpetuity. But, in any case, it ought not to be a one-sided ~~: t~og: 
Court. If a Court is to interfere, it must interfere for the one-side 

purpose of doing justice. Therefore, speaking generally, 
we cannot lay down the proposition that it is to interfere 
for the protection and advantage of the tenant alone. We 
cannot make those who sit on the seat of justice forsake 
justice, even with objects in view so high and so important 
as the objects of land reform in Ireland. Well, Sir, if that 
be so, the proper conclusion is that we should not force 
anyone into the Court. We should leave the access to it 
perfectly free; so regulated by public authority that the 
smallest tenant in Ireland may go into it ::is fearlessly as if 
he were the greatest. Another conclusion is that we should 
not by compulsion seek to insure the perpetuity of what 
is, after all, an abnormal system-its perpetuity under all 
circumstances, however much they may have changed from 
those which now prevail, and however closely they may 
approximate to the circumstances of other countries where 
the relations of landlord and tenant require no such means 
to be employed in order to their just and satisfactory 
regulation. vVe therefore propose that the entrance into 
the Court should be an optional entrance. 

And now I will proceed to give you, in words which I ~~~on 
hope will be perfectly clear, those propositions which the Bill . 

we justly consider the most vital and central portion of 
the Bill. Every tenant now existing in Ireland may call 
in the Court. The first purpose will be to find a "judicial 
rent;" that rent will be upon the basis of a fair rent; and 
we have thought it our duty to endeavour to grapple with 
the very difficult task-where none of the Commission show 
any particular readiness to deal with it-of giving to the 
Court some guidance in its efforts to arrive at a fair 
rent. The words themselves will be found in the Bill. 
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Possibly they may be open to amendment; but I may 
describe the principle of them as containing a referenrn· 
to a solvent tenant on the one s.ide, and n the other 
side a due regard to the Yalue of the tenant-right. vVhen: 
the Court has fixed the judicial rent, that judicial rent 
will carry with it a statutory term of I 5 years, during 
which there can be no change. Durino- that period 
there can be no eviction of the tenant without leave· 
of the tenant or the Court, except it be for breach of 
certain specified covenants, or for th e non-payment of 
rent. During that period there " ·ill be no power of 
resumption by the landlord, even " ·ith the leave of the 
Court, no matter " ·hat may have taken place as between 
the landlord and the tenant, or ho\\'e\·er grave the plea fo1-
resumpt!on may be. In regard to the more purely legal 
aspects of the Bill-the event of breach of covenants, or 
for non-payment of rent-the process which will be 
adopted will be more fully explained, as the Bill progresses, 
by my right hon. and learned friends the Attorney-General 
and the Solicitor-General for Ireland. The general idea is 
that there can only be a compulsory sale of the tenant
right in the case of a breach of the conditions of the 
tenant-right within the period to which I have referred ; 
and at the end of that period the tenant \vill, of course,. 
give up his holding. The tenant-ri o-ht may be sold, 
according to the provisions of the Bill, at any time within 
the period at the end of which, under the pre ent la\\·, 
the tenant would be finally turned out of his holding. 
The effect of our proposal will be that the tenant will 
have allowed to him for the sale of his holding all 
the time which, in the event of non-payment of 
rent, is allowed for the contingent resumption of his 
holding upon the discharge of all payments to be made 
him. At the close of the statutory term of I 5 years. 
application may be made for the renewal of this time, and 
that application may be made toties quoties until a certain 
contingency, \vhich I will presently describe, arises in the 
tenancy. When it is renewed the conditions as to eviction 
will remain the same ; but after the expiration of the next 
term of I 5 years the landlord may, " ·ith the approval of 
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the Court, and for certain strictly defined and sufficient 
reasons, resume possession. This right of resumption by 
the landlord will, when the holdings arc in Court, be subject 
entirely to the judgment of the Court, because we fully 
recognize the importance of clear definition in an Act of 
this kind ; but the cases \vhich we recognize as fulfilling the 
definition of reasonable and sufficient are these. They 
must be cases either referring to the good of the holding,. 
the good of the csta~c, or the benefit of the labourers in 
respect of their cottages, gardens, or allotments. The 
renewal of the judicial rent may take place, toties quoties, at 
the end of each of tht:se terms, as long as the tenancy con
tinues to be wh;it in the Bill we define as "a present 
tenanc,y." I wish to draw the particular attention of the 
House to these terms, because, as we intend, a present 
tenancy docs not cease to be a present tenancy simply on 
the change of the tenant: the only modes in which it can 
pas. from a present to a future tenancy arc these. If there be a 
breech of covenant, and upon that an eviction, the land 
pa sing back to the landlord, then a new tenancy arises_ 
If there be reasonable cause for resumption by the landlord,. 
a new tenancy arises. 

vVe have also, under the Bill, reserved to the landlord Lanc11on1 

what is called a right of pre-emption in case the tenant ~~~ht 
wishes to sell his tenant-right. Not that the landlord can ~~~~ 
<:omp ~::l the tenant to do so; but if the tenant wishes to sell 
his tenant-right the landlord may, under the authority of 
the Court, apply for it and purchase it. If the landlord 
does not, the tenant becomes again the possessor of the 
holding. But we provide that his becoming the possessor. 
of the holding shall not constitute any further tenancy 
within the I 5 years after the passing of the Act. There-
fore there will be no future tenancy created this way 
within the first I 5 years after the passing of the Act. Io 
cases where what is called the "English system" pi-evails 
or, as we define it, where the holding has been maintained 
and improved by t~-1e landlord, we have thought that 
justice demands that the landlord should not be brought 
into a new and exceptional state of things which really has 
no application to the relation which subsists between him 
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and the tenant. We have left a large power of equity 
between the landlords and their tenants; but I must 
make an explanation to the House on this point with 
reference to the action of the Court, because it is one 
of great practical importance. A very lively and just 

Pending susceptibility has been shown by Representatives from 
~~;t~gii. Ireland as to the effect of the Act in cases where pro

ceedings with a view to eviction have been commenced ; 
and it has been said that if you take the cases of excessive 
rent which the tenant has been unable to pay, it would be 
extremely hard that such a tenant shoul:i be deprived of 
the benefit which this Act proposes to confer on tenants as 
a class. What we propose, therefore, is substantially that 
where the process has been completed, and the redemption 
period has expired, there should be no interference, but 
where the proceeding is pending, where it has been com
menceJ, we provide that the application of any tenant in 
Ireland, who is under this process, to the Court on the first 
day of its sitting shall have the same right as if it were 
made on the first day of tLe pass ing cf the Act. The 
effect of that will be virtually to stay the proceedings to 
this extent-that it will ci.llow a tenant to go before the 
Court and obtain the fixing of the judicial rent, and he will 
thus obtain a tenant-right, whether fixed or not, of which he 
will not lose the benefit on account of any proceedings 
taken before the passing of the Act. 

I think, Sir, that is a tolerably fair account of the main 
provisions relating to the action of the Court, with the 
exception of what I shall call the "judicial lease," which 
I shall explain by-and-by. It is more important that I 
should next submit to the House the case of what, in the 

¥~~~s. Bill, we call "ordinary tenancies;" because, as I have said, 
we do not think it desirable to make a complete holocaust 
of free contract in Ireland, but to allow those who are 
satisfied with the present system to remain under it. We 
do not, therefore, deal with ordinary tenancies held by 
those who have no wish to avail themselves of the altered 
circumstances. 

I will now describe the changes made in their case quite 
irrespective of any application to the Court. The ordinary 
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tenant will, like the tenant under the Court, be invested 
from the passing of the Act with the right of assignment. 
He will be able to sell his tenant-right. Of course, the 
landlord will have the right to refuse the purchaser to 
whom the tenant wishes to assign his right; but only upon 
reasonable grounds ; and in defining and determining these 
reasonable grounds we have endeavoured to follow, as well 
as we could, the practice that now prevails in Ulster, and 
which is hardened into a sort of inflexible and recognized 
rule. The landlord, when the tenant desires to quit, will 
have the right of pre-emption of the tenant-right 
at a rate fixed, but not by himself. He may buy 
in the open market, or he may apply to the Court to have 
the price fixed by the Court. When the price of the tenant
right is fixed by the Court, in all cases where the holding 
has been improved by outlay on the part of the landlord 
the amount of such improvement may be treated as a set
off against the tenant-right, provided the landlord has never 
been remunerated by the rent paid or otherwise. I need 
not say that the landlord's claim will, according to the 
universal practice in Ireland, be satisfied out of the purchase 
money. Ordinary annual tenancies may be bequeathed ; 
but they must be bequeathed to one person only. Of course 
the House will, I imagine, readily understand the object of 
that provision. 

I now come to an important point of the Bill which Increase 

refers to cases in which landlords propose frequent increases Rents . 

of rent. In cases of that kind the landlord may propose 
to the ten2.nt an increase of rent; and if the tenant accepts 
the increase the statutory term ensues, and the rent cannot 
again be increased for I 5 years. That is to amend one of 
the flaws of the Land Act under which unduly increased 
rents have been placed on the shoulders of tenants. But 
if the tenant refuse an increase of rent he may choose 
between three alternatives : he may sell his tenant-
right; in which case the increased rent demanded will 
serve to diminish the price he will receive for it. But in 
cases where it is shown to the satisfaction of the Court 
that the rent was below a fair rent, the landlord shall be 
entitled to plead that fact as a set-off against any claims 
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of the tenant in respect of the increase; and the Court 
may dispose of any part, or even the whole of that increase. 
vVe have introduced a provi ion of this nature into the Bill, 
the effect of which may be stated as follows. If the 
landlord desires to raise the rent, he \\ill be able to do 
so, presuming that the tenant will agree to pay rather than 
leave the holding. If, on the other hand, the landlord. 
docs not desire to keep the tradition of his property, but 
wishes to keep tl:e rents below a value corresponding to· 
the idea of a fair rent, he shall not be liable to have that 
eaten up by its going to increase the tenant-right; but 
when the tenant-right is claimed, he may establish the fact 
that the rent is below a fair rent, and have the difference 
set off against the claims for tenant-right. So much for 
the tenant's first option; he may sell his tenant-right and 
ask the landlord ten times the increase. His second option 
is that he may fall back upon compensation for disturbance 
and compensation for improvements. The third option 
he may exercise is that he may, upon demand for ani 
increased rent, exercise his right to go into Court and 
demand the fixing of a judicial rent. If he accepts thc
increase in the rent, he obtains, ipso facto, what we call a 
statutory term of I 5 years. If he exercises his option in 
favour of taking compensation for disturbance, then comes 
the change we propose to make. We propose to keep the 
scale of compensation for disturbance, but to raise the rate· 
with regard to large holdings. I had better perhaps read 
to the House the scale as it will now stand. First of a!l,. 
we strike out all valuation in regard to compensation for 
disturbance, and we propose that compensation for distur-
bance shall be regulated entirely by the amount of rent_ 
If the rent is under £30, the compensation that may be 
given for disturbance shall never exceed seven years' rent ;: 
if under £ 50, five years' rent; if under £ 100, four years>· 
rent; and if over £wo, three years' rent. The scale at 
present is that, if the rent is over £100, only one year's 
rent is to be given. and if under £rn, seven years' rent_ 
That is the condition in which we propose to leave such of 
the tenants of Ireland as do not desire to invoke the pro
tection of the Court. 
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There arc other provisions of the Bill to \\'hich I will 
now very briefly call the attention of the Ho11sc. 

I have said nothing a yet about the Ulster custom; ~:t~:er 
and on that subject a lively interest is felt by many hon. 
Members from Irc1and. The general principle of our Bill 
as rcs-ards the Ul tcr cus~om is this. The Ulster tenant 
may, if he please, remain under the cus~om as he is 
no\\'; but if he remains in that position, as regards the 
sale of the tenant-right and other particulars he shall 
have the protection of the general provisions of the Bill 
for controlling augmentations of rent. \Ve arc convinced 
by the evidence that there i., whether extensively or 
occasionally, ~ very manifest conviction that the Ulster 
custom, if it :s to endure, must have . omc protection; and 
it is desirable that if the Ulster tenant wishes to go into the 

ourt he should be allowed to do so. If he accepts the 
increased rent, he obtains the term of I 5 years, during 
which he will hear nothin0· more of increased rent. So 
much if he remains under the custom; but if he chooses 
to pass from under the cu. tom and fall back upon the 
~1cncral pro\·isions of the Bill, and go into Court like 
anyone else, he is at I iberty to do so. ~pcahng generally, 
we have thou;;ht it no part of our duty to i nterferc 
with current lc:i.. cs in Ireland. But as to leases in Ulster, 
we believe their ca e to be peculiar, and we provide that 
the Ulster tenant, now under lease, may claim compen
sation, as it has been provided under the claus s of the 
Land Act, with the modification now introduced when 
the lease expires. I think that i all I need say about 
the -particular case of the Ulster tenant. 

'vVe have endeavoured to amend the law ,,·ith regard to Amend-
. .c • A l l . ment in compensation ior improvements. t present t 1c aw 1s de- the law as . 

.c . b . l I . h 1 . d 1 tocompen-JCCt1ve ecausc 1t c ca s wit t 1e quc t1on un er t 1c phrase sationfor 
" • er d b h h. d improve-1 m prove men ts euecte y t c tenant or 1s pre ecessor ments. 

in title;" and a technical difficulty, with regard to a 
breaking tenancy, has had t!1e effect, in many judgmen~s 
delivered in Ireland, of depriving tenants of the title of 
their predecessors as to compensation for improvements. 
We have therefore endeavoured to make an effectual 
amendment of the law on that point, so as to give the 
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tenant compensation for the improvements effected by his 
predecessor in title, and for which he has had to pay. 

Judicial Now comes the question of the leases in Ireland. vVe 
Leases. 

have provided in the Land Act of I 870 that a lease for 37 
years should exempt the landlord from the provisions of the 
Act. But it has been stated that the feeble position of the 
tenant has been taken advantage of in some cases-though 
probably not in many-so far as almost to compel his 
acceptance of a lease, at a high rent, and on harsh terms, 
and with no remaining status at the end of the lease. 
Now what we propose is this: that any lease which is to 
exempt from the provisions of the Act must be a judicial 
lease prepared or approved of by the Court; and we have 
made it the special business of the Court, in preparing and 
approving the provisions of a lease, to consider the interests 
of the tenant and the valuation of his tenancy. So that I 
hope we have made a sufficient provision as to the terms 
of the lease. With regard to the provision as to the expiry 
of the lease, the tenant will be in the position of a " foture 
tenant "-that is to say, he will not have the power of going 
into the Court and of getting a judicial rent fixed; and 
the landlord may, if he please, raise his rent at the end of 
the lease. But in all other respects the tenant will be an 
annual tenant, and will have power to sell his tenant-right. 

~~~cies. There is a plan which it is said some of the landlords 
in Ireland are disposed to adopt and some of the tenants 
are disposed to favour, under which there is to be what is 
called a fixed tenancy-that is to say, a tenancy where the 
holding continues, subject either to a perpetual fee-farm 
rent, without any variation, or a perpetual fee-farm rent 
with a re-valuation by the Court at fixed periods, and 
where all power of resumption by the landlord from any 
cause, however great and under whatever authority, is 
taken away. vVe think that to make a compulsory law 
of that nature would be to destroy the character of 
proprietor in the landlord in its essence and in its centre· 
and I do not require now to enter into the many grave 
arguments, perfectly distinct from the landlord's interest 
and right and including that interest and right, against 
such a proposition. Our proposal is that, in the case of 
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these fixed tenancies, the Court should undertake the 
burden, wherever the landlord and tenant are agreed, of 
applying these provisions. We have provided, generally 
speaking, that there can be no power to contract out of the 
terms of the Act; and yet it does appear strange to i 1nposc 
a limitation of that kind upon what may fairly be called 
large holdings. We cannot here adopt the rule of rent, be
cause the power to contract or not to contract out of the Act 
might vary with the variation of rent in a manner almo:'.t 
ridicu ous. The valuation is more paramount; and we Power to 

contra.ct 
therefore propose that there should be a power to contract out of the 

out of the Act in cases were the valuation amounts to £I 50 Act. 

and upwards-that is to say, speaking generally, that this 
power of contracting out of the Act shall only apply in the 
case of holdings of a value of over £zoo a-year. We have 
also a clause substituting arbitration for a decree of the 
Court ; and I think that the only other point I need make 
clear to the House is the nature of the present tenancy. We 
are desirous to obviate any such supposition as that the 
present tenancy means anything but a tenancy in the hands 
of the present owner. We say that, if there is no breach 
in the conditions, it is capable of bearing a continuing 
interest-in fact, it is capable of passing on from genera-
tion to generation, unless the landlord exercises the power 
of re umption under the sanction and control of the public 
<\uthorities. 

After this long enumeration I must still detain you for ~~~ces. 
a very short time while I say a word or two with regard to 
the second and far less complex part of this Bill, in ·which 
at the present time the liveliest interest is felt. I mean 
the portion which I have described under the general phrase 
of the group of provisions requiring public advances. I 
would just take this opportunity, as making these public ~i~i::~nhe 
advances will constitute a very large part of the duties of Court. 

the Court, of stating what we propose as to the constitution 
of the Court. That which will be, in one point of 
view, a Court, will be, in another point of view, a 
Land Commission. As a Court it will be charged with the 
final authority over the decisions of all land cases, and it 
will be the business of the Court so considered to lay down 
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·ules for the guidance of the Civil Bills Courts, which will 
really be the Courts of First Instance in all land cases. \Ve 
did not think, upon the whole, that it would be wise to 
dispense altogether with the advantage to be derived from 
the great experience which the Judges of the Civil Bills 
Courts have acquired. It would have been very difficult 
to provide a new agency such as would absolutely 
justify us in removing the present powers altog2ther 
from the field. But we have endeavoured, in the· first 
place, to make provision for calling- in the aid of 
valuers where needed, and rendering that aid 
cff(!ctive; and, in the second place, fo1: their being subject 
to the rules of the Land Commission, so as to secure 
cffi::iency and uniformity in the administration of a very 
important law. The Land Commission will thus be the 
Court of Appeal, and will be the master, in what relates to 
land, of the tribunals below. It will consist of three 
persons, one of whom must al ways be a Judge or an 
ex-Judge of the Supreme Court. Its proper scat \\·ill be 
in Dublin. But, inasmuch as its operations may extend, 
especially in cases of public advances in connection with 
land, b~yond the power of one set of Commissioners to 
deal with, we have invested it with the power not only of 
appointing Assistant Commissioners and other officers, 
but, if necessary, of appointing Sub-Commissioners to sit 
in the several Provinces of Ireland, and to conduct their 
functions under the control of the central Commission. 

So much for the constitution of the Court, which will 
be charged with this double group of functions, each of 
which I think exceedingly important. 

~~;i;_ Now I come to describe, and I need only describe briefly 
and rapidly, the important subjects which connect them
selves with public ad\'ances. Do not let it be supposed 
that public advances ar~ things unknown to Ireland. On 
the contrary, we find that as regards agricultural improve
ments, so far as the definition of the purposes goes for 
which advances may be made, it is, I believe, absolute!_ 
beyond the wit of man to enlarge them; and the change 
which we propose to make in the law is not in regard to 
the purposes of agricultural improvements, but in regard to 
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;the agency through which they will be carried on. The Acqui~!
t1on or 

first and most important point is that which r.::Jates to the land by 
. . . f 1 d b h I · 11 d. l tenant .acqms1t10n o an y t e tenant. w1 not iscuss t 1at 

.interesting question at present. I will only say that, econo
mically, I quite admit it is open to a grrnt diversity of 
·view. It has in some cases been eminently successful. In 
Ire:and you have many owners of land who have shown a 

:faculty, which we cannot but admire, for it is nowhere ex
-celled,of extracting the means of subsistence and the means 
·of pro perity from very small holdings or spaces of ground . 
On the other hand, it must be admitted that, from whatever 

.cause, small virtual proprietorships, under the name of per
petuity leases, have not been happily distinguished in the 

·past hi tory of Ireland. But I decline to enter into the 
·economical part of the subject. \!Vhat we desire, and what 
my right hon. friend the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster, the original author of the suggestion, desires, 
is the poLtical and social advantage of the people. We 
feel the great nece sity there is of a serious effort on the 
part of Parliament to enlarge the circle of proprietors of 
land in Ireland, and to insist upon a more considerable 
portion of the community being in that body which 
j)Ossesses the trad itions associated and connected with the 
-ownership of land. 

Now our provisions in regard to the acquisition of land Of two 

·by tenants are of two kinds. In the first place they are r,nds. 

·these : to assist tenants with money for the purchase of 
their holdings, without any further intervention by the 
Commission, where th~ tenant is able to buy and the land-
lord is willing to sell. I must say, on this point, that there 
are questions with regard to some Public Bodies in Ireland 
-possibly some of the Companies in the North of Ireland
which may be opened up in the discussion on this Bill, but 
upon which I at present sedulously refrain from giving my 

·opinion. I do not wish to complicate this discussion with 
that matter. But a tenant can be assisted and fortified in 
the independent purchase of his holding, and where it 
would be fair to enable him to do it we arc disposed to 
give every aid we can; and this, whether he purchases 

.absolutely, or whether he purchases with th(! payment of a 
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fine and the retention of a fee-farm rent on the land. But 
then what is more important is this-that the Commission 
is · not only to assist the tenant in the purchase 
of his holding, but it is itself to become on reasonable 
terms the purchaser from willing landlords of their estates 
in order to re-sell those estates. Perhaps I ought, on 
this point, to say, without further delay, that a most 
important and difficult question here arises. We shall 

rerms on authorize the Commission, if the Bill be approved, to 
re:ts purchase where the proportion of the tenants, amounting 
~cJi~;o to three-fourths in number and value, is ready to re
~~i~e purchase, and to advance to these purchasing tenants 
State aid. three-fourths of the whole price. And here arises a very 

important question: Are these tenants to be allowed to 
borrow the remaining fourth? Well, we came to the conclu
sion that, upon the whole, they ought to be allowed to do 
so; and one reason which I think is conclusive in favour 
of that liberal arrangement is this-that already under the 
Bill, apart from any purchase of the soil, they will have 
the tenant-right. Having the tenant-right, they will have 
something upon which they can borrow. When they 
purchase, the tenant-right will merge in the fee; and it will 
be extremely hard upon them, when they have become not 
only possessed of the tenant-right but are absolutely part 
owners of the soil, that when they have become the actual 
owners of a piece of land they should lose the power of 
borrowing which they possessed before. We propose that 
those purchases shall be entirely relieved from the difficulty 
as to the legal expenses of the purchase. We shall charge 
them a lump sum, and that lump sum will cover the law 
conveyance and every other charge. It will be so calculated 
as to do no more than fairly remunerate the State for the 
cost and labour involved in conducting the private business 
of individuals. 

tle of There is yet a further and not less important boon 
~;ers to which we propose to confer. Of course we are obliged to 
ief.laran-provide that while the holding aontinues subject to a 

charge it should not be sub-let or sub-divided. When it 
ceases to become subject to a charge the owner will become 
absolute master and landlord. But the boon to which I 



On the Irish Land Bill. 33 

refer is this: we mean to guarantee the title of these 
purchasers. Now that is a provision of great importance; 
for, if you recollect, the Commissioners will not have a 
Parliamentary title themselves, but they will have a power 
of investigation, and they will be able, in the enormous 
majority of cases-almost in every case-to attain to a 
moral certainty. That which they will surrender, that 
which they will endanger, by giving this perfectness of 
title will be something very small; that which they will 
confer on the tenant purch-aser will be something very 
great and essential. 

This is a brief account, a rude outline, of what we pro
pose with regard to the provisions for the acquisition of 
land by tenants. So far as the rules of action are con
cerned, with regard to agricultural improvements, I have 
already stated that nothing can be more liberal or compre
hensive than the definition of the purposes for which the 
State is authorized to advance, and desires to make 
advances, both to owners and tenants-including leases
wherever they have an interest sufficient to constitute in 
any degree a basis of public security ; and to show that I 
am not misleading the House in making this statement, I 
may observe that since the Famine the sum advanced in 
Ireland for the whole group of purposes of this kind 
appears to be not less than £17,500,000. The change we 

1 · h · h · h d Loans also ma {e 1s t 1s : we propose to aut onze t e a vances, not to com-

d b l 'k . panies for only to owners an to tenants, ut i ew1se to solvent reclama. 
· C · b r d r h f tion of companies. ompames may e 1orme 1or t e purpose o land, &c. 

the reclamation of land, for planting, or for other agricul-
tural improvements; and the condition which we propose 
to require is this-that our advances shall not be greater 
than one-half the sums which the companies themselves 
have procured and laid out, except in the case where they 
obtain the cover of a baronial guarantee; and then the 
sums we can advance, instead of being limited to one-half, 
may amount to as much as two-thirds. 

There is another subject which cannot be omitted; but it Et
1
migra-on. 

is one of delicacy as well as of importance. I mean the 
subject of emigration. It is impossible for the Government 
to pass it by; but at the same time they are of opinion 
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that it is a matter in which there must be great caution. 
There must be great caution in dealing with anything like 
what I may call sporadic emigration; but there may be well 
regulated emigration-emigration of communities, carrying 
with them their local organization and traditions
which may possibly be carried on to the great advan
tage of all parties and to the individuals themselves. 
Keeping that in view, we include emigration amongst 
the purposes for which public advances may be made. 
This matter will not be, like advances for public 
works and so forth, under the control of the ordinary 
machinery of the Government; subject to the consent of 
the Treasury, it will be under the Land Commission, which 
may make advances for this purpose either, in the first 
place, to Colonial Governments·-and in the case of Canada 
we include not only the Dominion but also the Provincial 
Legislatures-and, in the second place, to Companies. 

Prudential So much for the purposes of the advances that we 
~~i~t propose Parliament shall undertake in general terms to 
M~ • 
amol;lnt of make. It may perhaps be asked what 1s the amount up 
~~~~ces. to which these advances may be made? Well, Sir, we 

have much considered the matter, and we have thought it 
our duty not to place any other limit than prudential rule 
on the amount which Parliament may think it right from 
year to year to give. Let us take care not to charge the 
State with duties which it cannot perform. Let us take 
care that when we make advances they are covered by 
reasonable security. Let us take care that we do not 
tempt others into foolish measures. But, adopting all the 
rules of prudence, we should not like to say that either 
£5,000,000 or £10,000,000, or any other number of millions, 
was the absolute limit which could in no case be passed. 
And there is another reason for this course, which is 
complimentary to my right hon. friend opposite, 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer. I think 
it was in his time that full recognition was given to the 
principle that these advances of public money, though they 
are against assets, and are upon security, ought to be kept 
under the control of Parliament precisely like public 
expenditure. I think it was my right hon. predecessor 
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who first gave full effect to that principle, and established 
that good and excellent system under which the annual 
prospective wants of the State for all these purposes are 
now confided in the Treasury, and a Bill is brought down 
to Parliament asking it for whatever sum is shown to be 
necessary. I should have been sorry to infringe on any 
good law or measure which I found was due to the fore
thought and care of my predecessor; and in this case I 
think the principles of Parliamentary control are in happy 
coincidence with our general purposes. I do not hesitate 
to say, on the part of the Government, that in our opinion 
the system of advances for the several purposes I have 
described ought to be tested by its working. vVe ought 
to be very slow indeed to fix a merely pecuniary limit so 
long as the bounds of prudence are respected, the essential 
conditions are fulfilled, and while we find the people of 
Ireland able and willing to avail themselves of the 
provisions of this Bill. 

I think I have now gone through the most important summary 
. . f l . I r 1 h I h 1 d h of the Bill. prov1s10ns o t 11s measure. 1ee t at ave e t e 

House through a wilderness of detail through which I do 
not know whether I can supply them with a clue; but I 
will, in a very fe\v words, try to sum up the effect of what I 
have said. I ought, perhaps, to have stated before that as 
to the descriptions of tenancies in Ireland to which this 
Act applies , they are substantially the same as thos con
templated by the Land Act of 1870. Therefore, when I 
speak of tenancies in Ireland, I mean ~uch tenancies as 
come under the Act of 1870. We propose to set up, on 
the one hand, a system of limited and regulated freedom 
of contract between landlord and tenant. But, in con
sideration of the circumstances of Ireland, we propose that 
the tenant shall, notwithstanding, be fortified by certain 
provisions of the law as to his . right of sale and as to 
guarantees against arbitrary increase of rent. On the 
other hand, we offer free entrance into Court for the 
settlement of all questions which may arise between 
the parties, so that no matter relating either to 
tenure, or to assignment of land, or to rent, can 
escape the supervision of the public authority-the Comt-
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if the present tenant desires it. The Court must act on 
general principles of justice; and if the improved general 
law keep a tenant out of Court, it will do so because he 
thinks it his interest to remain out of Court. I fully 
admit that in the case of any country in which the 
agricultural relations were established on a tolerably good 
and happy footing, it would be an extremely sorry offe:- to 
make, either to a landlord or a tenant, to tell him that he 
might have the privilege of going into a Court of J us~ice 

for the purpose of making his bargain. Still, in the 
peculiar state of affairs in Ireiand, it is what we delibera~ely 
and advisedly propose to do. vVe have accordingly made 
the entrance into Court an essential part of the Bill ; 
indeed it is the very core and centre of the measure we 
now submit. 

On the morning that this Bill passes every landlord 
and tenant will be subject to certain new provisions of the 
law of great importance. In the first place, an increase of 
rent will be restrained by certain rules. In the second 
place, the compensation for disturbance will be regulated 
according to different rates. And, in the third place
more important probably than any-the right to sell the 
tenant's interest will be universally established. These are 
some of the means outside the Court which we propose ; 
but there will also remain to the tenant the full power of 
going to the Court to fix a judicial rent, which may be 
followed by judicial tenant-right. The judicial rent will 
entail a statutory term of r 5 years, the renewal of it totz'es 
quoties to be provided so long as the present tenancy exists, 
and the present tenancy not to be determined by the mere 
change of tenants. Evictions will hereafter, we trust, be 
only for default; and resumption by the landlord, apart 
from the default of the tenant, will disappear from Ireland, 
except it be from causes both reasonable and grave, and 
such as may be brought into question before the Court. 

We are sometimes told that it is a hopeless business to 
Legisla- 1 · 1 r I 1 d I f 1 · · tion for eg1s ate ior re an . am not o t 1at opm1on. Let us 
Ireland 'd h h h d . p l' . . not hope- cons1 er w at as appene m ar 1ament m our time. 
less. For half a century, and half a century alone, Parliament 

has been intermittently-but still, on the whole, not without 
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resolution, and not without good intention-engaged in the tfc~~~1 to 

attempt of applying to Ireland better, larger, and more 
liberal systems of policy and legislation. And what has 
happened in Ireland in that time? No country has 
reaped larger benefits from the great transition between 
Protection and Free Trade-benefits absolutely unmixed, 
for the price of everything that Ireland produced was raised. 
In England the tenant farmer had to face a decrease in the 
price of his principal commodity, on which he had always 
mainly and unduly relied for the payment of his rent-namely, 
his wheat. But Ireland is a country which imported more 
wheat than was grown. The benefit to her accordingly, in 
that respect, has been unmixed, and from other causes it 
has been abundant. Look at the improved condition of 
the people. What old man is there in Ireland now who 
can compare unfavourably the condition of the people at 
present in every part of Ireland with what it was half a 
century ago? or who can overlook the great transformation 
that has taken place in the country without thanking God 
for what has occurred ? Look at the increase of wages; to 
say that they have doubled in many cases would be saying 
what is very far within the mark. Look at the diminution 
of crime. The homicides of Ireland have shrunk to a mere 
fraction of what, within my recollection, they habitually 
were. The small holdings-the very knot of the difficulty, 
not yet overcome-have, after all, kept on a steady progress 
of diminution. In l 8 5 l they were 280,000; in l 86 l they 
were 269,000 (Ironical cheers.) I am now speaking of hold-
ings under l 5 acres, and I believe they are a source of great 
difficulty in Ireland. I have no aversion to small holdings. 
In England I delight to see them. I may say I abhor the 
system which has prevailed in Ireland-the system of what 
is called the wholesale consolidation of farms. Still I have 
no doubt that the diminution of small holdings in Ireland 
is a sign of the progress of the country. In l 8 5 l, as I have 
said, there were 280,000; in 1861 they were 269,000; in 
l87I they were 246,000; and in 1879 they were 227,000. 

That cannot be said to be a violent diminution ; nor can I 
wish to see a diminution in any respect resembling that 
which succeeded the Famine. That which has taken place 
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seems to me to be a diminution under the influence of 
gentler and more natural causes ; and if by those causes the 
diminution can be c8.rried further, especially in a few dis
tricts of the country, I have no doubt-in fact, it is proved 
in evidence-that it will be greatly for the advantage of 
the people of Ireland. On the other hand, holdings above 
I 5 acres have increased considerably in number. In I 8 5 r 
they were I 49,000 ; in I 8 79 they were I 7 I ,ooo. 

And here, Sir, there is another statement which I wish 
to notice, although it comes from a source not particularly 
sympathetic or gentle towards me. Indeed the pamphlet 
from which I quote rather violently denounces the Land 
Act of 1870, for which I am greatly responsible. It is a 
pamphlet which is called Facts and Figures, published by 
the Land Committee of Ireland, and I assume nothing on 
its behalf except its good faith and the competency of the 
people who wrote it. 

Now here are some very interesting facts on which I 
cannot but think reliance may be placed ; and if they be 
facts, they will tend to correct a mischievous misappre
hension that has gone abroad, to the eftect that changes 
and raisings of rent have become more frequent during late 
years in Ireland, at least as far as the larger estates are 
concerned. For these facts and figures, and the operations 
of the Land Committee, do not profess to have a great 
deal to do with, or to speak for, the smaller estates. What 
they state is this. They give an account of 4,703,000 
acres of land in Ireland, which makes an area so large that 
we cannot suppose it not to be representative of a large 
proportion of the entire country. From page 19 of the 
pamphlet from which I quote, you will find the following 
figures :-In the IO years between r 8 50 and I 860 the rents 
were changed, that is to say raised, for that is evidently the 
meaning of it, on 1,5 I 5,000 acres. In the IO years between 
1860 and 1870 the rents were raised on 868,ooo. And in 
the IO years between 1870 and 1880, that is, during the 
period since the Land Act was passed, the rents were only 
raised on 326,000 acres, or less than one-fourth of the 
acreage on which the rents had been raised in the decade 
of 20 years before. 
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Take next the case of evictions, which is the last test I 
will apply, to show that we have some reason to think that 
the labour of Parliament has not been altogether wasted 
in Ireland. I take the l 5 years from l 8 54 to l 868, and I 
compare them with the eight years since the Land Act of 
1870, and before the unhappy seasons of 1878 and l 879. 
In these l 5 years, ending in l 868, the maximum number 
of evictions was 1,825; the minimum was 459, and the 
average 932. In the eight years between the Land Act 
and 1878 the maximum number of evictions had fallen 
from 1,825 to 592, the minimum number from 459 to 368, 
and the average number from 932 to 467, or exactly one
half. 

Those figures are a great encouragement to us. There C1onclu-s on. 
may be other facts, Sir, which are disheartening enough; 
but those which I have quoted are such as ought to teach 
us neither to despair nor even to despond. And there is a 
higher and a nobler encouragement still than this, and one 
to be enjoyed by all men who have faith in certain princi
ples of action. It is said that our legislation has failed in 
Ireland. I do not admit failure. I admit the success to be 
incomplete. I am now asked how it is to be made com
plete. I say by patient perseverance in well-doing; by 
steady adherence to the work of justice. We shall then not 
depend upon the results of the moment. It will not be 
what to-day may say or what to-morrow may say; it will be 
rather what fruits we shall reap in the long future of a 
nation's existence. In dealing with that we proceed upon 
a reckoning which cannot fail. Justice, Sir, is to be our 
guide. And, as it has been said that love is stronger than 
death, even so justice is stronger than popular excitement, 
stronger than the passions of the moment, stronger· even 
than the grudges, the resentments, and the sad traditions 
of the past. Walking in that path we cannot err. Guided 
by that light-that Divine light-we are safe. Every 
step that we take upon our road is a step that brings us 
nearer to the goal, and every obstacle, even although for 
the moment it may seem insurmountable, can only for a 
little while retard, and never can defeat, the final triumph. 
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CONSERVATIVE BANQUET AT WOODSTOCK. 

The inaugutal banquet of the Woodstock Conservative Association· 
was held on Tuesday, November 30th, at Woodstock, in a temporar 
structure erected close to the gate of Blenheim-park; Lori. 
Handolph Churchill, M.P., chairman of the new association, presided. 
Among the guests were the Marquis of Salisbury, the Earl of .T ersey, 
Lord Valentia, Lord Wimborne, Lord W. Nevill, Mr. E. Gibson,. 
M.P., Sir H. D. Wolff, M.P., Mr. A. Balfour, M.P., Mr. Gorst, M.P., 
Mr. Chaplin, M.P., Colonel Harcourt, M.P., Colonel North, M.P.,. 
Sir G. Bowyer, Sir M. White Ridley, M.P., and Mr. Albeit 
Brassey. 

After the usual loyal toasts, 
Lord RANDOLPH CHURCHILL, IvI.P., said,-lt is now my pleasing 

duty to propose to you a toast which embodies all that we are me~ 
to celebrate and aspire to. We can look back with satisfaction on 
former Conservative triumphs ; we may learn a useful lesson from 
i•ecent Conservative reverses ; but we pledge ourselves in drinking 
this toast to leave no stone unturned, individually and collectively, 
to regain for the Conservative party the confidence of the country 
and the control of public affairs. I need not now expatiate on the 
disasters of the late election, nor on the brief, but sufficient expe
rience which we have since enjoyed of the blessings of Radical 
Government. We have present public men of great eminence who 
will, no doubt, do justice to these questions. I have heard it 
remarked in various societies, I have seen it insisted on in the Press, 
and I have noticed that it has been urged by men of the highest 
respectability, that it is of vital importance that the Conservative 
party should be united ; and I do not think it would be possible for 
the wisest man upon this earth to make a wiser remark. (Cheers.} 
It is for the purpose . of promoting that ~nity in this locality 
that this association, whose inaugural festival we celebrate 
to-night, has been ·founded and will be maintained; but there 
is a little danger in _relying too much on mere phrases, and I 
would venture to point out that there are two kinds of unity 
-the one negative, so to speak, the other positive. The 
former is specious and plausible in appearance, but it resembles 
rather the unity of spectators at a theatre-it will leave you 
pretty well where you are, and you will be forgotten in the 

1 march of time and left behind in the progress of events. The 
positive unity, however, which is essential to our fortunes, is a unity 
of unhesitating purpose, a unity of determined action, a unity of 
unswerving courage, and, above all, a unity of unfaltering faith in 
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those great principles on which the Tory Party has been founded 
an.d by which it must stand or fall. We are highly favoured this 
evening by the presence of a great statesman, whose reputation has 
spread far beyond the limits of this country, and whose name is 
honoured in the Courts and Parliaments of Christendom. There 
are many large towns in England in which are many thousands 
of good and true Conservatives who will greatly envy the privilAge · 
which Woodstock possesses to-night, but I am sure that the Mar
quis of Salisbury will have no doubt of our deep appreciation of the 
honour he has done us. The Tory Party has had great leaders in 
the past ; it bas in Lord Beaconsfield a great leader now ; but we 
may reflect with unqualified satisfaction that as long as the Tory 
Party has the good fortune to be swayed by the counsels of the noble 
marquis who is our guest to-night, our principles will be impressed 
u on the mind of the country with all that ability and high genius 
wh ich have made him so renowned, and that in the momentous · 
str uggles which are at hand he will inspire our party. with that 
p()sitive unity by which alone triumphant victory can be secured. 
( C!heers.) I ask you to drink " Success to the Conservative Cause 
an.d Prosperity and Permanence to this Association," and to testify 
by your enthusiasm a great welcome to Lord Salisbury, whose name 
I couple with this toast, with gratitude to him for his presence here 
to-night. (Loud cheers.) 

The MARQUIS of SALISBURY, who on rising to i·espond was greeted 
w·th enthusiastic cheers, said,-My Lords, Ladies, and Gentlemen, 
-I acknowledge with sincere gratitude the kind reception which 
you have given to the toast which has just been proposed, and 
also to the :flattering manner in which my noble friend has connected 
my name with it. We meet undoubtedly in circumstances less 
prosperous than those which have surrounded us for many a year, 
ba t I feel sure that this meeting will ?ee in that condition only an 
incentive to more perfect union and more energetic action. (Cheers.} 
Such an assemblage as this, gathered, as it necessarily must be, from 
some little distance, is no slight testimony to the enthusiasm which 
the Conservative cause still inspires in this portion of England at. 
least, and I may, perhaps, be permitted to congratulate myself that 
among those who have contributed to this overflowing audience there 
are some who represent the strong Conservative opinions of the neigh
bCDuring University, and from whose numbers and from the numbers· 
of the acade::nical generation to which they belong we well know 
th.at the future leaders of the State, at a time when many who 
now address you have passed away, must necessarily be chosen .. 
(Hear, hear.) We ai·e no doubt a party which, as my noble friend 
expressed it, depends more for its efficiency upon positive than upon 
negative principles of union. We are accustomed not merely to
applaud abstract sentiments, but to act heartily together; and even 
during the short Session which has passed away since the election· 
wliich placed the Conservative Party in a minority, that Party which,, 
under the sagacious guidance of Sir Stafford Northcote (cheers), 
repi·esents Co11servative principles in the Rouse of Commons has. 
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shown itself to be an act1ve, an energetic, and a thoroughly unitel 
party. Those whom I now address, mainly consisting of the cor
stituents of the ancient borough of Woodstock, will feel no sliglt 
satisfaction in reflecting that there was no member who contribute! 
to the manly attitude of the Conservative Party by his ability, hs 
energy, and his resource so much as my noble friend in the chai, 
the member for Woodstock. (Cheers.) But it is necessary, net 
only that members of Parliament should act, but that their co1-
stituents, at election times and out of election times, should lB 
ready to support and encourage them. We live in times whic.i 
admit of no political inaction, and hardly of a political truct . . 
In foreign affairs, perhaps, the sky looks a little brighter than t 
did. Lord Granville, indeed, the other night assured us thtt 
he himself was in a state of radiance (laughter), and he wm 
radiant over the very great achievement which the Liberti 
Government had succeeded in accomplishing in Albania. They 
had induced the Sultan, at their instance and their instigatior, 
to slaughter some hundred Albanians for the purpose cf 
delivering over a piece of Albanian territory to masters whose faifu 
was repellent to the Albanian people, and whose Government they 
had good reason to detest. (Hear, hear.) It is a great achievt
ment for the Liberal party, that grea.t champion of nationalities al 
over the world. (Cheers and laughter.) We learn from Lom 
Granville's speech that when he failed by mere persuasion to 
mduce the Sultan to execute this he.roic deed he devised an idea ii 
which the Government of Russia heartily sympathized-that of 
raid on the port of Smyrna, and that this threat extorted from tl:e 
Sultan that promise which he, we are bound to admit, very loyally 
executed the other day. But the threat never came to anythin~, 
because his more prndent allies, Austria, Germany, and France, w 
he tells us, utterly refused to embark in the enterprise in which 
Russiit and England were engaged. (Laughter and cheers) 
From this narrative of Lord Granville's, the European concert will, I 
think, be known for the future as an auangement under which En&
land does the work of Russia so far as the more prudent Governmenis 
of Austria, Germany, and France will permit. (Laughter.) Lord Grall.
viile is good enough to say that, in opposing the cession of Dulcign , 
we have acted like a man who dishonoured his own note beca.use ithErl 
been indorsed by his rival. I am sorry to have to correc the inac
curacy of that representation. It occasionally happens that when a 
note or bill falls into thoughtless hands they alter the figures which 
it contains (laughter) ; and when that incident occurs the person wh:> 
originally drew or accepted the note is very apt to object to pay i;. 
(Cheers and laughter.) Now that is precisely what has happened in 
our case. We never wi·ote the cession of Dulcigno across any inte:
national obligation whatever. (Cheers.) I need not say that I oo 
not suggest for a moment that Lord Granville is capable o: inserting 
fictitious figures into a note, any more than I have any doubt thi.t 
he would be incapable of suggesting that I dishonom·ed an obligation 
that I had signed ; but I desire to point out that the sin.ile which 



he has suggested leads inevitably to the conclusion which I have 
·stated to you. (Cheers.) I was sony to notice from some phrases 
which fell from Lord Granville, if they are correctly reported, that 
he still meditates enterprises of the nature of that prospective raid 
on Smyrna on behalf of the claims-the so-called claims-of Greece. 
I earnestly trust that he has been misreported, and that that is 
not the case. Let it be clearly understood that any forcible action 
in defence of the Greek Claims is not in accordance, but in direct 
contradiction with the Treaty of Berlin. (Hear, hear.) Whenever 
the Plenipotentiaries at the Congress meant that a provision should 
be obligatory, they distinctly made it a part of the Treaty. Then 
it became discretionary on the part of any Powers signatory 
to the Treaty, according to their own views of prudence and of 
national interest, to support such a provision by force of arms or 
not, as they should think :fit. But in the case of the Greek Claims 
they carefully and ostentatiously departed from the language and 
manner of the provisions of the rest of the Treaty. They made no 
provision whatever. All they did was to record that six out of the 
seven Powers assembled at the Congress suggested a cerfain 
generally defined settlement, and offered their good offices to carry 
it into effect. It was impossible to state in a more definite and distinct 
manner that the Plenipotentiaries at Berlin had in view a diplo
matic and pacific solution of the Greek Question, and resolutely 
put aside the possibility of any forcible interference. ~Cheers.) I 
earnestly trust, therefore, that the Government will not act on the 
hint apparently dropped by Lord Granville, and will not enter into 
a crusade and light up the flame of war on behalf of the very shadowy 
and unsubstantial claims of Greece. Surely they have done enough 
to fulfil the pledges of the Liberal Party, a1ter the fashion in which 
they are usually fulfilled. As champions of nationalities they have 
slaughtered theAlbanians who desired to defend their country. As 
maintainers of the Berlin Treaty, they have foisted into it a provision 
exactly the opposite to that which it actu!11ly contains. As main
tainers of international law, they havo projected a buccaneering 
expedition to seize the port of Smyrna. (Cheers and laughter.) 
Surely they have done enough, and now they may suffer this Eastern 
Question and the East of Emope to rest in peace. We have heard 
enough of tha.t question for the last few years. It has disturbed 
commerce and interfered with the relations of the European nations, 
and the time has surely come when at least we may say that tbe 
i·esponsibility will fall with tremendous weight upon the shoulders 
of any Power or of any Government which of its own accord lights 
up afresh the baleful :fire of controversy and of discord. (Cheers.) 
But, notwithstanding Lord Granville's language, I have hopes that 
foreign affairs will pursue a more peaceful comse, and that he will 
recognize the necessity of leaving the Greek Question to diplomatic 
negotiation. If only Greece and those who support her would 
recognize that the country of the Albanians cannot now, after what 
has passed, be safely interfered with, and that any settlement that 
is made must be in a friendly spirit, and must be confined to the 
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l'egion of Thessaly, where the Greek population has an undoubted 
predominance, I have hopes that this dangerous question will come 
o a peaceful and harmless issue (cheers) ; and we have the more 
-chance of it as the Government have very much more serous 
·matters to consider nearer home. (Hear, hear.) I think that 
since the condition of affairs in Ireland assumed its present aspect 
there has been a marked inclination on the part of Liberal states
men to abandon the duty of preachers of good government abroad. 
(A laugh.) The retort of" Physician, heal thyself" falls too aptly and 
too readily to justify or encourage any such attitude on their part. 
Now the Government have come to the conclusion that they do not 
intend to make any special provision for the good government of Ire
land or for the abatement of the terrible anarchy which now prevails 
there for at least six or eight weeks to come, and they do it on the 
ground that remedial measures of some kind are necessary at the 
same time that any coercive measures are introduced. We are 
told that the land system of Ireland has broken down. Well, the 
land system of Ireland was entirely revolutionized, and put on a 
wholly new basis by Mr. Gladstone ten years ago (laughter); so 
that if anything has broken down it is the experiment which he 
began in 1870. Before that date the object of every statesman who 
had to deal with Ireland was to encourage the Irish people to the 
utmost to emigrate and leave room in a land that was no longer 
adequate to support so large a population, and in that way to bring 
to Ireland, as had been brought to many other countries, a renewal 
of prosperity and progress. In 1870 Mr. Gladstone deliberately 
reversed that policy. He did all he could to encourage the 
people to remain. Ten years have passed aw~y, and we see 
that Ireland is in a far worse state now than when he began. (Hear, 
hear.) But these remedies which are to precede the re-establish
ment of good government in Ireland are no light and easy matter 
which will be settled in one discussion. I earnestly hope that they 
may be settled quickly, because neithe1· the interests of the landlords 
nor the interests of the tenants in Ireland can brook any long delay. 
Still, it is impossible to close our eyes to the fact that they involve 
questions of a most difficult and complicated character, and that much 
discussion may be necessai·y before an issue from those difficulties 
can be found. We heai· all kinds of proposals for cutting a bit 
l.ere and a bit there out of the landowners' rights. I am not 
going to discuss them now. I hold that it is the business 
of an Opposition to consider fairly all measures that are 
placed before it, and, after considemtion, to make those criticisms 
which iheir principles and their views of public policy may suggest; 
but when I am asked to wait for the restoration of good govern
ment in Ireland until certain remedies are applied, I must ask in 
return how far it is probable that at any early period those sufficient 
remedies can be devised. (Hear, hear. ) Now, with reference to 
those schemes for diminishing the landlord's rights I will only make 
this observation. If you take money's worth from a man by Act 
of Parliament without giving him money in return, you are guilty 
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-0f that species of robbery which in States is called confiscation; 
.and if you are guilty of confiscation you not only frustrate and 
l>reak that moral law upon which the prosperity of all States reposes, 
but you repel and cfrive away those owners of capital by whose 
action alone it is possible that any sufficient succour can be brought 
Jo the suffering Irish people. (Hear.) I conclude, therefore, that 
any measure of confiscation, be it in a small degree or be it in a 
large degree, will not pass Parliament and will not be sanctioned 
.by the English people. (Cheers.) Well, if you must pay money 
for money's worth you will have to consider the amount of money 
you will have to pay. If it is little, will it satisfy the vast elements 
of disorder which have reduced the west of Ireland to a state of 
.anarchy? If it is large, what will the taxpayers of this country 
think? (Hear, hear.) We are told that the establishment of 
peasant proprietorships is the remedy which is to save Ireland. Far 
be it from me to say a word against the class of peasant proprietors, 
.or, as I should rather prefer to use an old English word, the class of 
.yeomen. (Cheers.) No one who values the traditions of this country 
-no one who prizes the glories she has won or the liberties she 
has secured, will speak lightly of that class, by whose co
.operation mainly those great things were done. (Cheers.) I 
:will express now, as I have always expressed, my deep regret, that 
in the action of economic causes that class of yeomen possessing 
each his own small property, has become smaller in number than 
It used to be in those Lrilliant periods of our history. (Hear, 
.hear.) But regret that it has been so is separated by an enor-
mous distance from the proposals which assume that it is in the power 

-..of Governments or of Legislatures to restore them. You can no 
®Ore act against the operation of great economic laws than you can 
act against the laws of the weather (laughter) ; and much as I should 
rejoice if it were possible to establish such a class, gladly as I 
.should co-operate in any measures which shouid have a reasonable 
'tendency to that end, I do not believe that any action which the 
Government can take here or in Ireland will produce the result which 
I hold to be desirable. It is said that there should be more land 
available for peasant proprietors. I have heard various sug
gestions which have been made for the purpose of encouraging this 
state of things. Some people speak of large measures. Mr. Bright, 
I think, spoke of 10 or 20 millions which he told us had been ex
pended by England on the Afghan wa1·-a point on which he made 
a slight mistake, because England did not pay any of it (laughter 
and cheers); and that he would like to expend that sum upon the 
,purchase of properties for tho peasantry in Ireland. The only 
question I have to ask upon that point is, What is there in the 
Irish labouring man or small farmer that makes him differ from the 
English labouring man or small farmer? (A laugh.) It would be 
most desirable, most delightful, if there was money enough in th~ 
Imperial treasury, to buy a bit of land for every man, woman, and. 
·Child in the United Kingdom; but if that be impossible, I cannot 
·iiee the principle upon which taxes raised from the whole country 
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are ~o be applied to buy land for the benefit of the Irish peasant, and 
not of the English peasant. The only difference I can see between 
the two classes is that the English peasant is an honest man and does. 
not break the law, while the Irish peasant in the disturbed districts 
does not satisfy either of these conditions. (Laughter and cheers.} 
I do not think the resources of the Treasury would be expediently 
employed in rewarding those who break the law and neglecting 
those who keep it. (Cheers.) Well, some people will tell you, "Get 
rid of settlement and entail, and you will get peasant proprietary 
at once." I am sure there must be some magic in those words 
"settlement and entail," because whenever there is a bad har
vest you hear pe:i;sons say, " Agriculture is very bad ; but only· 
abolish settlement and entail, and it will revive ; " and when
ever there is uproar in Ireland, it is said ; "It is very desirable that 
these uproars should be put down-abolish settlement and entail." 
I can only account for the strange use of these talismanic words by· 
supposing there are a great many people who agree with a learned 
friend I once met, who believed that settlement is a contrivance by 
which people are prevented from selling their land. This is a very 
common and general delusion. It might have been true 50 years 
ago ; according to all modern settlements it is not true now. (Hear, 
hear.) If any man tells you that by the abolition of settlement and 
entail people who now cannot sell their land will in any consider
able numbers be able to sell it in future, do not believe him-he is 
ill-informed on the subject on which he speaks. I speak as one 
holding land in strict settlement. But if I were in the condition.
in which I am happy to say I am not-of having a property of Irish 
land, I could, under my settlement, sell every acre of it ; of course, 
on the improbable assumption that I found a purchaser. (Laughter.) 
The only thing that settlement does is this : it allows a man to sell 
his land or his securities just as he likes; but he must reinvest the 
capital either in land, mortgages, or Con.sols, or some other safe 
secmity. The only thing that settlement does is to preven~ 
a man spending the capital on himself. It is a very simple 
matter. When two people marry, if they have any fixed property 
at all, be it land or money, their friends generally insist that 
it should be so settled that the husband shall not be able to get rid 
of it in his lifetime nor his son during his minority, and that in 
that way a security shall be provided against the possibility of 
either the wife or the children being thrown penniless upon th~ 
world. (Bear, hear.) It is a mere arrangerrent for securing 
wives and children who may become widows and orphans against. 
the possible effects of the husbands' extravagance. If you abolish 
it, I do not believe as a fact that any considerable amount of land 
would be thrown upon the market, because, happily, people who 
waste their means in riotous living are not very common among 
us. But it would inti·oduce an amount of insecurity in 
marriage and family relations which would infinitely outweigh 
any advantages which can be expected to result from it. I have 
pointed this out because these talismanic words are used again 
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and again, as if by abolishing settlement and entail you could provide 
peasant proprietors for all the disturbed districts in Ireland. Do 
not believe such folly. The difficulty in providing peasant proprie
tors is to be found not in the land, but in the persons who are to 
buy it. In order to buy land two persons are required, the person 
who is to buy and the person who is to sell. (Hear, hear.) There 
is plenty of land in the market, both in England and in Ireland. 
Sellers are without prejudice, and would sell as readily to small 
purchasers as to large. (Hear, hear.) But the purchaser is the 
person wanted. In Ireland, he hn.s seldom the money to purchase, 
and in England, if he has got it, he is far too sensible to in~ 
vest it in land. (A laugh.) I have dwelt a little upon this point, 
but it is because I wish to impress upon you that in respect of this 
matter and in respect of all other remedies which are offered to you 
for the solution of the Irish Question, whatever their value, they 
are extremely complicated, and there is great danger that time may 
be taken up in their solution, and time in this matter is the one thing 
essential. The outrages in Ireland are proceeding in their unabated 
course. Lord Granville tells us that they are not so numerous or 
heinous as they were at some other period that he mentions. But 
he does not give sufficient attention to the fact that it is not the 
number or the heinousness of these outrages which really constitutes 
their importance. It is their steady direction to the attainment of 
a single end, their subordination to the views of a particular society 
and particular organization. (Hear, hear.) Their object is the 
subjugation of the localities in which they take place. When that 
subjugation is accomplished the object of the outrages is attained, and 
it is not from mere cruelty that they will be continued. The truth 
is that there are two Governments in Ireland. (Hear, hear.) You have 
the ostensible and showy Government, which maintains a show 
Chief Secretary and a show Lord-Lieutenant (laughter), which dis
cusses, and meets, and hesitates, and does not act (hear, hear) ; and 
you have, on the other side, extending over all the western counties 
of Ireland, another government, diametrically the opposite in all its: 
characteristics to the ostensible Government against which it stands. 
(Cheers.) It is secret ; it acts with a definite pm·pose ; it betrays no. 
signs of distraction or division ; it is determined in its policy and 
unrelenting in its decrees (cheers); it operates, if necessary in extreme· 
cases, by assassination, in more common cases by torment and 
torture of various kinds, by cruelty on dumb animals, by the destruc
tion of property. But, whether by extreme or by moderate measures,, 
it operates on a distinct, certain, steady system; and it operates with 
success. (Cheers.) We are told by Mr. Bright that force is no· 
remedy. The occult government of Ireland, at least, is not of that 
opinion. (Cheers.) They find that for the matters for which they 
desire a remedy force is a very efficient and complete weapon. 
(Hear hear.) And as time goes on their power to use it spreads 
fm·ther and further. We hear every day of new districts and new 
counties brought under their control. The truth is that in most 
countries, and certainly in Ireland, allegiance is to the strong. 
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There are numbers of people who are very willing to serve 
the established Government as long as the established Government 
exists and can defend itself, but who are not prepared to be marty)'s 
for those who will not fight for themselves; and so misrule and disorder 
go on, and the part of Ireland which is subject to the Queen 
diminishes and the part of Ireland which is subject to this bold 
conspiracy increases. (Loud cheers.) Now, there can be no peace, 
no return to prosperity in Ireland until the real, the legitimate 
Government of the Queen has overcome and destroyed this occult 
government that disputes its power. (Hear, hear.) And that is 
why time is of such intense importance. If, six months ago, timely 
and vigorous measures had been taken, all these strong measures 
now spoken of would have been unnecessary. I was struck by the 

·~xtremely simple appeal that Mr. Chamberlain made to the rulers of 
~isorder in Ireland. He said," How is it that during six years, during 
the rule of our opponents, you never raised a finger, and now when 
we come into office you promote disorder and anarchy ? '' He did not 
stop to give himself an answer (a laugh), but the answer is because 
in the rule of his predecessors this anarchy would not have been 
allowed. (Loud cheers.) Six months have passed and another six 
months will pass before any attempt at an efficient remedy will be 
.applied, and so rapidly does the evil increase and so quickly are 
people pe1·suaded that the Queen's Government has lost its power, 
and that the only potentates they need satisfy is this secret conspiracy 
which rules with anarchy, that I fear that when another six months 
.has passed there may be no remedy remaining short of those extreme 
measures which we all of us dread to contemplate. (Hear, hear.) 
It may well be that if this philanthropic dawdling goes on the 
English people will be plftced face to face with the alternative that 
they must either subjugate Ireland or separate from her. (Loud 
,cheers.) Such an issue is too horrible to contemplate, and it is 
the fear t1at into such an issue we may be driven that urges us to 
protest with all the energy of which we are capable against the 
indolent and timid policy which Her Majesty's Government are 
pursuing. (Hear.) Do not imagine that I set myself beforehand 
against any legislative boons, if such be possible, that may be offered 
to the people of Ireland. I will not determine their value before I see 
.them. It is our duty to consider with the utmost care and respect 
-any remedy by which the statesmen who are intrusted with the 
government of this kingdom think that for the future this terrible 
discontent may be avoided. But remember this, that if you permit 
the disorder to continue in the hope that you will have time to 
produce your remedial measures, you run the danger of persuading 
-the people that your offers are only due to the terrors they 
have inspired (hear, hear), and they will consider what you pro
pose merely as an instalment of that which by further pursuit 
bf violence and outrage it will be possible for them to obtain. 
(Hear, hear.) Remember you must face the fact that there is a 
certain proportion-I trust not a majority-of the people of Ireland 
-Who are profoundly opposed to the continuance of the connection 
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·between Ireland and this country. Be their numbers large or be they 
·small, of their existence there can be no doubt. They are utterly 
disaffected. If you intend to meet and conquer them you must do 
·so by a policy as decided, by a resolution as unflinching, as their 
·own. (Cheers.) There is no hope that in their present state of 
excitement they will accept any remedial measures as anything else 
but a tribute to their power. If you would give remedial measures 
:a fair chance, if you would have a hope of their accomplishing their 
·soothing and beneficent effect, you must begin by repressing with 
·a strong hand the disorder which now prevents any reasonable terms 
being listened to by the population. (Hear, hear.) If you would 
'have a restoration of tranquility and progress for Ireland, you must 
adopt such a policy as will teach the peasantry of the disturbed 
districts that their condition will not be amended by violence 
and crime. You must impress upon them that their best hope 
is in the restoration of the supremacy of the law. If you adopt an 
opposite policy, if the Government, the Executive, and the Legisla
ture adopt such measures as will induce the ignorant peasantry to 
'believe that the possession of other men's goods is the reward of 
breaking the law, of dishonesty to contracts, of repudiating the 
engagements they have entered into, of oppressing the rest of the 
labouring population among whom they live, then there will be for 
many a long year to come no hope of restoring peace or prosperity 
to Ireland. (Loud and prolonged cheering.) 

Mr. BALFOUR, M.P., proposed "The Army, Navy, and Reserve 
Forces," to which 
· Colonel NoRTH, M.P., responded. 
· Mr. BARNETT, formerly M.P. for Woodstock, proposed the toast 
of "The Houses of Lords and Commons." 

The Earl of JERSEY responded for the House of Lords. 
The Right Hon. E. GrnsoN, M.P., in responding for the House of 

Commons, said-My lords and gentlemen, it affords me very great 
pleasme to be permitted to take part in the proceedings of this 

vening, and that I, member for an old University that is 
known or called no longer by any the " Silent Sister," find, 
in this large and overflowing audience, representatives of the 
hope and pride of the great University that is so near. 
I do not think it necessary to say much in returning thanks 
for the assembly of which I have the honour to be a member. The 
House of Commons has a great history, it has great traditions; and 
with all its faults and all the reflections which have been cast upon 
it of recent times, I believe it will ever remain dear to the English 
;people. (Cheers.) We have been summoned together; we shall 
very soon meet for the despatch of mgent and important business, 
and I speak what I believe is the common opinion of the country 
when I say that never did the members of the House of Commons 
find it their duty to attend in their places for a Session so important 
-and so likely to lead to grave and momentous issues. It will be 
the duty of the House of Commons, when it meets in its high 
function as the grand inquest of the nation, to consider and 
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examine the great topics so powerfully brought before yo by 
Lord Salisbury to-night. On one of those topics it is now my 
duty to make a few observations. Unfortunately, the topi is. 
not a pleasing one. It is one of profound, acute, and pamul 
interest to me as an Irishman, but it is no less to you generous, 
intelligent, thoughtful Englishmen, a subject of deep and keen 
anxiety. I am sure that you are anxious to consider the ca of' 
Ireland in a broad and generous spirit, remembering that in the 
country there are portions of it that are free from all taint and 
agitation and crime, and that there are amongst your Irish feLow
subjects many who are as true as you are to the cause of Queen 
and country. (Cheers.) But true it is that now in Ireland b.ere 
is in too many districts of rapidly widening extent an absolute raign 
of appalling terror, and if there is one part of my noble frieJ.d's 
speech that I could utter a single word of criticism upon it woull be 
this, his statement that the agitation is occult and secret. One of 
the most dangerous and appalling symptoms is that it is open and 
daring ; there is no clandesticity in its action ; it flaunts itself before· 
the public opinion of the Empire and laughs in the face of the 
Government. At the present minute in at least two countie in 
Ireland-Mayo and Galway-the reign of terror is so complete :.hat 
it is no longer necessary for outrages to operate to secure it. Eng
lish law is dead in those counties. The only law that prevailE. in 
those counties is the law of the Land League-the law of te:-ror 
-and no one ventures in those counties to endeavour to 
assert a legal right ; no one ventures to put forward a Lgal 
claim. Lord Salisbury used the only expression that is possi
ble to describe this state of things when he said it is a)so
lute, complete, and unqualified anarchy. I am aware of what 
is suggested in the press, and what I suppose we shall have to listen 
to in Parliament, that the excuse for the action of the Government 
lies in some ridiculous and misleading statistics-that, forsooth, be
cause there are not many murders now, because in times past in dis
tarbed districts there had been more murders and outrages, that is a 
cfrcumstance which is to mislead public opinion and blind the mind 
of Parliament as to the significance of the position. Threats, and 
what are known as Whiteboy visits, are so familiar to me and Irish-
men living in Ireland that I hardly know what to tell you-that I 
scarcely know how to cause quiet England to realize the stafa of' 
things in Ireland. The offences that are committed and the threats 
that are made are levelled at all without regard to sect, class, cr3ed, 
or party. Cattle are maimed and stabbed, and outrages, S)me 
of them great and some of them small, continue until the reign 
of terror and until the progress of agitation has develcped 
and strengthened itself, and compelled submission at th~ present 
time in many parts of Ireland. English law, your . w, 
my law (hear, hear)-the law of every loyal man (rear, 
hear)-is openly scorned, despised and defied, and these thngs 
are known to the Government (hear, hear)-and if they say 
they do not know them their ignorance is. more than criminal. 
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(Cheers.) You know the new term that has crept into the 
language-" Boycotting." I am :not going to dwell on the inci
dent that has brought that word into the language, because you are 
all familiar with it. " Boycotting " means a decree of that irrespon
sible agitation, to the effect that a man is to be isolated as if he was 
'" afflicted with a loathsome disease "-these words are their own, 
not mine-that no shopkeeper shall supply that map. with goods ; 
that no smith shall shoe his horse ; that no herd shall tend his cattle, 
no servant wait upon him, and that if he do~ not submit and leave 
the country he may literally die for want of food. (Hear, hear.) 
And this system is going on and spreading. Lately in one of the 
counties of Ireland a clergyman going home at night met some 
people on the road. They asked him whether he belonged to the 
League, and when he said he did not they asked him if he would 
subscribe, and the result was he was knocked down and beaten 
simply because his replies were negative. You can realize something 
of a state of things that exists openly in Ireland when I tell you that 
a smith dare not put a shoe on the horse of a man who has incurrecl 
the hatred of the Land League. That is one form of" Boycotting," 
and one that is well known in Ireland, as well kiiown as anything 
you could mention ; but there are other forms. If a tenant pays his 
rent he, too, is "Boycotted," if the Land League has declared 
that in his district the tenants are not to pay. If a tenant, 
able and willing, pays the whole rent when a decree has 
gone forth that only a certain proportion should be paid in his 
district he is" Boycotted." (Shame.) A shopkeeper who had come 
under the ban of the Land League by supplying goods to a man who 
has incurred the displeasure of the Land League has people put at 
his shop door to prevent people going in, and if a farmer has come 
under the ban of the League a bellman is sent through the market 
to warn people not to buy his cattle, and now in some districts it 
is stated that the Land League issue tickets to farmers and shop
keepers, and no business intercourse is permitted with persons un
provided with such tickets. Many have to take them against their 
will for protection or to enable them to carry on their livelihood. 
Latterly the system has been brought home to the Government. 
Why, they have " Boycotted " the Government (cheers and 
laughter), and with success, for the last 10 days. There w~s a 
farm at a place that some of you who know geography well 
(laughter) may possibly have heard of; it is called New Pallas; 
and it became necessary, in consequence of a terrible outrage, 
that an iron hut should be sent down there for an extra police 
force. Now, this farm is only two or three miles from New 
Pallas Station, and the iron hut for the constabulary went down 
all right to the station, but there it has remained for the last 10 
days; for the entire resources of the British Empire, with the 
police, and the army, and the entire power of the Executive Govem
ment, have been unable to get an ass and cart to carry it to the 
farm. l Great laughter.) Do not for a moment imagine-and it is 
a mistake that one might i·eadily ·fall into if you merely read Radical . 
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speeches-that this is in the slightest decree limited to landlords-.... 
It is nothing whatev.er of the kind ; it effects as much · 
tenants, shopkeepers, and artisans as landlords, and it is ruining 
the country. At a place called Scariff the Board of Guardians in a . 
poor district had to refuse a loan of £32,000 because the present .. 
stn.te of Ireland within the last few months rendered it impossible : 
for them to accept money. Every one who has the slightest : 
acquaintance with the country knows that we in Ireland have had a 
harvest far better than you have had here, a harvest the like of 
which has not been known in the country for 30 years. All admit · 
it and should glory in it. Well, this should be a time when all . 
classes in Ireland should enjoy an equal prosperity, the farmers, the 1 

landlords, and their labourers ; and yet we all know that the labourers · 
in the coming year may suffer the greatest wretchedness and desti- -: 
tution because this agitation has paralysed labour. (Cheers.) This . 
state of things I have mentioned would be a disgrace to any coun- . 
try, but it is a disgrace and a menace to our Empire. The Govern- -. 
ment have trifled so long with illegality that now illegality calmly , 
and audaciously trifles with the Government. (Cheers.) There have · 
been lately a good many Cabinet meetings, which we regarded with . 
a certain amount of interest, "Quicquid delirant reges, plectuntur · 
Achivi." While the Cabinet were at sea the loyal subjects of the : 
Queen were left without protection, and when our suspense came to 
an end and we learned the result you cannot imagine the state of : 
anxiety and the state of indignation that existed when it came to be , 
known in Ireland. There appeared to be absolutely no justification 
for the decision of the Cabinet, which amounted to this, a decision 
to remain undecided. (Laughter and cheers.) Remember that 
they embarked in a series of Cabinet Councils which, according to 
popular report, was to consider the anxious and alarming state of 
Ireland. Now-and I assert what cannot be gainsaid, that the. 
state of Ireland has not improved; nay, that it has grown worse,. 
and that, as far as any one can now judge, Ireland is steadily grow- . 
ing worse at the present time, and in the face of that which must 
be known to the Government, which is known to every body in 
Ireland, and is not denied in the press-the decision of the Govern
ment is that they will at present do absolutely nothing. (Shame.}
The only way I can put the Government policy is this-It is very : 
like a decision that would" let things slide." Their policy seems to be 
one dictated by feebleness or cowardice, and to have no purpose what
ever, except to poEtpone decision or to ignore responsibility. (Cheers.) 
Now, I am unable to see myself-looking at this with any intelli- . 
gence I possess-I am unable to see what is the excuse of the . 
Government, or how they will manage to def en~ their inaction when .. 
Parliament meets in this matter. (Cheers,) It is suggested that it ~ 
is reasonable that there should be time to formulate a Land Bill. , 
(Laughter.) I don't deny that this is an important matter ; but there '. 
a1·e other matters far more pressing that require immediate decision • . 
(Hear, hea.r.) The Land Bill I suppose they are considering, and I ~ 
auppose we ar~ to have a ):Jand Bill. . It is un~easoo.able to ask any-: 
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Opposition to guess what the Government measure is, and specula
tively to criticise it or give it a half promise of support. I don't 
think it is reasonable to expect that of an Opposition. All that I 
think is reasonable is to ask an Opposition to enter into Parliament. 
in a critical Session with a mind that is not a non possumus mind. 
I think it is fair-I am prepared to do it myself-to give a fair and 
reasonable consideration to any just and reasonable proposals that 
the Government may submit to Parliament based upon the evidence. 
taken by the Royal Commissions entrusted with that duty. That, L 
think, is fair and reasonable. (Hear, hear.) Mr. Russell has for-. 
mulated a series of propositions. (Laughter.) I don't know· 
whether they are irresponsible or a pilot balloon for the Government 
(renewed laughter) ; it is hard to know. They rather come up 
to the Radical view that ·whatever is is wrong. (Cheers.) It seems 
to me that Mr. Russell's propositions are more or less based 
on his letters to the Daily Telegraph; and those letters are letters, 
to be scrutinised most jealously and carefully, because they are partly. 
inaccurate, pa.rtly exaggerated; they are partly highly and unfairly 
coloured, and they are altogether one-sided and ex parte. (Hear, 
hear.) Another circumstance to be borne in mind about those 
interesting letters and to be taken in connection with those letters' 
is this, that Mr. Russell, when he was pressing the case of certain 
tenants, had two lines of figures, one the actual rent and the other 
what is called Griffith's valuation, leading to the inferences that the 
decision was against any one who charged those rents. Any one 
who understands the question or the real position of Griffith's valu
ation knows how fallacious and misleading such mference may be. 
In rnbsequent letters Mr. Russell himself appears to admit this; but, 
these, letters may not be read by those who have so drawn erroneous 
inferences. It has been asserted in the press and not denied by Mr. 
Russell that this crusade into Keny was made in company with 
Mr. Dillon, one of the chosen apostles of the Land League ; and if any
thing was wanting to make me regard Mr. Russell's propositions with 
cautious criticism it is this, that they have commanded almost the 
assent and approval of Mr. Davitt. (Cheers.) I do hope that when Mr. 
Russell comes to collect, as all authors will do, his fugitive letters 
into a pamphlet (laughter), I hope he will at the end have an appen
dix, which will contain all the letters and statements published in 
contradiction and explanation of his charges which may act as an 
antidote to the letters of bis own production. Now, whatever Bill the 
Government brings iri.-I care not how extreme it may be, I care 
not even if it was drafted by Mr. Chamberlain and amended by Mr. 
Bright (laughter)-tbereis"tliis tremendous danger that the Govern
ment have t.o face, that most unquestionably from one end of Ireland 
to ths other it may be believed that that bill has been prompted by 
agitation and conceded by cowardice. There is another danger 
before the Government, that, no matter how extreme their Bill, it 
won't have the effect of ending the present agitation, or terminating 
the present reign of terror, because the Land League has got so 
etrong in its organization, has got so powerfully developed in the 
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country, that they now declare that they want no Bill because they 
find that by their own organized lawles~mess they can get more than 
any law of the British Parliament can give them. Now, the Govern
ment have postponed the meeting of Parliament for five or six 
weeks. That is, of course, a compromise date-a compromise date 
that condemns themselves (cheers)-because if they are now able 
to decide that the crisis is so urgent that they must in January 
-a month before the usual time-summon Parliament, the very 
same force of reasoning should have induced them not to have 
deferred the meeting for an hour. (Cheers.) Why do they now 
in November decide that it is necessary to summon Parliament 
in January ? Because the state of affairs is too urgent to 
wait for February. Therefore it is too urgent to wait until 
January, and as this urgency is not a matter of yesterday, it may 
well be that a month ago the Government should have called Par
liament together. They are only sowing the wind which will be 
attended subsequently by the invariable whirlwind. (Laughter.) The 
country ha& waited patiently ; so have the Opposition. They have 
given every fair indulgence to the Government in their foreign policy 
as well as their home policy, and nothing whatever has been done. 
Anarchy and revolution are steadily and firmly advancing in Ireland. 
That is the state of facts that has to be coped with now, and the 
decision to postpone the meeting of Parliament until January is 
i·egarded by the agitators as a kind of statement that the present 
state of affairs in Ireland is tolerable, and that there is nothing at 
present calling for immediate or urgent consideration. In other 
words, the decision to postpone, the decision to do nothing, is taken 
as an indemnity for the next five or six weeks. (Cheers.) This 
state of things is a scandal and a disgrace to the Empire ; and yet 
the Government policy is to qow meekly before that scandal. When 
the House of Commons meets it will meet with the responsible grave 
cluty of insisting that this crisis shall at laat be dealt with. It 
will be the duty of the House of Commons, whether the Govern
ment are prepared or not, to insist that the first duties of the 
Government shall be fulfilled, that law and order shall be restored, 
that anarchy shall cease, and that tte reign of terror shall end. 
(Loud cheers.) 

Mr. HARcouRT, M.P., p1·oposed ." Success to British Agriculture." 
Mr. CHAPLIN, M.P., responded, and 
"The Health of the Chairman," proposed by Lord SALISBURY, 

brought the proceedings to a close. 
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THE GOVERNMENT'S IRISH POLICY, 

&c., &c. 

IF the people of Great Britain learn nothing else from the 
present unhappy state of Ireland, they must at least have 
had this lesson forced upon them, namely, that no matter 
how strong may be a Minister's wish to keep himself and 
party in power at all hazards-to allow for however short a 
space of time the law of the land to be overridden and ren
dered powerless, and the lawful government of the country 
to be superseded by another and a stronger government
which other or lawless government carries out its trials, sen
tences, and executions with vigour, promptness, and impu
nity-as the government of the Land League did and does 
-is a course fraught with the gravest consequences to the 
well-being of the State, and which even threatens its very 
existence. 

I shall not claim your attention for any theories of my 
own ; but I will, from the mouths of Liberal statesmen in 
authority, quote to you in what state Ireland was when the 
present Government came into power, and, with your per
mission, then endeavour calmly and truthfully to depict 
the present state of the country, and point out the causes 
that brought about a state of things unheard of during the 
last one hundred years in any nation having the smallest 
claim to be called civilized, or even humanized-a state of 
things when over three-fourths of Ireland the Queen's writ 
no longer ran; when one after another Her Majesty's Judges 
of Assize openly and with sorrow confessed that the law 
was imp tent, justice impossible, and the terror complete ; 
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when women had their hair dragged off and were carC.ed ; 
mothers with babies in their arms were fired at by armed 
gangs of black-faced ruffians, and their children mutilatOO. in 
their presence; when murders for which no one was ruade 
amenable were of constant occurrence, and burning and 
houghing took place nightly. 

In March, 1880, Mr. Gladstone, at Edinburgh, used these 
words with respect to Ireland :-" There is an absence of 
crime and outrage, with a general sense of comfort and s1tis
faction such as has been unknown in the previous history of 
the country." That is Mr. Gladstone's opinion of the state 
of Ireland after seven years of a Conservative Government. 
I could read to you other valuable opinions to the same e:tfect, 
from Mr. Bright and others; but this one is sufficient. A 
few weeks afterwards, when Mr. Gladstone had become the 
head of the Government, he refused to renew the " P ace 
Preservation Act," as a measure absolutely uncalled for in 
the profound state of peace in which, in his opinion, Ire:and 
then was. On March 8, 1880, the late Earl of Beaconsfield 
wrote a letter (I think it was to the Duke of Marlboro-i:;gh), 
in which he warned the Duke thu.t "a danger scarcely less 
disastrous than pestilence and famine threatened Irela:id," 
and that "an attempt was being made to sever the tie 1ich 
binds Ireland to Great Britain." 

I have quoted Mr. Gladstone's opinion of the stafu of 
Ireland as left him by Lord Beaconsfield's Government. I 
have quoted to you Lord Beaconsfield's opinion of the cau
tion necessary to be observed in dealing with the disloyal 
and-I am proud to say, in the main-foreign and bans
atlantic elements at work in that island. And now, b~fore 

going any further, let me once for all tell you that the 
tenants of Ireland-my countrymen-are not primarilJ re
sponsible for the horrible state of things at present exi6ting 
in that country. If I thought that the murders and outrages 
could fairly be laid at the door of the tenant-farmers of Ire
land, I should not stand here to state it. It is became I 
hold the present Government-collectively, by its policy of 
inaction, and single members of it individually, by :heir 
ambiguous speeches and ill-timed inflammatory sentences-
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morally responsible in a terrible degree for every black and 
atrocious deed that has been done, that I am desirous of re
moving the not uncommon idea that it is to the native bar
barity of the Iri h that these acts are attributable. 

Never has a section of a civilized nation been so tempted, 
so cajoled, and so subtilely led into violence as have the land
holders, or tenants, of Ireland by Mr. Gladstone and his 
party-owing, I am willing to believe, in a considerable 
measure, to their ignorance of that country. Now, lest you 
should imagine that I in any way overstate the reign of 
terror, and the absolute sovereignty of anarchy in Ireland, I 
give you the opinion of a great Liberal Peer, himself a large 
landowner in Ireland. He says, in a circular to the magis
trates and people of the We t Riding of Yorkshire, on the 
subject of subscTibing to the Property Defence Association:
"When a man is under the ban of the League, nobody may 
speak to him, nobody may work for him, he may neither buy 
nor sell, he is not allowed to his ordinary place of worship, or 
to send his children to school; the horses of those who are 
boycotted are not allowed to be shod, their cattle are muti
lated, their property of every description is destroyed, their 
liv s are menaced, and have often been taken. 1.'he absolute 
martyrdom which has been endured by many honest and 
loyal men in Ireland has hitherto been little known or appre
ciated by the public in England." 

Let me here poiut out, and emphasize as strongly as I 
can, the crime for which those people are enduring this mar
tyrdom, those mutilations and outrages. It is simply and 
solely that they have been loyal to the Queen (God bles 
her!), and to the laws and authorities of this realm; and have 
dared to remain faithful to their sovereign and country, 
rather than to join the side of the J acobins who have over
turned all law and all order, as a first step, as they have 
ostensibly set forth, to overturning the government of the 
Queen, and dismembering the Empire. That is their of
fence, and this is their punishment-a punishment if not 
sanctioned, at least apparently winked at, and certainly un
checked for nearly two years, by Mr. Glad tone and his 
Government. The demon of J aoobinism, when once let 
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lcose, is, I am aware, difficult, most difficult, to exorcise; 
but cowardice and weak-kneed concession to it are not likely 
to be successful with a monster of such power. I will tell 
you what M. Taine in his "Conquest of the J acobins," says 
of this creature, and I will specially ask the gentlemen of the 
Press to carefully record my words as being quoted from M. 
Taine, who is describing the Jacobin called into power in 
France in 1789 ; otherwise I shall probably to-morrow find 
myself reported as having used words of Mr. Gladstone, per
sonally, that are in reality applied to the Jacobin in the ab
stract. "He is a mixture of strange contrasts-a madman who 
reasons, a monster with a conscience. Under the influence of 
his dogmatism and his pride he has contracted two deformi
ties, one of the mind, the other of the moral sense. Nothing 
stops him; for, by inverting the order of Nature, he has de
praved the fundamental conceptions of right and wrong; no 
light reaches the eye which mistakes blindness for second 
sight; no reason can touch the soul which calls barbarity 
patriotism, and places atrocities on the path of duty." 

And here I say that I honestly consider that one sentence 
of Mr. Gladstone's, viz., "that the blowing up of Olerken
well Prison wall brought the Irish Church question within 
the range of practical politics," accompanied as that terrible 
outrage was with the murder and maiming of men, women, 
and children, bears a load of responsibility for the present 
state of violence and outrage in Ireland, second alone to the 
direct appeals of the professional agitator. Remember, that 
was not the sentence of an unknown or obscure sedition
spouter ; they were the words of a Cabinet Minister; they 
were the words of the man who himself brought in the 
Church Disestablishment Act, the Land Act of 1871, and 
now the Land Act of 1881 : and as we know from the words 
of the Duke of Argyll, himself a member of the Cabinet, 
there was no mention of, no idea of, a Land Act for Ireland 
when the present Ministry first unfolded their budget of 
legisla6on. But, guided by the "Divine light" of mur
ders, cardings, ear-slittings, and cattle-houghings, &c., they 
conceded to their allies of the Land League what those allies 
themselves call "an instalment of justice," and brought in 
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"the Land Act, Ireland, 1881," which, as a monument of 
ignorant, hasty, ill-considered legislation, will for ever remain 
an indelible blot on the records of the House of Commons. 

I am most anxious not to be misunderstood on this head : 
any Act which had for its object the putting a stop to rack
renting and the possibility of incessant raising of rents-an 
Act, in short, for punishing bad landlords, would have had 
my most hearty approval ; but a Government which brings in 
a Bill failing to make a distinction between bad and good land
lords, a Bill which treats those men who for generations have 
spent whatever they had of capital, energy, time, or talent, in 
endeavouring to improve the status of their tenant in civili
zation, comfort, and education, in the same way as it treats 
those so-called landsharks who themselves, many of them ab
sentees, raise their rents every two or three years, with abso
lute indifference to the comfort and well-being of their 
tenants-is not worthy of the name of Government at all. 
For the support of the Irish Party at the last general elec
tion, the Prime Minister had to pay three prices. First, the 
non-continuance of the Peace Preservation Act. Now let me 
tell you one of the provisions of this Act, given upon the 
face of Lord Beaconsfield's warning-it provides the power 
to put upon a parish, barony, or county, a sum, a large sum 
of money, as compensation to a widow or children for the 
murder of the husband or father. Without it, though you 
may get damages under the "Malicious Injuries Act" for a 
cow, a pig, a sheep, or even for their tails or tongues, you 
can get nothing for the murder of human beings, nor can 
you fine a district in which any such atrocious crimes as the 
murder of Lord Ardilaun's bailiff, or the roasting of Olahane, 
occur. The second price was the "Compensation for Disturb
ance Bill"; a Bill that carried out Messrs. Parnell, Biggar, 
and Dillon's idea of justice exactly, and made it unnecessary 
for any tenant to pay rent for two years, and impossible for 
the landlord to recover any of his income, though there was 
no clause exempting the poor unfortunate landlord from pay
ing all his rates, taxes, charges, &c., during that time. It was 
simply a Bill to ruin the whole class called landlords in Ire
land, in the shortest and surest manner. Gentlemen, one fact 
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which is within our cognizance is worth five dozen theories. 
Take my own case :-For a year and a-half I have not had 
one farthing of my ordinary income from rents of estates in 
Ireland, but during that time on each succeeding quarter
day I have had to pay, to the hour, taxes of all sorts, tithe, 
quit and Crown rents, and (oh ! bitter mockery) income 
tax ! on pain of immediate banluuptcy or pauperization by 
whatever means Her Majesty's Government thought fit. 
That is my own case, and that of hundreds of others, of the 
class hated by the Communists of the present day. Where 
is your much-vaunted Liberal justice and honour? Will no 
one show the people of England how they are being duped, 
misled, and betrayed, before it is too late ? And the third 
price paid to sedition and rebellion was the Irish Land Act 
of 1881. But as it has been said, " what seems strange is, 
that a Government should first encourage public crime, then 
conspire during a lengthened period with the criminals to 
pass a measure of public plunder, and finally imprison those 
same criminals, on the ground that they are advocating public 
rapine." 

And now one word as to the present state of the country. 
In working the detail of the late large and successful meet
ing of landlords in Dublin, I, while acting as assistant secre
tary, received numerous letters from gentlemen saying they 
much desired to be present, but that they absolutely could 
not find money to bring their wives and children up to Dub
lin, and that they durst not leave them alone in the country; 
these from gentlemen say (before a Liberal Government 
ruined them) of £1000 to £2000 a-year income! The num
bers under police protection are increased. But what of that 
large class of unfortunates who, anxious to remain loyal and 
true to their Queen and country, have never had police pro
tection (how I hate the word!) at all ?-who have ne10r had 
one quiet night's rest for two years-who, residing quite 
isolated, one or two miles from each other, no other man in 
the house, the remaining inmates being their wife and chil
dren, and perhaps one servant girl, five miles from any p lice 
station, seven from their landlord's or any other large h use, 
having been more than once visited by the Land League 



black-faced police (always from ten to twenty armed men), 
dragged out of bed, had shots fired over their heads, their 
whiskers shaved off with sheep-shears, and such like rnauvaises 
plaisante1·ies; who have seen the stacks burned and the houses 
fired into of many of their neighbours who declined t.o join 
the League, and also, apparently for party purpose, have been 
for two years left naked to their enemies by the so-called 
Government of Ireland? Put yourselves for one moment in 
the position of one of these men. I know of instances where 
some of them have gone to their landlord, and said, "Sir, we 
come to you, whose father before you, and you, have been our 
friend, adviser, and landlord, and we ask you, if in your 
honest opinion the Queen's Government can and will protect 
us if we remain loyal, and refuse to join the League ; we have 
been many of us assaulted at night, and visited and threat
ened; this is the second year; two winters of this feeling of 
terrorism for our children and wives is too much; we are 
most desirous to remain as we have been for generations, true 
and loyal citizens ; but if you can't say that you think the 
Government can and will protect us-have we your leave to 
pay our subscriptions, and join the L eague and be safe ? " 
Now, put yourself in the position of the landlord ; he knew 
the Government neither would nor could protect them; he 
could not advise them to join an illegal, rebellious society 
while he held the Queen's Commission of the Peace; and he 
knew that if he advised them to remain loyal, their blood 
would be on his head. He was prevented by the Govern
ment from arming and patroling the district himself-and 
if he had resigned his Commission, and then advised his 
tenants to take their own course, he would have given some 
reason for that untrue and brutally applied epithet of cowaJ ·d, 
which the Prime Minister has in his wisdom and power used 
against the Irish landlords ! 

Tell me, further, what share of the blame attaches to 
those unhappy countrymen of mine who have had (nearly in 
so many words) said to them by England's Prime Minister, 
"by murder and outrage you have got the Irish Church Act 
passed"; who have had said to them by Mr. Chamberlain, 
"without the Land League, the Land Act would never have 
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been passed"? What share to the dupes? And what share 
to the Ministers, who, step by step, have followed behind a 
rebellion, when they could at any one moment have stopped 
it by taking two steps, and so placing themselves in front of, 
instead of following behind it ? Let Mr. Gladstone tell us 
now, how many more murders and outrages on innocent 
men, women, and children are necessary before, in accord
ance with his more than half-made promise in his speech 
of Thursday last, he grants a National Legislature to Ireland, 
and hands over, bound hand and foot, to the tender mer
cies of the Land League Courts themselves those very loyal 
citizens whom he has dubbed cowards for not taking more 
active steps in suppressing the League and its members. For 
I know, and the Prime Minister knows, that in every single 
instance the so-called " County Boards " in Ireland would 
be simply the present local committees of the Land League; 
and the House of Parliament under a Home Rule Govern
ment will contain none but members, and tried and proved 
members, of the League. What state then would those loyal 
fools who have trusted to England's honour and England's 
justice be in? Ruined, degraded, beggared, and driven out 
because they had not turned rebels in time. 

What think you of an Englishman who gets up, in his 
place as Premier, in the House of Commons, and states that 
the present glorious supremacy of the law in Ireland has 
been " attained without the shedding of one drop of blood" ? 
Oh! mockery, oh! spite, oh! wicked deception-" a single 
drop of blood" ! ! ! True, not a single drop of a murderer's 
blood has been spilt : possibly not one slayer or maimer of 
women and children has reaped the capital reward of his 
crimes. But what of the blood of the murdered victims, 
slaughtered because they were true to their Queen and to the 
laws of their country? The lives of the honest, the loyal 
and true, do not count in the eyes of the Radical Minister of 
the present day, provided his great measure of legalized plun
der is carried out without one gentle midnight assassin hav
ing been hurt, one black-faced shooter of children having 
lost one drop of his blood. Was ever more insulting jeer 
made at those who for two years have been trying to keep 
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faithful and true to Queen and country-" not one drop of 
blood has been spilt "? Where is the blood of the dozens of 
murdered victims of the months of December and January, 
victims to the cowardice and ignorance of this blood-sparing 
Government? Is no account to be taken of that? Have we 
come to this? Is this what all who remain steadfast to the 
English law and English rule are to expect? 

The present Government can only govern on the principle 
of surrendering everything-particularly when it is the pro
perty of the peaceable, law-abiding citizen that is to be sur
rendered-provided only that enough violence, outrage, and 
murder accompany the demand. We have read the Land 
Act, called by a benevolent statesman not owning land in 
Ireland, "a full, comprehensive, and generous measure." 
How easy it is to be "generous" at another person's expense ! 
I most willingly admit that great emergencies require great 
remedies; but I say further-the present Government, having 
had no idea of the necessity of any Land Bill at the begin
ning of this Parliament (see Duke of Argyll's statement), 
must have had it forced upon them by the murderous out
rages so similar in many instances to that at Clerkenwell, the 
complete success of which has been admitted-which the 
rowdy Professional Agitator concocted and carried out. 
Now, strange as it may appear, it is no less true, that the 
very number of the murders and outrages in Ireland prove 
that which I am anxious to prove to you, namely, that the 
honesty and integrity of my countrymen stands at a much 
higher level than it is the fashion to represent. If they 
could have been led into dishonesty and breach of their pro
mises and contracts merely by seditious and dishonest speeches 
and newspaper articles, ordering " no rent to be paid," &c., 
there would, as Mr. Parnell once said, have been "no necessity 
for murders." 

The very number of outrages and murders that have been 
found necessary to drive the Irish tenants into dishonesty 
must for ever be a monument to the firmness and tenacity 
with which many of them clung to the paths of virtue 
through two terrible winters of temptation and threats, un
protected by the lawful Government of the country, and 
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neglected by all except their landlords, whom the Govern
ment refused to allow to protect them by force, and nig tly 
visited by emissaries 0£ the Land League, armed and ready 
for slaughter. I do not think there is any other country in 
the world in which it would have taken two years of threats 
-nearly every threat, even to that of life and limb, carried 
into execution, and the executioners always unpunished-to 
seduce from the paths 0£ right dealing a whole class, suci as 
the class 0£ the tenant-farmers of Ireland. Yet this is the 
case with them-after two years 0£ a weak-kneed, tremb~ing 
Government allowing every conceivable kind 0£ outrage-it 
is still "necessary" to maim and mutilate in order to enforce 
the law 0£ the Land L eague. 

God grant, gentlemen, that you in this country nay 
never have so horrible a temptation, backed by so ~ell
organized and ·apparently Government-allowed scheme of 
murder and arson, placed-aye and kept before you-for 
two whole years, to tempt you and your people into the lines 
of dishonesty. If anyone thinks that I have been unduly 
severe on the Government, perhaps he will remember that 
there was no reason why the steps taken in January, 1882, 
to put down violence, should not have been taken in J aJ.u
ary, 1881, when the number 0£ murders, &c., was nearly as 
many as they are now. Everything that they have done uow 
could equally well have been done then, and many 0£ the lives 
and limbs of those so lightly valued by the present Govern
ment saved. You are doubtless aware that in the outset this 
Land Bill of which I have spoken steps in and defies and 
ignores all the laws of political economy. "The price o. a 
thing is what it will fetch" is what we have been taught. 

By the Land Bill the price of land is what three Sub
Commissioners, not, mark you, the three Head Oommissiomrs 
who were appointed by the House of Commons, but th:.-ee 
small-salaried men, 0£ no note as valuators, and remova le 
at pleasure of Government-mark this last, removable at 
pleasure 0£ Government-choose to make it. In their hards 
lies the whole property of the Irish landlords-their In

come, their estates, almost their existence-certainly th~ir 
existence in Ireland. Why, for such powers the highrst 
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ta.lent procurable in the realm should have been secured, 
and a salary equal to that of a Lord Chancellor would not 
have been too much, to secure skill and impartiality for so 
gigantic an enterprise and so delicate and important a Court
a Court with five times the power the Queen's Bench has 
-a Court with power to ruin, to fine, to make bankrupt or 
pauperize the whole caste of landowners in Ireland. And 
now having ~overridden the laws of political economy, what 
does this Liberal, Free Trade Government do? It delibe
rately forbids Free Trade in land, and makes it illegal to 
make any bargain of letting or selling between the man who 
has land to let or sell, and the man who wishes to hire or buy. 

I want to protest against the improper and unnatural use 
of the word "fair rent," which has been attempted to be 
given to the amount put on a farm by these Commissioners. 
You:may with truth call it a Government rent, or a judicial 
rent, or a legal rent-you have no right to call it a "fair 
rent." That alone is a fair rent which a man wanting to 
hire is willing to give to a man wishing to let in market 
overt. I am perfectly ready to admit that for high reasons 
of State there may be a necessity for the Government of a 
country to step in and say: " We must for the good of the 
many interfere with the free rights of sale or letting." 
There may be circumstances which render it even advisable 
that a Government should do so. But I say this, in such a 
case, in no country in the civilized world would the class 
which suffered from such Government interference with the 
free right of sale be allowed to be beggared and ruined. If 
in the interest of the State such interference with contract is 
necessary, the Sta.te should give compensation. The justice, 
fairness, and impartiality of the laws of England have, up to 
now, been the theme of every nation. When it was found 
necessary to abolish slavery, twenty millions of money were 
given as compensation, no small amount of which went-after 
ruany speeches from the present Premier, then a rising Mem
ber of Parliament--speeches marked then as now with per
suasive eloquence and honeyed words of high morality and 
apparent justice-into the pockets of the Gladstone family, 
if not actually into that of the present Prime Minister him-



self. And are we worse than the slave-drivers of thf West 
Indies? Are we who two Commissions-the Bessborough 
and the Devon-have, after long and searching irquiry, 
pronounced to be innocent of hardness, or cruelty, or undue 
exaction, to be plundered and fined, and in many case~ abso
lutely ruined? and many of the unfortunate mortfagees, 
widows and daughters of squires, driven to live either in the 
workhouse or on public charity-and this through no fmlt of 
their own ? This is no fancy picture and no exaggention : 
I myself am aware of many such cases of beggared ladies 
and children. Mr. Chamberlain himself has said "he iad'nt 
a word to say against the Irish landlords." Mr. Glalstone 
has said, "They" (the landlords) "have stood their tritl and 
have been acquitted." Yes, and now they are bein& sen
tenced with the utmost rigour of party hatred, presunably 
because they have been acquitted. One of the means by 
which the Houses of Parliament were persuaded into ptssing 
this Act was a statement of the Premier, that " he drl not 
anticipate it would lead to any reduction of rents in Inland, 
and would render more secure the properties of the land
lords"; but as soon as the Act is passed, we find Mr. 
Chamberlain saying, that "the Act will hand over tle not 
insignificant sum of four millions of money from the pGckets 
of the landlords to those of the tenants." If this is so (and 
at the present rate these unskilled Sub-Oommissione s are 
going on, it will be a far larger sum), in the name of Eng
lish justice and English honesty let it not be open anl un
disguised robbery. 

If for State reasons money must be taken from the brifty 
and loyal classes, and given to others, then if there eve.· was 
a case for compensation in some form or other it is this:-Give 
me one of three things! Give me my estate as my anc~stors 
had it not many hundred years ago, without any temnts ; 
and, if it is returned to me in the prairie state it once vas, I 
can make four times the amount I now receive from rmts; 
or give me the price of it, calculated say on the averag such 
estates have sold for during the last twenty years, and Mme 
be gone to some other country where there is some jlstice 
left, some chance for working owners of land, and vhere 
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security of property, on which alone is founded the wealth of 
nations, is not made a shuttlecock of by political parties ; or 
give me back-and this is the alternative most dear to my 
heart-give me back the love and affection of my tenants 
which has been ours for centuries, till you filched it away 
with foul bribes and dishonest promises of plunder ! By far 
the bitterest blow of all that falls on us from this Bill of pains 
and penalties against the old landlords of Ireland is the re
flection that gone for ever is that strong feeling of mutual 
respect, confidence, and love that in many cases bound to
gether the Irish landlord and the Irish tenant-gone, be
cause the tenants have seen that the promises and threats of 
the Land League have been successful, and nothing succeeds 
like success ;-gone, because the landlords opposed and set 
their faces against the League, and declared the law of the 
Land League should not be the law of the land ; and now 
the tenants have seen every law and every demand of the 
" illegal Land League" made legal and binding by the Land 
Act of 1881, and the landlords abused by the national papers 
for not having sided with the people in the struggle; and 
jeered at by the Prime Minister of England for their cowar
dice in not having suppressed an association at whose dicta
tion the English Parliament took from them (as a Cabinet 
Minister has said) four millions of their property, and gave it 
to their tenants. 

And now, gentlemen, by what means is the advancing 
1.ide of Communism and rapine to be checked? By every 
means that infuses and spreads true political information-by 
every means that drags the mask off the face of the deceitful 
State policy of the present Ministry-by every means that 
can be taken to interest the great educated middle classes in 
England. In their honour and in their justice I have the 
most implicit confidence, and it is only when they are 
deceived by sounding phrases and brilliant word-painting 
effects that it is possible for a great national injustice to be 
done. The enemy is at your door; the silver streak that 
divides Ireland from England is very narrow, and the Com
munistic doctrines that have been for years successfully 
allowed by the Government to herald the approach of the 
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Land Act of confiscation in that island will, as sure as I 
stand here, be preached in this island, and the attack will 
be not on land, but on every species . of property-mills, 
works, factories, stocks, &c. Let this and kindred societies 
bind themselves together, each man of them to use his 
utmost endeavours to let the truth be known, to stop the 
spread of false and immoral readings of the laws of Politi
cal Economy. 

This is no time for sleep or idling ; the liberties of 
England are being attacked in the gagging measures pro
posed for the Commons House of Parliament ; the property 
of loyal Irishmen is being divided, and the idolatrous wor
ship of one eminent dictator by the less educated masses of 
the people, who have nothing to lose by rebellion and anar
chy, and to whose passions and prejudices his brilliant scho
larship and sounding phrases rarely appeal in vain, has 
brought Ireland to a rebellion, and threatens England with 
the first step towards the destruction of her liberties. I 
warn you the danger is great, the danger is near ; and I 
would that the voice of warning could be sounded from end 
to end of this land, in the hopes of saving you and yours 
from the frightful scenes that the policy of this Government 
has caused to be enacted in my unhappy country. Take 
care lest the independent thinkers and hard-to-rouse common
sense workers of England be caught napping-take care lest 
asleep within your orchards, the cursed juice of most seduc
tive eloquence be poured by poisonous drops within your ear, 
and you wake up only in time to mourn the liberties of 
England, and cry, " Too late ! too late ! " 
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SPEECH OF THE EARL OF DONOUGHMORE. 

MY LORDS, 

It will be m your Lordships' recollection, that, 
in the month of October last, a deputation waited 
upon the Lord-Lieutenant and the Chief Secretary, 
with the view of laying before those authorities 
the state of things in Ireland. As the individual 
who had the honour of introducing that deputation, 
I venture to interpose between your Lordships and 
the other important items in Her Majesty's gracious 
speech, with a few words upon the subject which, 
as the noble Earl (Beaconsfield) has said, engrosses 
all our minds at the present moment. I cannot 
speak with the authority of the noble Duke (Marl
borough), who filled with such dignity and ability 
the high position he occupied under Her Majesty's 
late Government; but I can at all events address 
your Lordships as one who has not been an inactive 
observer during the last few months, and who, in 
common with all peace-loving and law-abiding 
citizens, with every right-minded subject of the 
Crown who knew the true facts, has watched in 
shame and consternation the progress of events, 
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and the apparent helplessness of Her Majesty's 
Government to control them. It appears incon
ceivable, to anyone who pretends to any knowledge 
of Englishmen, that the great mass of the people of 
this country can have weighed and appreciated the 
state of things in Ireland-I mean the conditions 
under which we are now living, and have been 
living more or less since September. They are 
only now, and now I believe only partially, awaken
ing to the truth that a revolution is seething at 
their doors. Had it been otherwise, things would 
have been different. I do not believe, had the 
state of Ireland been really understood by them, 
had they appreciated the true extent of the revolu
tionary reign of terror by which we have been 
swayed, that the enlightened people of this civilized 
country would have permitted the Cabinet to stand 
by with folded hands, while every function of 
government was slipping from its grasp into that 
of a revolutionary faction. 

No, my Lords, it has not been known in this 
country. The secret has been carefully locked in 
the Ministerial bosom, and Ministers at least 
cannot deny that they had a full know ledge of the 
gravity of the crisis. I don't want to go back to 
the promises made in this and the other House of 
Parliament at the beginning of last session, to 
maintain the authority of the law, and to protect 
all the Queen's subjects in the peaceable enjoyment 
of their property and the exercise of their legal 
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rights. But I take my stand on the deputation 
that waited upon the Lord· Lieutenant on the 6th 
of October last. That deputation was received in 
private, and I will tell your Lordships the reason 
why. We numbered amongst us men of all creeds, 
and of all shades of political opinion, and we were 
desirous, in laying our views before the authorities, 
that the speakers should state their opinions freely 
and fully. But there were those amongst us who 
had statements to make, whose lives, had what 
they said been made public, would have been in 
imminent and constantly recurring danger. That 
was the reason the deputation was private. We 
were bound to respect what some members of the 
Cabinet call the "panic'' of men who carried their 
liYes in their hands. \V ell, the Lord-Lieutenant 
complimented us upon the moderation with which 
we had stated our case ; and Mr. Forster, who 
followed him, fully concurred in our estimate of 
the situation. This is our view of it, as I took it 
down at the time, and as expressed at the meeting 
previous to the deputation. 

" That a system of law less terrorism prevails 
"over many parts of Ireland, more especially in 
" the Western portion-a system which is daily 
"increasing and spreading wherever the meetings 
'' of the Land League take place. 

" That under this system not only are the lives 
" of landowners, agents, and bailiffs, as well as 
''those of persons engaged in carrying out the 

1* 
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" ordinary process of the law, rendered insecure ; 
"but men of position and stake in the country 
''are intimidated in their magisterial and county 
"duties, while respectable and hitherto law
'' abiding farmers and tradesmen are forced 
"against their will to join in combinations against 
'' the rights of property and the maintenance of 
"order, or are otherwise subjected to a persecu
" tion which places their lives in peril, and is at the 
"very least aimed at bringing about their ruin. 

" That a state of things is hereby created and 
''maintained which ought to be impossible in any 
" civilized country, enjoying the protection of a 
"responsible Government; that the attempts to 
"enforce the law have become a mockery, and 
''that the only passport to safety in many parts 
"of the country is obedience to the orders of 
''persons whose avowed objects are the carrying 
"out of a conspiracy against the rights of pro
" perty and the welfare of the Empire. 

'~ The meeting was therefore desirous to impress 
" upon Her Majesty's Government the urgency 
" of losing no further time in taking such measures 
'' as are clearly necessary for the protection of 
" life and property and the maintenance of law 
"and order, as it has been proved beyond doubt 
''that the law as it stands is insufficient to check 
" crime and outrage in the present crisis." 

This is our estimate, the accuracy of which was 
admitted, and which involved a further admission 
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as to the inefficacy of the existing law. So much 
for the Irish Executive; but what does your 
latest addition to the Government say? Mr. 
Courtney, in his speech to his constituents at 
Liskeard, when he was fresh from a tour in Mayo 
and Galway, and had had an opportunity of judg
ing for himself, makes the following remarks :-

"What kind of dislocation is it? It has come 
" to this, that in many parts of the 'l{ est of 
"Ireland no man is free to do what he likes. 
"Everywhere you find men unable to do what 
"they have done, and worild go on doing, in con
" sequence of the terror which is exercised by 
'' the society which has sprung up among them.'' 

And again further on he adds;-
" It appears to me that one of the most elemen

" tary aims of society is this, that the man who 
'~ gets up in the morning to go forth to his daily 
"labour shall do so without fear of molestation. 
" It is equally simple that the man coming home at 
''night and going to his bed shall have no fear of 
" midnight attack. And if it comes to this, that 
''a man against whom no charge can be made is 
" exposed in his daily life and toil to threats and 
''to injuries-is exposed to murderous attack by 
"night or to outrage by day-then I confess that 
''it becomes with me a serious reflection that, 
" whatever may be the work to be done m the 
"future, there is some work to be done in the 
"present. '' 
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Well, in October the terrorism was only partial, 
but it had spread from its original centre, and 
both the deputation at the Castle, and later on 
Mr. Courtney at Liskeard, spoke words of warning. 
I myself pointed out that it showed itself wherever 
the Land League placed its cloven foot. Mr. 
Courtney says:-

''You have to deal with a sort of brief mad
" ness. The people willingly live in peace and 
"quietness, but the madness has run among them 
"and will run further.'' 

And those warnings have been fully realized. 
There is hardly a district in Ireland which is not 
inoculated with the disease. The arguments of 
the Land League are no doubt too strong for the 
ordinary passions of human nature, appealing as 
they do to the moral principles of the peasantry 
by the substantial prizes they hold out, while the 
roughs and the ratteners, armed with the revolver, 
the firebrand, the billhook, and the other insignia 
of terrorism, do the rest. But in spite of seductive 
arguments, there are hundreds and thousands of 
honest men in Ireland, who, were it not for the 
terrorism, from which they have no protection, 
would still act up to their principles. And this is 
one of the gravest charges the Government have to 
meet. They have undermined the morality of the 
people. They have driven honest men into dishonest 
courses. They have handed them over to the con
tamination of the desperado classes. Dr. Webb 

I'· 
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puts it clearly in his very valuable pamphlet, 
"Confiscation or Contract," when he writes :-

'' This population, like every other population, 
'' contains its disaffected and its desperado classes, 
" and it is these that keep Ireland disturbed by a 
" smouldering civil war. It is these who at the 
'' present moment are mutilating cattle, and assas
'' sinating men, and wreaking their vengeance 
''upon women and young children. Any English
" man would smile contemptuously if anyone were 
'' to describe the ratteners of Sheffield and the 
" roughs of London as the English people. But 
" that is the very mistake which he himself makes 
'' whenever he begins to talk of Ireland. No, the 
" outrages which excite the horror and arouse the 
'' indignation of the world are not perpetrated by 
'' 'the high-souled Irish people ;' they are per
'' petrated by the ratteners and roughs of Ireland.'' 

Now, my Lords, I don't wish to waste your 
time with details-there are plenty of them, and 
he who runs may read-but I could bring your 
Lordships case upon case upon my own property, 
where there has not been for five-and-twenty years, 
I may say ever since the great famine, the slightest 
trouble or disagreement. There has alway a been the 
most cordial feeling. And I wish to say now, my 
Lords, that in my opinion, and in spite of what is 
passing, that friendly feeling subsists still. Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman told his constituents at 
Stirling the other day, that there is not, and never 
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has been, any real sympathy between the Irish 
landlord and Irish tenant. This is incorrect. In 
the great majority of cases, the tenant looks to the 
landlord for advice and assistance, not only in his 
agricultural career, but in the incidents of his 
social life. Anyone who has read the letters in 
the Ti'mes from a Special Correspondent, which have 
been appearing lately, will recognize how largely 
this feeling exists. And what I have said of my 
own property, I may say of neighbouring estates. 
The district has enjoyed for many years a peaceful 
and quiet reputation. But look at it now. On 
the 5th of November last, the Land League came 
down with its satellites, and held a meeting in 
Clonmel; and now the organization is perfect and 
complete. It cannot be better described than it is 
by a friend and neighbour of mine-an assiduous 
magistrate, the Chairman of the local Board of 
Guardians, and one who has personal know ledge 
and acquaintance with almost every farmer in the 
district. This is what he says:-

"A law enforced by outrage and terrorism is 
'' established in the country, and the law of 
" England is powerless or in abeyance. What good 
" then appealing to its forms for redress, or to 
'' assert your rights ? You can gain nothing, for 
" at this moment no bailiff can with safety to his 
" life serve a writ for the sheriff or a superior 
" court. Nine-tenths of the farmers are holdjng 
'' back rents through fear and threats that they 
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" will be burnt out and beaten. I know many 
'' such near here. Several have told me so, and 
" have begged me not to ask for my rent till all is 
" settled, which they confidently hope will be 
" soon after Parliament meets.'' 

That is a true description of the state of things 
where I reside; but I should like to tell your Lord
ships, in order to show the power of this Land 
League, a case that came to my notice, and 
occurred in a different part of Ireland altogether. 
A friend of mine in the West told me that his 
tenants came to him a couple of months ago, say
ing they were prepared to pay their rent in full, 
and only awaited his order to do so. They 
acknowledged his liberality to them during the 
previous bad seasons, but stated that, notwithstand
ing what he had done for them, all their little 
savings had been swept away. They therefore 
asked him, not as a right, to consider their case
to give them, if he thought fit, some slight abate
ment. My friend considered the case, and finally 
made a reduction of 10 per cent., which was 
joyfully accepted; and the whole body of tenants 
paid, and went away in a high state of gratification, 
vowing that no power on earth would make them 
join the Land I.Jeague. My friend left home for 
three weeks, and on his return found every one of 
those men enrolled in the League; and from those 
whom he bad an opportunity of asking their 
reasons for joining, he had the stereotyped reply: 
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-''We have wives, children, houses, cattle, crops; 
" we cannot run the risk of being murdered or 
'' beaten ourselYes, of having our wives and 
" children ill-treated, our houses burned over ol:r 
" heads, our stock and haggards destroyed.'' And 
I venture to affirm that, had the rent-day been b.:t 
three weeks later, not one penny of rent woul:l 
have been received. 

But it isn't only the farmers who suffer ; it · 
every honest man, be be shopkeeper, farmer, or 
what you will. Traders cannot any longer get 
goods from wholesale houses on credit; their 
custom diminishes day by day ; they have m 

security for their outstanding debts. The functions 
of the Landed Estates Court have practicall? 
ceased. Insurance Companies, and other lender 
will no longer advance money upon Irish real 
property. The officers of the law cannot perform 
their duties. Some are resigning their offices i 
despair. And we have, besides all this, the 
cardings, the Boycottings, the houghings of cattl 
acquittals of guilty prisoners, undiscoYered criminal& 
without number, sacrilege and murder unpunished 
All this the Government have watched growing 
and have never stirred a finger. They stanC: 
convicted by the progress of events. This is thf 
lesson they have taught the people. 

''The lesson which the English Government hat 
"conveyed to its Celtic subjects by its conduct 
'' since last May, in the matter of the Irish rising. 
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"cannot be more pithily expressed than in the 
''three short English words, 'Do it again.'" 

This, with a slight alteration in words, is taken 
from the opening paragraph of "Lessons in 
Massacre,'' an exposition of the conduct of the 
Porte in and about Bulgaria, by the Right Hon. 
W. E. Gladstone, l\LP., with the following 
motto:-

"Away, with me, all you whose souls abhor 
The uncleanly savours of a slaughter-house 
For I am stifled with the smell of sin." 

And how has this policy of the Government, as 
regards Ireland, been defended ? There are two 
modes of defence which have struck me parti
cularly-one, by denouncing your Lordships' 
House in the matter of the Disturbance Bill; the 
other, by assigning a reason for the agitation which 
in my opinion, is as misleading as it is ill-founded. 

The Prime Mjnister has told the country, that 
the rejection of the Compensation for Disturbance 
Bill by your Lordships' House was the Jons et orz"go 
malorum. Well, I hardly think the proposition 
will bear investigation on the face of it, aud 
your Lordships are not likely to forget that Mr. 
Gladstone's card has been over-trumped by Mr. 
Parnell. But I desire to remind your Lordships of 
what wa8 laid down not once, but several times, in 
this House during the debate on the Bill, and, if 
my memory serves me right, in the other House 
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also. The mischief of the Disturbance Bill was 
complete, not when it was rejected by Lordships, 
but on theday that its principle was adopted by the 
Government. You proposed that contract should be 
violable, not only with impunity, but with advan
tage to the violator. You denied the principle, but 
you could not eradicate it, and it has ever since 
been the first article of the agitator's creed. 

And now, my Lords, for the reasons, the objects 
of this agitation. The idea prevails among think
ing men in England, that there must be some deep
rooted disease in the Irish system to cause all this 
tumult. Nothing of the sort. Anyone who has 
studied the subject must see that this cry about 
land is only raised as a means to an end. None of 
the arch-agitators, with one exception, have, or 
ever had, any concern with land ; their avowed 
object is not to reform the Land Laws, but to ex
propriate the present landowners, with the ultimate 
view of the dismemberment of the Empire. That 
is a part of the substance of the indictment brought 
against Mr. Parnell and his associates for con
spiracy, and against the Government as accessories 
after the fact, at the Four Courts in Dublin by the 
Attorney-General for Ireland. It is not the cry of 
a majority that are discontented, but of a minority 
who are disloyal. Study the policy of the Parnell
ite party. Its first object was to render Parlia
mentary Government in England impossible as 
long as the Irish element remained; its next, to 
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drive out of Ireland, by making their existence 
there unbearable, those who were loyal to the 
English connection. It is on the surface in all 
their speeches. I need not remind your Lordships 
of the oft-quoted words of Mr. Parnell at Galway 
-"I would not have taken off my coat and gone 
''to this work, if I had not known that we were 
"laying the foundation in this movement for the 
"regeneration of our national independence.'' Or 
again at Cincinnati-'' Let us not forget that this 
"is the ultimate goal at which all we Irishmen 
" aim. None of us~ whether in America or in 
" Ireland, or wherever we mav be, will be satisfied 
''until de have destroyed the last link ·which keeps 
~'Ireland bound to England." The settlement of 
the Land Question is entirely distinct from this. 
This is a revolution, the primary object of which 
is robbery, the ultimate aim-separation. 

My Lords, I said the Government was con
demned by the progress of events. They are 
also condemned by the verdict of history. They 
are condemned by the operation of their own West
meath Act, and, not to multiply instances, they 
are condemned by the experience of 1797 and '98. 
The analogy is perfect. For the Duke of Portland, 
read Mr. Gladstone; for Lord Camden, Mr. Forster; 
for United Irishmen, the Land League ; for the 
introduction of French principles, American sym
pathizers. You have the Irish Executive asking 
for further powers, the Cabinet urging remedial 
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legislation. It is the old story over again. There 
is an unreasonable agitation, and what does the 
Government du? Instead of enforcing the law, it 
begins to think of legislation. And now, my Lords, 
you are to be asked to legislate. I don't wish to 
prejudge the question. I must, however, take this 
opportunity of correcting an error that fell from 
my noble friend the mover of the address (Lord 
Carington). He stated that, though there were 
many landlords in Ireland who were what are 
called "good landlords," they composed the 
minority of the class. My Lords, in this my noble 
friend has been misinformed. He will find on 
investigation, and by statistics which I hope will 
shortly be in his hands, that the contrary is the 
case-and those of your Lordships who are 
acquainted with the subject will recollect, that if 
the charge is ever brought specifically against any, 
it is chiefly levelled against that comparatively 
small number who bought with a Parliamentary 
title from the Encumbered Estates Court. I said 
I did not wish to prejudge the question. I merely 
ask your Lordships to consider, Is this the moment 
for legislation? In the month of May, 1797, 
Lord Camden wrote as follows to the Duke of 
Portland:-

'' You ask whether His Majesty should be 
''advised to accede to a concession which is made 
"the excuse of rebellion. Rebellion must first be 
'' overcome.'' 
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And further on-" I cannot conceal how melan
" choly a presage I consider the system to which 
"we appear to have been forced, of yielding to 
" the demands of peri:;ons who have arms in their 
"hands." 

And the Government have asked us for sympa
thy. My answer to that iR, show a little sympathy 
yourselves first. I have been unable to detect any 
sympathy with those gentlemen with small or mode
rate properties, say up to £5000 a year, who may 
be called the backbone of county society, and who 
ut this moment do not know where to turn for a 
five-pound note. This is the Government sym
pathy; this is how it is shown. By the studious 
silence of your Secretary for War, during his 
progress through Ireland--where crime and out
rage was being perpetrated before his eyes, and 
the murdered Lord .M.ountmorres, hardly yet 
cold, was lying in that deserted house, a reproach 
to Mr. Childers and the Government of which he 
was a member. Not a reproof, not a regret, not 
a word passed his lips. By the cynical indifference 
of the Prime Minister, when Captain Boycott 
prayed redress for the wrongs he had endured 
by your failure to perform your first duties. My 
Lords, in the long catalogue of crime and horrors, 
there is hardly any occurrence to my min~ so 
damaging to the reputation of the Government as 
this case of Captain Boycott. He was the · proto
martyr of his class, which is now a large and 
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widely extended one. He was a living testimony 
of the lawlessness that existed; but not one 
attempt did the Government undertake to restore 
order, until they were forced to action by a hand
ful of honest men, who refused to tolerate so 
glaring an abuse; and when he comes to you for 
redress) your leader wilfully misunderstands his plea, 
but condescends to tell him, now that he is done 
with and has no further interest in the matter, that 
"the law will be amended and enlarged." And, 
lastly, your sympathy is evinced by the fierce 
exultation of Mr. Bright, at the report that a 
large and hitherto influential class of his fellow 
subjects were running for their lives. My Lords, 
the time will, I hope, come when we shall look 
back upon 1880 in Ireland as a bad and horrible 
dream; but the memory of the Government that 
tolerated its atrocities will remain, stamped with 
the censure and the condemnation of a civilized 
age. 

G. NORMAN AN D SO X, PRl ' T E R S, 29, lllA.ID EN L AN E , COVENT GARD E N. 
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THE TRANSVAAL. 

SPEECH OF EARL CAIRNS IN THE HOUSE 
o:F LORDS, MARCH 3lsT, 1881. 

EARL CAIRNS, in calling attention to the arrangements recently 
made by Her Majesty's Government with the Boers, said :-It is now 
nearly three months since Parliament met. During that time, owing 
probably to the pressure of othe1· business, very little has been said 
of a subject which has nevertheless greatly occupied the public 
mind, the state of affairs in South Africa, and especially in the 
Transvaal. We were informed at the beginning of the Session, in 
the most gracious Speech from the Throne, that there had been a 

{

Tisina in the Transvaal, and that military operations were in progress 
for the purpose of suppressing that rising, and vindicating the 
authority of the Cro-wn. After that we heard of successive disasters 
to ths British forces. Thero had been before the end of the year 
an attack upon the 94th Regiment at Madder's Spruit; then in 
January the reverse at Laing's Nek; and in February, first the 

~ 
battle at Ingogo, and subsequently the defeat at Mcjuba. We then 
heard that reinforcements had been rapidly and energetically 
prepared and sent forward to retrieve these disasters, and that a 
Genernl who had won his laurels in tho Ea t had been sent 
out to command the reinforcements and to co-operate with another 
General, hardly less trusted, who had already arrived on the scene. 
In these circumstimccs tho spirit of the country was sus
tained. They put trust in the exertions which were being 
made, and they relied upon the assurance they had received 
from the Government that the authority of the Crown 
would be vindicated. We then heard that there were arrange
ments and negotiations in progress. The Government naturally 
had a right to decline to enter upon any discussion of those 
negotiations while they still were in progress, and, on the other 
hand, it would have been wrnng to press the Government for any 
information at that stage of the proceedings. But still the public 
relied on the asRurance they had received, and in this 
House we had obtained a still fmther assurance. The noble 
Earl the Secretary of State, when the subject was mentioned on 
the 2ht of February, told us that "Her Majesty's Government 
are taking steps to procure a satisfactory settlement consistently 
with the honour of the British Crown." (Hear, hear.) As the 
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Speec.1 from the Throne had announced that the authority of the· 
Crown wonld be vindicated, so we understood that the Secretary of 
State clesi ·ed to assure us that the honour of tho Crown was involved 
in vindicating that authority . Then we received the information that 
the arr ngements were concluded and that a peace had been made. 
The ith L <Jf peace and of a cessation of hostilities is alwa,ys so 
welcome that we were disposed to hail with satisfaction tho ·news 
of this arrangement, and of this peace, and we naturally imagined 
that, although the terms were not known, yet when they came to 
be known it would be found that they fully redeemed tho promises 
which had been made by the Crown. (Hear, hear.) Her 1\-fajosty's 
Government have now laid upon the table the telegraphic papers 
connected with this arrangement. I do not know how much of the 
satisfaction which first was felt any longer remains. (Cheers.) Some 
details th01 e arc which still are wanting, and with regard to those 
detail!:: my object is to ask the Secretary of State to favour us with 
some information on matters on which we are left in doubt by the 
papers before us. But the leading features of tho arrangement are 
clear, and although it may not be the time, until every detail has 
been snpplied, for your lordships to pronounce any formal opinion 
upon the peace that has been concluded, still I think Her Maje. ty's 
Government have a right to know when t.he papers have been, fl.fl far 
as tho have been, laid before us, what is the opinion which may be 
entertained by us with regard to this arrangement; and they wonlcl 
be entitled to say they naturally concluded, when so much informntion 
was laid before us, that we were satisfied with that which had 
been done when we expressed no dissatisfaction. (Hoar, hear.) 

I will ask your lordships to remember what the state of affairs was 
at the commencement of the Session. It was on the 20th of D cem
ber that the affair which some people called, and not incorrectly, a 
mas acre at Madder's Spruit took place. A portion of tho 94th Regi
ment was on its march under the command of Colonel Anstruther. I 
do not stop, however, to consider at this moment tho precise nature 
of the occurrence which took place, but your lordship · remomb i· that 
in the result some 70 or 80 out of a force of 157 were killed, and that 
several , if not all, of the officers were among the number. After
this an appeal was made to the Secretary of State from the colony 
of Natal. Your lordships will find in the Blue Book which was 
presented to Parliament in February a communication which was 
made to the Secretary of State on the 29th of December through 
Sir George Strahan. A deputation of the Legislature of Natal and 
others i·equested Sir George to send to the Secretary of' State a 
i·esolution by telegraph. It was in these terms :-

" A drputation, composed of 15 members of the Legislature and others, Mr 
Merriman spokesman, request me to send the following resolution by telegraph 
- : That. this deputation, in common with the rest of South Africa deplores the 
unhappy state of affairs now existing across the Vaal River, and ventures to 
urge upon Her Majesty's Government that, in order to effect a settlement of the 
differences which have arisen and to establish tranquility, it is desirable ~bat 
some person acquainted with the feelings and opinions of the inhabitants of· 
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-South Africa should be appointed as a Special Commissioner to the Transvaal 
territory to enquire into and report upon the exact po ition of affair~, the feel
ings and wishes of those interested, and what atTan~ements would be most 
.ad vantngeous to the country and most likely to reconcile the inhabitants to the 
Government of the Queen ; and the deputation would fol'ther: respectfully 
suggest that the Chief Justice of the Cape Colony, Sir J. II. De Villiers, possesses 
in an eminent degree the qualiucations required for such an office." 

That was a proposal which at that time, I think, was not un
natnral. It was one which might well have been entertained, and 
if this eminent person, who is said to possess tlie confidence of all 
the parties there, and who indeed is one of the three Commissioners 
recently selected, had been appointed at that time, it is po::isible 
that we might have been spared much of what has occurred. But 
the view of the Secretary of State at the time was difforcnt. He 
i·eplied, by telegraph, on the 30th of December, to ir George 
Strahan as follows:-

"Info1·m the deputation that, while folly appreciating their mot ives, we do 
not thi11k the present momeut will be opportune for sending a Special Commi -

. ioner to the Transvaal." 

'That waf: the opm10n of the Secretary of State at that 
time. I think we shall find the ground of that opinion ap
pearing again in the most gracious Speech from the Throne. 
The s:tme motives which led the noble Earl to conceive that 
December was not the proper time to meet the proposal which had 
been made, probably influenced Her Majesty's Government in 
putting into the mouth of Her Majesty the words of the Speech 
from tlie Throne. (Hear, hear.) Parliament met on the 6th of 
January, and I will ask your attention to the e words which were 
then addressed from the Throne to your lord hips:-

I 
"A 1·ising in the Transvaal hn.s recently impos d upon me the dut.y of taking 

military mea~mres with a view to the prompt vindica.tion of my authority, and 
has of necessity set a.side for the time any plan for secLU·ing to the E mopean 
settler f hat full control ovet· the it· own local affairs, wilhout prejudice to the 
interest:; of the uatives, which 1 have been de iroLts to confer." 

In the Address presented by your lordships in answer to that most 
graciou. speech you thanked Her Majesty for the information we 
had received that the authority of the Crown would be promptly 
vindicated, and that not until that was done could the time arrive 
for conferring the boon upon the European settlers that was 
indicated in the latter part of the sentence which I have 
just read. "Rising in the Transvaal," of course, m ans a 
rebellion or insunection : and I now wish to ask the Secretary of 
State whether the authority of the Crown has been promptly 
vindicated in the Transvaal? (Cheers.) Has the action at La.ing's 
N ek promptly vindicated the authority of the Crown ? (Cheers.) 
Has the reverse at Ingogo? Has the disaster at the Maj uba? (Cheers.) 
I wish to ask the Secretary of State whether he conceives that after 
these occurrences the authority of the Crown stood in a higher and 
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better position than on the 6th of January b t, and if it did'. 
not what has become of yom prompt vindication of the authority 
of the Crown ? (Cheers.) But I wish to call your lordships' atten
tion to the second part of the sentence. The duty of vindicating 
tho R.uthority of the Crown has, it is stated, " set aside for the time 
the plan for Recuring to the European settlers that full control over 
their own local affairs without prejudice to the interests of the 
natives which I bu.ve been desirous to confer." Do these words, 
I ask, in the mouth of the Sovereign point to a cession of 
territory ? Do they point to an abandonment of territory? Do 
they point to a dismemberment of the empire ? (Cheer .) When 
the Government, through the mouth of tho Sovereign upon the 
Throne, speak of conferring free institutions upon a portion of the 
British dominions, it is understood that the Sovereignty of Her Ma
jesty over that portion 'Jf the Empire is retained; that \\:bile there may 
be an alteration in the form of government, the Sovm·eignty remains 
where it stood before. (Cheers.) I challenge Her l\1aj esty' s Govern
ment to produce any instance in any State paper in existence where 
words of this kind in a speech from the Throne were used to indicate or 
denote the dismemberment of the empire (cheers)-that is to say, 
abandon the country and leave it free to establish a republic or 
any form of government they pleased. Upon those words in Her Ma
jesty's most gracious Speech I have a few question to put to the 
Secretary of State. Is tho arrangement spoken of in the Speech from 
the Throno,and which was at that time contemplated by the Govern
ment, the same as that which has now actually been made with regard 
to the Transvaal? If it is not-if it is a different arrangement-will 
the Secretary of State allow me further to ask him, when did the 
change in the opinions of the Government take place, and why? 
(Cheers.) If, on the other hand, the Secretary of State says it is 
the same arrang m nt which was contemplated by the Government 
at the time of Her Majesty's gracious Speech, I wish to know why 
was that arrangement misdescribed in tho words I have read ?' 
(Che r . ) Why was Parliament, I won't say left in ignor.mce, but 
misled as to what was intended by tho Government? (Cheers.) Why 

'

were words put into the mouth of our most gracious Sovereign which, 
according to every interpretation of words coming from such a 
source, meant that the sovereignty of the Tran vaal wn,s to be 
retained ? (Cheers.) But I have a further question to ask. If the 
arrangement which has actually been made is that contemplated at the 
time of Her Majesty's most gracious Speech, and if the authority 
of the Crown has not been vindicated, I want to know what we 
have been :fighting about in the interval? (Cheers.) If this ar
rangement is what was intended, why did you not give it at once? 
Why did you spend the treasure of the country, and still more, why 
did you shed the blood of the country like water, only to 
give at the end what you had intended to give at the begin
ning? (Cheers.) We know that there are those who have lost in 
the Transvaal that which was dearer to them than the light of 
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their eyes. They have been consoled with the reflection that the 
brave men who died, died :fighting for their Queen and their 
country. Are the mourners now to be told that those men were 
fighting for a country which the Government had determined to 
abandon, and that they were fighting for a Queen who was no 
longer to be the Sovereign of that country'? (Cheers.) 

But let us go a little further into the history of this matter. I wish 
to know when it was that the idea in the mind of the Government of 
vindicating the authority of the Crown was abandoned. There is 
a very remarkable passage in one of the orders issued by the Secre
tary of State to Sir George Colley. On the 5th of February the 
Secretary of State telegraphed Sir George Colley in these words:-

"I think it right to in timate to you, as you have in;trnctions to assume thu 
functions of Governor when you are able to enter the 'l'ransvaal, that whenever 
you may ucceed in re-e tabli!o'hing the Queen' authority there, all question 
affecting the future admindration and settlement of the country, as well a8 

questions as to dealing with those who have taken part again t th Government 
should be reserved by you for the consideration of Her Majesty's Government." 

That is a very instructive telegram. It shows at once the con
struction put at that time by the Government upon the most 
gracious Speech from the Throne, and that construction is, I think, 
exactly that which ought to be put upon it. The re-establishment of 
the Queen's authority in the Transvaal was the task which the 
Government put before Sir George Colley, and the re-establish
ment of the Queen's authority was tho vindication of that 
authority. (Cheers.) But what becomes of these in. tructions? 
The next thing we have is a communication from the President of 
the Orange Free State-Mr. Brand. How Mr. Brand came to be set in 
motion I do not know, and it is not my business to conjecture. There 
are various theories on thi subject, but I take what I find in these 
papers. On the 5th of February, the day on which tho Secretary of 
State telegraphed to Sir George Colley, a proposal came from Mr. 
Brand throµgh Sir G orge Colley that the Boers should not be 
treated as rebels "if they submiLted." How wu.s that received by the 
Secretary of State? We are here on the first step of a descending 
scale, which is of an intere ·ting character. The Secretary of State 
adopts the expression of "submission." He telegraphs to Sir 
George Colley, 

" I have receiv d your telegram of the 5th. Inform Mr. Braud that Her 
Majesty's Government will be ready to give all reasonable guarantees as to the 
treatment of the Boers after sulnnission." 

The question, consequently, now comes to be, What was meant by 
the submission of the Boers ? Well, the submission of rebels means, 
I apprehend, that they should by down their arms, and that they 
should give up the strong places which they occupy in opposition to 
the Queen. (Cheers.) Unless these things are done, there is no 
submission at all. But to continue the history of the matter, 
which is very curious. On the same day-that is to say, the 5th 
f February-took place the battle of the Ingogo, and from that day 
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the word "submission" disappears from the telegrams. (Cheers.) 
It never occurs again. On the 16th of February I find a telegram 
from the Secretary of State to Sir E. Wood in these terms:-

" Inform Kmger that if Boers will desist from armed opposition" (there is 
no reference to submission now) we shall be quite ready to appoint Commis
sioners with exten ive powers, who may develop the scheme referred to in my 
telegram to yon of the 8th inst. Add that if this propo al is accepted, you are 
authorized to agt·ee to su pension of hostilities on our part." 

Submission is now removed out of the question. The proposal now is 
that the Boers should cease from armed opposition. Now, I want 
to know, what is the meaning of the Boers ceasing from armed opposi
tion ? What were tho Boers doing ? The Boers were in the Transvaal. 
Our garrisons were beleaguered there. Our forces were marching 
up to 1·elieve our garrisons, and to re-establish our authority in the 
Transvaal. The Boors wore opposing the advance of our troops. 
That was the position of things. We were moving ; they were 
opposing. "If the Boers would desist from armed opposition." 
Themeaning of that is that our troops were no longer to be interfered 
with, that they were to continue their march, that the ganisons 
were to be relieved, and th~t our troops were to establish authority 
in the Transvaal. (Cheers .) But nothing of the kind was intended, and 
nothing of the kind was done. That was what embarrassed Sir 
G. Colley, and he said, "I understand what this means if we are 
to go on an the Boors are to cease ; but do you mean that we 
are to cease and that that is to be the way in which opposition 
is to come to an end?" Sir G. Colley asks very naturally the 
question, '' Am I to leave our garrisons isolated ? Is that what 
you mean by the Boei·s ceasing from armed opposition ? " These are 
his words : " Latter part of your telegram to Wood not understood. 
There can be no hm;tilities if no resistance is made : but am 
I to leave Lang's Nek in Natal territory in Boer occupation, 
and our garrisons isolated and short of provi ions, or occupy 
former and relieve latter?" The Secretary of State answers that 
tho garrisons should be free to provision themselves, and peaceful 
intercourse with thorn allowed, but ho adds, " We do not mean 
that you should march to the relief of the garrisons or occupy Lang's 
Nok, if the arrangement proceeds ." What was the consequence? 
Did opposition cease ? Opposition, my lords, triumphed (cheers) ; 
it was we who ceased. (Cheers.) "Opposition" had nothing to go 
on for ; it got everything it wanted. (Hear, hear.) We now 
come to the battle of Ma,juba on the 26th of February. What 
was the advice of Sir E . Wood under the circumstances? Diel 
110 say, " Cease from opposition ; let nothing more be done ?" 
Would that be very like Sir E. Wood? (Hear, hear.) He gave 
some very striking and pointed advice to Her Majesty's Govern
ment. That ad vice your lordships will find at page 21 of the 
White Book which I hold in my hand. He says :-

" Reflecting on similar struggles in history, I do not attach much 
importance to punishing leaders, as did Sir G. Colley, though I 
would not recommend allowing them to remain in Transvaal, nor 
would I accept them as representatives of people. In discussing settle-
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inent of country my constant endeavour shall be to carry out the spirit of your 
orders, but, considering the disasters we have sustained, I think that the 
happiest result will be that, after accelerating successful action which I hope to 
fight in about 14 days, the Boet·s should disperse without any guarantee, and then 
many now undoubtedly coerced will readily setLle down." 

Sir E. Wood knew thatreinforcements were at hand, the strength 
of the positio11 he was occupying, and he spoke as any one, 
humanly speaking, would have spoken under the circumstances, 
with the perfect certainty of the success of the exertions which 
he was ready to make. (Cheers. ) I think it cannot be 
doubted by any person that when our reinforcements came up 
there would have been no bloodshed, and that the matter would 
have been settled with, probably, hardly any exchange of 
hostilities. (Hear.) But, at all events, that was the opinion of 
Sir E. Wood, but no notice seems to have been taken of it by the 
Government at home. The phrase about ceasing from armed op
position was repeated and repeated in every telegram from that 
time from Downing Street, and nothing else. (Hear, hear.) The 
first variation qf the phrase, so far as I can find, came not from 
Downicg Street, but from Mr. Kruger. The Boers are very shrewd 
men. They are not mi led by captivating phrases, and what 
did Mr. Kruger think of this phrase, "cease from armed opposi
tion? " He put a construction on it which your lordships will 
find at page 28. He said.-" We are very grateful for the 

!declaration in the name of Her l\Iajesiy's Government that 
nuder certain conditions the!J are inclined to cease hostili
ties." (Chee1·s, and a laugh.) It is not the Boers, you will 
observe, it is the Government who a1·e inclined to cease 
from hostilities. (Hear·, hear.) :Jir. I\.ruger quite understood 
the telegram : he i·ead between the lines ; he is a clever man, and 
he does not talk about the Boers ceasing opposition, but of the 
disposition of the English Government to take that course. But 
what, let me ask, was the final basis on which Mr. Kruger came 
into this anangement ? There was no repudiation of the construc
tion which he put on the offer of the Government. As your 
lordships will find at page 25, he would have nothing whatever to 
do with the telegram of the Secretary of State of February 8, and 
the reason he gives is that if he accepted it, it would be like 
admitting that the Boers were in the wrong. He speaks of hold
ing to Sir G. Colley's telegram of the 16th of February, a letter 
of the 21st of February, another telegram of the 12th of 
February, and a letter of the 29th of January. These are four 
documents which Mr. Kruger puts forwArd, and he says that it 
is upon the footing of the e four documents that he is prepared 
to enter into negotiations. Hore I may say that I have a question 
to put to the Secretary of Stnte which is of some importance. 
[The EARL of Krl\IBERLEY said it might be well to inform the 
noble and learned lord at once that he had never been put in 
possession of the telegram of the 16th of February nor the letter 
of the 21st. That of the 29th of January he only saw in the news
papers.] Nothing can be further from my intention than to suggest 
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that the Secretary of State is in possession of those docume:nts. 
I know his candour too well to doubt that if they were in his 
possession he would have laid them on the table. But there is 
something more important. This telegram was brought to the 
notice of the Secretary of State, in which Mr. Kruger says, "Now, 
understand, I am going to enter into negotiations with you on he 
footing of these four documents." The Secretary 't>f State says he 
has not got the documents, but without them how could he krow 
how the negotiations were to be conducted, or what Mr. Kru5er 
meant ? Why did not the noble earl say~ the moment be got fuis 
telegram, " I do not know what you refer to ; you speak of dom. 
ments which ought to be in the possession of the Government ut 
fVhich are not." But I pass to something still more important. 
fWhat is the final statement of Mr. Kruger in his telegram ? 1. is 
this, that the only basis on which he will enter into negotiations is 
the restoration of the Republic. Short of that he says he will 10t 
treat, and with that document before them the Government, if trey 
entered into negotiations, of course did so on the terms of Mr. Krug9r, 
which embraced the restoration of the Republic. (Cheers.) Tha; is 
the common sense of the matter, whether you are dealing with 
Boers or Englishmen. So much for the history of the transactim. 
These, then, my Lords, are the six stages of the "Surrendtr's 
Progress," they are almost worthy of the pencil of a Hogarth. 
There is first a patriotic and almost passionate determination to 
vindicate and resture the authority of t-qo Crown. In the seccnd 
place comes a lower offer-let there be at least submission on 1he 
part of the Boers. Thirdly, we reach by this ladder of degrada
tion, a still lower platform-no longer vindication of the authority of 
the Crown, no longer submission, but cessation from arrr.ed 
opposition with a strong intimation that there would be nothiug to 
oppose. (Cheers.) What comes next ? The advice of ycur 
General to settle the country by acting on your military power, 
and that advice disregarded. (Hear, hear.) Mr. Kruger tlen 
comes upon tho scene, and his view is, " It is you, and not we 
who ai·e to cease from hostilities." And what is the last ? Mr. 
Kruger again says, " Cease from hoi:;tilities ; go into negotiatim, 
but only on the terms of Olli' having everything we ever asled 
for, including the restoration of the Republic." (Cheers.) 

Well, now I come to the terms of this surrender. In the :first 
place, I have a question to ask as to the authority of the persons 
with whom you are treating. Have you thought who they re 
who were negotiating with you, and with whom you have m1de 
your agreement ? What are we told about this in the papers before 
us ? The first intimation we have is the view of Sir E. W cod, 
who as I said just now, stated that he would not treat with Ylr. 
Joubert or Mr. Kruger. He did not accept them as the repre
sentatives of the people. That was his view. What was the 
view of the Secretary of State ? He did not agree with the 
view of Sir E. Wood, and answered him in these words 
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-'' We should make no"' exception as to the persons with whom 
we will negotiate, requiring only that they should be duly 
authorized representatives of the Boers, with power to act on theil' 
behalf." How were they duly authorized ? Will the Secretary of 
State inform us ? I am bound to say, on behalf of Messrs. Kruger 
and Joubert, that they seem to have very great doubt about their 
own authority. They at every turn tell you that they are shaking 
in their shoes for fear their acts will be repudiated by the Boers. 
And what finally did they say to Sir E. Wood? Sir E. Wood 
said, " They asked, had I the power t0 recognize him (Kruger) 
as representing the Boer Government, and did I represent 
the English ? I replied ' Yes.' " Well, it was quite true 
that Sir E. Wood represented the English, but had he the 
power to accept Kruger as representing the Boer Government? 
The Secretary of State required that the persons with whom we 
should negotiate should be duly authorized. I find no auth01·ity • 
whatevm·. (Cheers.) This is not a mere technicality; I should 
think very little of the point if it were. It is a matter of very con
siderable importance. Mr. Kruger is undoubtedly very apprehensive 
as to whether his acts will not be repudiated. We see every day in 
the ordinary channels of information that the opinion commonly enter
tained in the neighbourhood is that it is likely there will be a civil 
war, and that there are two parties, if not more, in the country. 
Well, if there should be a civil war, which side are we going to 
take? Are we going to side with the loyal Boers against the Trium
virate, or with the Triumvirate against the loyal Boers ? (Cheers.) 
Suppose that everything that Kruger has done should be 
disavowed, what is to happen? If this were a matter that would 
be finished and done with when done, I could understand our 
being rnady to run some risk. But this is an arrangement which is 
to run on for six months. There are all sorts of thing to be done 
under it, and if these things are not done the arrangement will not be 
of the slightest value to us. Ifit comes to pass that the acts of those 
who made this arrangement are repudiated, we shall have no power 
to insist upon the performance of any of the things to be done under 
it. Is it consistent with the dignity or with the interest of this 
country to accept the word of a Triumvfrate who have with con-
siderable violence seized upon the government and to assume that 
they have authority to bind all the inhabitants of that country? 
(Cheers.) 

Now let me come to the terms. The first is-"the right of 
the Transvaal people to complete self-government." I want, 
in the first place, to know how it came to pass that this term, 
conceding at once complete self-government (as it is called) was 
made by s;r E. Wood ? I think something bas dropped out here 
-some paper is missing. Of course, I don't mean to say that the 
Secretary of State has it, but it must be somewhere. But how 
does the matter stand according to the evidence of the book before 
us ? The Secretary of State, on March 12, said-" The Commis-

I 
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sion would be aiithorisecl to consider the following points," and the 
first is " complete self-government under British suzerainty." The 
Commission would be authorized to do that--that is to say, that 
when the Commission was appointed it would take the matter into 
consideration and determine whether there should be self-govem
mcmt, and in what form. I suppose that is the meaning of the 
words. Well, what happened next? Yourlordships will remember 
Mr. Kruger's communication, in which he says-" I am going into 
the conference upon the basis of the restoration of the Republic, 
and upon no other basis." I find on the part of the Secretary of 
State neither any acceptance of what l\1r . Kruger said nor any re
pudiation of it--nothing about it. The next step is the tipulation 
by Sir E. Wood that there should be complete self-government. 
Now, when did the Secretm:y of State authorize that stipulation to 
be made ? What he did authorize was that the Commission should 
consider it. What is done is that the stipulation is with
out any reference to the Commission, actua11y made and 
agreed to. I know Sir E. Wood pretty well, and I am satisfied 
that he never went an inch beyond the authority given him. What 
I want to know is the way in which the authority was given him. 
Will the Secretary of State give us the information ? I s the Secre
tary of State, or is he not, the head of the Colonial Office ? Is 
somebody else conducting these negotiations? (Cheers.) I 
trust we may have an explanation of this matter for the sake of Sir 
E.Woocl, if for no other reason. (Hear, hear.) My next observa
tion is this : We have got here the term " complete self-government 
to be given to the Boers." Those are not Sir E. Wood's words. He 
is a soldier who does not use jargon of that kind. He talks plain Eng
lish,and never called the abandonment of the territory of the Crown and 
the setting up of a Republic complete self-gov rnment. (Cheers.) 
That is not what a soldier would call it. (Hear, hear.) I think 
it is impossible not to see what these terms were inserted for. 
Their insertion is an effort-a feeble effort-to square what was 
done with the words of the most gracious Speech from the Throne. 
(Cheers.) If you had said what was true-I mean what was accurate 
--you would have said, '' The Transvaal is ceded to the Boers ; the 
annexation is cancelled; the Republic is restored, and the Queen 
has no longer anything to say to the territory." (Hear, hear.) 
That is the English of what is being done. Who can doubt that 
that is the real effect of these transactions ? (Hear, hear.) The 
Transvaal at this moment is the property of the Crown. When 
this treaty is carried out, the Transvaal will cease to be the 
property of the Crown. Is that not dismemberment of the Empire ? 
I s that not cession of territory? Is that not abandonment of the 
dominions of the Queen? And, forsooth, you call this, as if you were 
giving free institutions to a colony, local self-govemment ! (Cheers.) 
My Lords, you are giving Ireland a pretty lesson as to what you 
mean by local self-government. (Hear, hear.) Our fellow subjects 
across the channel are very fond of usin.g that term. Take care 
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that you do not teach them it has a meaning which will make them 
still fonder of. it. (Cheers.) 

But now, I have something more to say upon the subject of this 
cession of territory. I do not desire to raise any legal question 
at this moment, but I wish to enter my protest against this strain
ing and stretching of the prerogative of the Crown. We have 
heard a good deal of late years in the way of charge against 
straining the prerogative of the Crown. Take care, lest you 
strain it as it has never been strained before. I want to know 
what right the Crown has to abandon territory. It is a very 
difficult question, about which a good deal could be said. I recollect 
what was done in the ca e of the Orange Free State. There waa 
much doubt entertained as to how that State was to be given up, and 
in great doubt the Secretary of State at the time determined under 
the peculiar circumstances of the case to repeal Letters Patent 
by an Order in Council and not to a k for an .Act of Parliament. 
But in the case of the Orange Free State there had been no war, and 
the Imperial Parliament had never legislated upon the subject. In the 
case of the Transvaal the subjects of the Queen were in rebellion, 
and1the English Parliament had stepped in and haa voted money and 
legislated in a form which embraced the Transvaal. But, my lords, 
do you recollect what was done a hundred years ago in the case of 
the .American States ? Diel the Crown cede those States by 
its prerogative? Look back at the statutes. You will find 
there an .Act of Parliament which authorized the Crown to cede 
those States, and until that .Act was passed the Crown was not 
authorized to treat with the rebels and to cede that territory. My 
lords, I do not wish to encumber the case with any further argu
ment upon the point; but I de ire to express my grave doubts as 
to the course which the Government are pursuing. If they are 
right by the letter (which I doubt) they are certainly grievously 
straining the spirit of the prerogative. 

Well, now I come to the ne, L t rm, " Protection for the natives 
of the Transvaal." Protection for the natives of the Transvaal ! 
That is indeed something to provide for The Commi sion, wo 
are told, at page 7, will have to consider what ecurities shall be 
taken as to the future treatment of the natives. What " securities?" 
Now, my lords, let me say a few words upon this question. What 
are "the natives of the Transvaal?" There seems to be some 
doubt about their number. Nobody says they are less than 
400,000; some say 500,000. [LoRD KrnBERLEY.-.About 700,000.] 
I believe the number is nearer 700,000 but I wished to be under 
the mark. '.£hese four or five or six or seven hundred thousand 
are now subjects of the Crown of England, and beyond all doubt 
so far as they are concerned they desire to remain subjects of the 
Crown. The Commission, you say, is to consider how they are to 
be protected. But what aJ:e they to be protected against ? There 
is one thing they have to be protected from, which we find described 
in a despatch of the .Administrator, Sir Owen Lan yon. The way 
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in which he describes their stat.e is this-your lordships will find 
it on page 6 of his letters:-

"The unfortunate uatives have uffered most from this outbreak because of 
their loyalty to Her l\Iajesty. Numerous in tances have been reported in 
which they have been wantonly shot down. They have been forced to work in 
the camps, and their property and cattle taken to supply the commissariat of 
men who had large flocks and herds of their own to draw upon. Were any
thing needed to show the nece sity of Her Majesty's rule over the Transvaal it 
would be found in the reign of terror which exists and the sufferings which 
have been imposed upon these unfortunate natives." 

But that is not by any means all. What is the history of these 
Boers? In the years 1833-4-5, after Great Britain had abolished 
slavery, the Boers fretted against the restraints of our law of 
freedom, and they left the Cape Colony, in which they 
had been living, and "trekked," as it is called, over the bor
der and went up beyond the Vaal. In the · year 1852 a treaty 
was made. We knew what their habits were; that they were 
slave-owners; that it was agreeable to their notion of right. The 
Sand River Convention was made in 1852. One of the terms 
was that there was to be no slavery north of a certain limit. My 
lords, you know that that term of the Convention has been con
tinuously and systematically disregarded. The Boers have practised 
slavery. My lords, they practise it now in a way which is 
extremely formidable to deal with, because it is not as if the moral 
sentiment of the people were against slavery, and only certain 
wrongdoers were violating the law. But the Boers have not 
brought the mild and beneficent influence of Christianity to bear 
upon their understanding of Holy Writ. They go back to the Old 
Testament, and they :find in it-or they think they :find in it-a 
justification for these practices ; and they hold that if slavery is 
not a divine institution it is at least permitted. What is the 
practice of these people? I take one authority-I might 
adduce fifty from the Blue Books, but I select one authority from 
one of the Blue Books, which is a statement given by an unpre
judiced witness. It is from a Colonial newpaper, the Gape Arg1ts-

" The whole world may know it, for it is true, and investigation will only 
bring out the horrible details, that through the whole cour e of this Republic's 
existence it has acted in contravention of the and River Convention, and 
slavery has occurred, not only here and ther in isolated ca es, but as an 
unbroken practice has been one of the peculiar institutions cf the country, 
mixed up with all its social and political life. It has been at the root of most 
of its wars ; it has been carried on regularly even in the times of peace." 

That description seems to me to be of great and grave importance. 
(Hear, hear.) But, my lords, even in the legislation of this people 
you will :find sanctioned that which is, under a thin disguise, actual 
slavery. The disguise is the guardianship of orphans. In the 
Tran vaal it would appear, as some one has said, as if all the black 
children were orphans. (Laughter.) Every child which they can 
get hold of is subjected to that which, in their views, is perfectly 
legitimate. We heard in this House only three weeks ago, from 



15 

the lips of the Secretary of State himself, the story of the Boer chief 
who brought home over the border, or from some other quarter, 32 
Caffre girls, whom he sold for 10s apiece in his own neighbourhood. 
(Hear, hear.) Now, my lords, this is the nation you have to deal 
with. These are the fom five six or seven hundred thousand 
people whom you have to protect. This is the system against 
which you have to protect them. My lords, this country has made 
great acrifices, great exertions for the purpose of suppressing or 
extirpating slavery. I i:;hall be smprised, indeed, if this country 
tolerates the handing back into that which is really a liability to 
slavery, a nation of hundreds of thousands of people who, at this 
moment, are free British subjects. (Cheers.) If this thing is to be 
done, at all events, it shall not be done in a corner. It shall be 
done in the light of day, and as far as my feeble voice can reach, I 
will endeavour to explain and expose the real character of the act 
which is to be done., (Cheers.) Well, but you say, the Commis
sion is to consider the question of the treatment of the natives. 

\ (

What can the Commission do ? What is the protection which 
these people require ? Recollect what the Transvaal is. It is a 
country larger than France. Homesteads are scattered over the 
country twenty or thirty miles, or much more, apart from each 
other. And what you have to watch over . and superintend is 
what goes on in each of these homesteads. My lords, how is 
that to be done? Aro you going to occupy the country with 
an armed occupation ? What less are you going to do ? ':' 
There is one protection and one only which can avail for the 
protection of the coloured people. That is the protection of 
courts of justice, deriving their authority from the British Crown, 
and supported by the power of the British Crown. Unless 
every native of the Transvaal can come before a British court 
of justice and say, "I am a free man, or a free boy, or a free girl, 
and I demand the protection of the British Crown as a British 
subject;" until that can done, day after day, there can be no protec
tion for the native inhabitants of the country. (Cheers.) My lords, 
I read just now from the gracious Speech from the Throne some 
words which I did not think at the time had the meaning which it 
now appears they bear. It i the passage which speaks of securing 
the rights of European settlers '' without prejudice to the interests of 
the natives." Without prejudice ! It ends like a lawyer's letter. 
My lords, is it possible that the annihilation of the rights of 700,000 
British subjects in the matter of freedom is to be spoken of as an 
arrangement which is not to prejudice the rights of the natives? 
(Cheers.) My lords, I recollect when this country was greatly 
moved at certain instructions from the Admiralty which were sup
posed to imply that a slave who took refuge in an English ship might 
be surrendered to his owner. Has this country so altered its views 

*The Secretary of State in reply to this question answered, " The stipulation 
which was made at the Sand River Convention will be simply renewed ,._ 
Times, April 1, 1881. 
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wjth regard to slavery that it will permit hundreds of thousands of 
British subjects to be handed back to a system which really is slavery 
as much as any slavery that ever prevailed in the world? (Cheers.) 

What comes next ? '' The control of foreign relations is to be 
reserved." What, my lords, is the meaning of that term? I 
know what this term means in the Congress Halls of Vienna, or 
Berlin, or Paris, or London. What I want to know is the meaning 
of the term as applied to a half-civilized race like the Boers. What 
are the foreign relations of the Boers ? Do you mean their relations 
with Portugal ? We do not want them reserved, because Portugal 
is our ally. What are the foreign relations of the Boers ? I will tell 
your lordships what they arc. The foreign relations of the Boers are 
with the Zulus, the Swazis, the Pondos, and, if there be any other 
native border tribes ; and the foreign relations of the Boers consist 
of stealing cattle across the border of the Zulus, and the Zulus steal
ing cattle across the border of the Boers, and Zulus and Boers 
grazing cattle by trespass on each other's grounds, and the Boers 
illtreating the Z.ulus when they come into the Transvaal, and the 
Zulus illtreating the Boers when they come into Zululand. 
(Laughter.) These are the relations which are grandiloquently 
termed the foreign relations of the Boers, and which we have 
reserved. Are we really going to reserve this treasure ? (Cheers.) 
Are we really going to reserve squabbles about cattle stealing and 
grazing over limits, and complaints of illtreatment on one side of 
the border or the other ? I want to know from the Secretary of 
State is that his view of the foreign relations which he is so anxious 
to keep for us? (Cheers.) But if so, how are we to deal with 
them? Suppose that a Boer is illtreated by the Zulus in their 
country, and the Boers want redress, must they ask our leave before 
they seek it ? Or suppose the Boers are attacked by the Swazis, 
are we going to defend the Boers or to forbid them defending them
selves ? .A:J.·e you going to make military provision for maintaining 
these foreign relations, or, on the other hand, are you going to say 
to the Boers that they S1hall do ilhis, or that, or the other, and yet 
refuse to defend them for following your advice, which brings them 
into trouble ? (Cheers.) That brings me to another question. .A:l.·e 
we going to be protectors of the Boers or are we not ? Now, I will 
deal frankly with your 101·dships on this subject. When I read over 
this book I did not find in it one word implying that we were to 
protect the Boer Republic, and I said to myself: "A very foolish 
thing to reserve the foreign relations of the Boers, but at all events 
we are not saddled with the duty of protecting this people in their 
foreign relations." But my illusion was broken by a document, 
which I find, not in this book, but in other channels of information. 
It is in a communication from Sir Evelyn Wood. It is dated Dur
ban, March 24 and is published in the newspapers :-

"The Colonial Secretary to-night issued the following communication from 
Sir Evelyn Wood :-'Terms of peace have been signed. The Boers have gone 
away. Free trade intercourse permitted throughout the Transvaal. A Ro al 
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Commission is to assemble at once to consider all points left in abeyance and 
.,:recommend to the Impel'ial Government what, speaking generally, shall be the 
.Eastern boundaries of a self-governing republic, which is to have a British 
·Resident and to be unde1· a British protectorate.'" 

Is that an authentic document or not? The Secretary of State 
shakes his head. [The EARL of Kll\IBERLEY.-I do not know.] 
The noble earl doe not know whether the Boer republic i to be 
protected by us or not. [The EARL of K11\IBERLEY.-I beg the 
noble earl's pardon. I <lid not say that. I said I did not know 
whether the document quoted is or is not authentic.] Then, I 
suppose, the noble Earl can tell us whether this statement in the 
document is correct or not. It is issued by Sir Evelyn Wood. It 
is a very serious thing, and I should be very glad to hear that there 
is some mistake about it. I have no wish to pres the document if 
it is unauthorized. Bad as other things are here, I hall be glad to 
hear that there is not to be a protectorate. But the document is issued 
on the spot. You may not know of it, but it has been issued in 
the country, and the people of the country will believe it. (Hear, 
hear.) 

Well, now I come to the next point. The Transvaal will be 
under the suzerainty of tho Queen. I hope your lordships 
will not suppose tlrn,t I am going to give a learned or antiquarian 

. explanation of what the word suzerainty means. I have no intention 
·of doing anything of the kind. I am content to take the word upon 
the negative and affirmatiYe meanings which we have received from 
the Government. Tho negative meaning we have received from 
the Prime Minister. He says that suzerainty does not mean 
sovereignty. ·well I lmow very well that it docs not (laughter); 
and what s more, if it did the Boers would not have accepted 
it. (Cheer::;.) It i::; jnst bccanso it docs not mean sovereignty 
that they have submitted to it. (Hoar, hear.) What docs it mean? 
What it means is described Ly Sir Evelyn Wood, and his glossary 
-his interprcb.tion-nmy b found at page 29 of the papers. He 
defines suzerainty to m an thi , "that the country i to have entire 
self-government as regards its own interior affail'S, but that it cannot 
take action again t or with an outside Power without permission 
of the suzerain." That is to say, the foreign relations of the Boers 
are res rvec.1. (A langh.) Now, my objection to that is this. I 
object to your taking a word ancl coupling it with the name of the 
Sov reign of this country, nnd putting a meaning on the word which 
is not the real meaning-which is a conventional meaning; 
because it is perfectly clear that whatever may be the real meaning 
of the word, what it does not mean is that foreign relations are re
served. It is quite clear that it does not mean that. [The EARL of 
KrnBERLEY.-Why ?] Why ? Will the noble Earl produce any 
book, any State paper-any instance in history-in which a Power 
which had no connection with another Power except through the one 
circumstance of foreign relations being reserved was called the suze
.rain of that other Power? If this is the meaning of suzerainty, 
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that wherever the foreign relations are reserved you have a case of" 
suzerainty, tho consequrnce is that the Sovereign of this country i ..... 
the suzerain of Afghanistan. Because the Sovereign of this country, 
according to your treaty, has control of the foreign relations of 
Afghanistan . [The EARL of KnvrnERLEY.-What treaty?] I am 
willing to be corrected, but we have understood that the arrange
ment with Abdurral1111an i" that the foreign relation. are 
reserved. (Hear, bear,) But that is of very little importance. 
What I do care about is this. I obj ect to your coining a meaning 

fo;_· a word-a word which has another meaning, I object to your 
taking possession of a word and giving it a special meaning for a 
particular purpose, and then connecting it with the Sovereign of · 
thi country. Why, yo.i might as well take the word Archimandrite, 
and say that by that term you mean that Foreign relation are re. ervcd, 
and then say that tho Queen is the Archimandrite of the Transvaal. 
(La11ghter.) You have no right to take a word and give it n. mean
ing which is your moaning and not the meaning of the word. And 
I object to your coining by the prerogative a style for the British 
Sovereign hitherto unknown. But I will tell you why the word 
is taken. It jg quite palpable what tho i·eason is. The word is 
selected for this reason. It is selected in order that vou 
may go on the one hand to tho Boers and toll them-and tell them 
truly-'' Suzerain does not mean Sovereign ; suzerainty docs not 
mean sovereignty ; yon may be quite satisfied:" and then that you 
may come home here and jingle in the ars of the unthinking people 
of the country the word suzerainty, and leave them to think tllat it 
has the sound and semblance of, and some connection with, 
sovereignty. (Loud cheers.) 

Now I come to the Commission, and I want to know what is tho 
authority that this Commission is to have and how is it to be sup
ported. I know what has happened with regard to the Boers. 'J~hc 
Boers, when the Commission was talked of, proposed not unnaturally 
that they should Le represented upon thn,t Uommiseion. They n.skcd 
that they hould ha e two member , ancl tlley would have agre d to 
bo bound by it decision, perhaps, had they been represented. But 
that was declined. It was decided that th re mu t be no Boers on 
the Commission at all . I do not ..S.nd one word in these papers show
ing that the Boers have consented to be bound by what this Com
mission will do. \Hear, hea.r.\ I cannot find a word binding e en 
the 'l'riumvirate. y;..r e hear from various quarters that there is very 
great indignation as to what this Commission is to do, and we hear · 
mutterings both loud and deep that the Boors will not be bound by 
anything the Commission does. What we may naturally ask is-Sup
pose the Boers refuse to bo bound, how arc you going to support 
the authority of tho Commission ? What authority have you at this 
moment in the Transvai:tl to support it? You have the same authority 
that you have in Abyssinia. You may invade Abyssinia and you may 
invade the Transvaal, but until you invade the Transvaal you have no 
authority there. (Cheers.) Your garrisons are cooped up and you can . 

r 
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exercise no authority by compulsion. Suppose you mean to enforce· 
it by invasion, what is your position with regard to invasion ? Your 
reinforcements, where are they? Three or four regiments have been 
ordered home. Your General is coming home in the packet ship
that is to say, if he can :find room among the numbers who are 
doubtless hurrying away from a land which you arc making unin
habitaLlo for Englishmen. (Cheers.) The spirit of your troops is 
lowered, the authority of the Crown is discredited ; and what about 
1he loyal Boers ? I do not know how many of them there are. I 
know that various opinions are entertained on that . ubj ect. Some· 
say they arc the majority ; a great many people think so. It 
is quite clear that Mr. Kruger and Mr. J·oubert think they are 
in grnat numbers, for they are much afraid of them. (Hear, 
hear ) Well, but if you had entered the 'I'ransvaal in the 
perscnt state of affairs, these loyal Boers would haYe been your 
friends and supporters. Will they be so hereafter ? You ha Ye betrayed 
them once ; do you suppo e they will ever let you betray 1.hem 
again ? (Cheers.) They will know much too well for that . Those loyal 
men will for the futme be arrayed against you along with the rest of 
the nation. That is the way in which you are going to support your 
Cornmi sion. 

But, my lords, I :find as regards this Commission a very remark
able tatement, as to which we must have some information from the 
Seer tary of State . It appears, among other things, that the Com
mission is to consider whether there shall not be taken off tbe Trans
vaal a portion of territory to the east of the 30th parallel of lon
gitude. Thero is about as much land there, by the look of it, as 
Engl nd and Scotland together. Therefore, the portion in question 
may be a tolerably large slice. I see that it is aid in the papers 
that the Bo rs will not consent to have anything tnken off the 
Transvaal; but I know not how that may be. But for what pur
pose do the Government wish to separate the piece of land to 
the east of the 30th parallel from the rest of the Tran vaal ? The 
idea appear to be· that it is to be some "buffer, ' as it is called, 
between the land of the Boers of the Transvaal and the countries 
to the east of that territory. I don't suppose that you want a '' buffer" 
l)etween the Boers and the Portuguese. Remember that to the 
east, of the 30th parallel you have first the Portuguese, then 
Arnatonga, and then the Zulus. You want to separate the Boers from 
the natives of Amatunga and of Zululand, The intervening piece 
of land I take it for granted you do not 111ean to leave as " no man's 
land," without any owner. If you do, either the Boers will take it 
agam, or the Swazis or the Zulus will do so. Are we then to 
keep that land and to interpose between the Boers, the Swazi~, 
and the Zulus? We have some right to know what the Govern
ment intend to do. We are not to be hood-winked as to a matter 
whi h is all-important in regard to the policy to be pursued in 
South Africa. You know very well that that intervening piece of" 
land will be of no use to you as an interval between the Trans-
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vaal and the native ti·ibes unless you garrison it with British 
troops. Are you going to garrison it with British troops ? Is 
that the policy of the Government? Let us know it if it is, because 
nothing more disastrous could occur to us than that, after giving 
up the Transvaal and exciting all the loyal natives and the loyal 
Boors against us we are to end by having a chain of garrisJns along 
the eastern part of tho Transvaal, which is most isola.ted from 
·support. (Cheers .) 

I come next to the provision that nntil the completion 
of tho arrangements with the Boers our garrisons are to 
remain, are to have food, but are to have no ammunitior:.. (Hear, 
hear.) ~o ammunition is to be brought by us into the country 
of the Transvaal. What does this mean ? I own that I am 
ash<1med to be the p01· ~on to explain it. Do your lordships 
remember what has happened ? ·what were our Tran. vaal garri ons 

.at the commencement of the war ? Our soldiers were cooped ·p in 
them ; they wore surrounded ; our troops were marching from 
Natal to relieve them. In substance, though not in form, the ga.rri
sons were prisoners ; they could not move out. Our troops were 
marching to relieve them, You are going to leave these garri ons 
there. What will their position be? l .·cc calculations made a.:; to 
whether they have ammunition for a week, for two weeks, or for 
three. It does not matter in the least whether they have ammu
nition for one week, for two, or for three weeks ; if you have not 
the right to supply fresh ammunition their ammunition is limited, 
and they arc at the mercy of the Boers around them. (Cheers.) 
And while you in form leave this country to imagine that you are 
doing something in their favour by arranging that these garri ons 
are to rema;n in tho Tran vaal, the truth and the English of i~ is 
that the. o garrisons arc hostages in the hand of the Boers. (Cheers.) 
That is whore the Government leaves thorn: those English troops 
arc hostages in tho hands of the Boers. This reminds us of the 
painfnl occurrences at Potchefstroom. There was a time ~hen 
thi country would have expressed a stronger opinion a.bout ha.t 
has lrnppened at Potchofstroom than it has yet done. What ha.s 
happened ? Thero was an armistice agreed upon between Sir E . 
Wood. and the leaders of the Boer . What were the term of tha.t 
armistice? I will read it to your lordships. At page 22 it i 3ai 
that the third term of the armistice is that " Mr. Joubert underttke s 
to send notice of the armistice and its conditions to the re. pectivie 

_garri ons." (Hear, hear.) Remember, it was for the Boer rom.-
mancler, Mr. J·oubort, to do this, and not for us. The armi,ticte 
was made on the 7th, and the garrison had to surrender 14 days a:ter. 
(Hear, hoar). I hear that there was a convoy of mules going on f:om 
Sir E.Wood with provisions for this garrison, and that this convey of 
mules did not, could not, make the distance of 200 miles in 14 dty . 
Very possibly ; but that has nothing to do with the matter. Mr .. J omeri 
was not to send his notice by a convoy of our mules. He persomlly 
.undertook to send notice to the garrison; and does anyrody 
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say that messengers could not traverse in the Transvaal a 
space of 200 miles in less than 14 clays ? I heard with sur
prise the noble Earl say that he ancl the Secretary of State 
for War were conferring on this matter, and that they bad not 
received sufficient information. My lords, I should have thought 
that 10 minutes, or even 10 seconds, would have been sufficient 
for any English Minister to know what ought to be done under the 
circP.lil tances (cheers) , ancl that in 10 seconds after the receipt of 
the new there would have been flashed from Downing Street, with 
the ligMuing speed of the electric wire, a message to the Boer Trium
virate, not that any life that had been lost sho.uld be rostor cl-that, 
alas ! coi1lc1 not be done-but that every arm that had been taken 
must be rcsLo,cd, the ammunition must be given back, full indemnity 
mu t be made for every loss, and that every word written with 
regard to the surrender of Potchef troom must be ab olutely and 
completely cancelled and obliterated. (Cheers.) And, my lords, 
if that ha not been clone, I do maintain that never before in the 
histo:;:y of England has such an act occurred and such an act been 
allowed to be o long unredrcssed. (Renewed cheers.) 

And now I come to the stirulation as to Lang·s Nek. What is the 
provi 'ion with regard to it? As tho Boers, we read, have agreed to 
withdraw from Lang's Nekancl to disperse to their homes, Sir E.Wood 
promises not to take pos.ession of that position, nor to follow them up 
with troops, nor to send ammunition into the Transvaal. Lang's ek 
is in the colony of Natal. The Transvaal is our country, too, but 
L ng's Nck is in Natal. The Boers retire from Lang's Nek, and 
we in Natal are bound hand and foot ; our troops are no t to occupy 
Lang' Nck. My lords, can we speak patiently of this? (Cheers .) 
Not to occupy Lang's N ek ! What is the explanation of the Prime 
Mini ter about thi ? He sn.ys th se words only mean that the Doers 
w re di per ing and there was not to be a pursuit of the Jloors. 
Well, if that wa what was intended, a very few words would have 
been sufficient-not to occupy Lang's Nek for 24 hours, or for a 
dn.y, or for a week. But an absolute provi ion not to occnpy Lang's 
Nek ! l\Iy lord , was ever such an insult offered as this, oven 
according to the explanation of the Prime Minister ? (Cheer .. ) I 
can hardly trust myself to state it. Are we, are this great and 
spirited nation, gentlemen and men of honour I trust, making peace 
with the Boers, telling them that we do make peace with them, 
that they are to disperse (as one of its terms) to their own homes, 
and are they to turn round and tell us, u That is all very w U for 
you, but we don't trust you ; we believe that at the moment of our 
dispersing, notwithstanding the peace, you would turn round ancl 
follow us and pursue us, ancl we therefore bind you not merely to 
make peace with us, but not to occupy positions in your own 
country from which you could pursue us ?" Was ever such an 
insult offered in private life, and is our nation so lost to all sense 
of honour that it can sit down under such an insult as that which 
the Prime Minister offers by way of explanation ? (Cheers.) 

' 
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I come now to the next point. There is to be a Resident 
·at the capital of the Boers, but there is to be no in
terference in the internal affairs of the country. Now, ho-w is 
the Resident to be supported-I do not mean by money, but by 
force ? The Boers are a rough sort of people, and even in our 
short intercourse with them during the last two months S)me 
rough things have been done. I do not suppose that this 
Resident will be very popular, ancl I wish to know, witlout 
·anticipating the use of any extreme violence, how he is t be 
supported in the event of his being insulted. Or are you gcing 
to send him into the country without any support ? If so , I 
need only remind the members of Her Majesty's Governrrent 
that that was precisely what they denounced when it was done 
'in Afghanistan. I trust we shall have an explanation on this point. 
(Hear, hear.) 

Then I come to the amnesty, the terms of which arc very rom~rk
:able. The amnesty extends to all, including the leaders, md 
excepts only persons directly responsible for acts contrary to the 
rules of ci vi lizccl warfare. And in Sir E. W oocl' s final agreement we 
find that the Boer leaders said they would gladly co-operate ith 
Her J\Injesty's Government in bringing to justice those who \\ere 
directly responsible for acts contrary to the rules of civilized ar
fare. Now, who arc these men? We know very well to whom tLese 
words ought to apply-namely, to the murderers of C:;i,ptain E1iot, md 
to the authors of the massacre at Madder's Spruit. The Boers arc 
to co-operate with us in bringing them to jnsticc; but what docs ;his 
mean? The murderers of Capt. Eliot are Boers in the Transvaal ; bey 
are nine in number, and arc perfectly well known to everyone these. 
The murder was committed in broad daylight, and in the midst 
of the homesteads, so that every one kncwwhat had happened.' ~be 
'leaders of the Boers are able to han<l them over to us, and to tell 
us that they will co-operate with U8 is to invert the real position 
-0f affairs, for they arc in possession of the Transvaitl, and we tan 
do nothing. It is for us to require them to hand over to us tln c 
persons, who are outside the pale of civilized warfare, instead of 
promising to co-operate with us. (Hear, hear.) But who J.re 
the others ? You remember the affair of Madder's Spruit, ::.nd 
the account of it that has been communicated to us by ~he 
Government. Tho circumstances of the attack I will read to 
your lordships from the Official Report of Sir Owen Lanyon. He 
·says:-

"The circumstances of the attack upon Colonel An truther's men-a fo·ce 
con isting of 268 men , women, and children-are told in a few words. Ifavmg 
selected the ir spot forthe at.ack, the mounted force of the rebels surroun' d 
the strairgling wagon-train while on the line of march, and sent in a ilag of 
truce to Lhe officer commanding, and while he was reading the Jetter from the 
Triumvirate, and replying verba1ly that his in tructions were to proceed to 
Pretoria, and that he must obey those instructions, the nHacking force of rerels 
w.as, under cover of the flag of truce, advancing upon and srnTotrnding the 
soldiers; and immediately the answer was given the rebels opened a deady 
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·fire, picked off the officers, and kill d and wounded 157 of the small English 
fot·ce. The number of the dead now amounts to 70." 

And 1urther on he adds : 

"The nrrounding and gnidual hemming in nuder a llag of trnce of a force, 
and the selection of spots from which to dii·ect theit· fire, as in the case of the 
nnpl'Ovoked attack by the rebels upon Colonel Anstruther's force, in a proceed
ing of which very few like incidents can be mentioned in the annals of 

. civilized warfare." 

My lords~ did I hear aright the othei night a reply given that the 
Government had received no information to lead them to think that 
this ma ·sacre was not in. ide the rules of civilized warfare ? Did your 
lordships hear that in this House ? I trust there is some mistake, and 
that the noble Earl will rise and tell us that that is not what he 
meant to convey, and that tho idea will not go forth that a transaction 
such as I have described is, according to the view of an English 
Government, within the pale of civilized warfare. (Cheers.) 

And now as to the po itionof the English and the loyal Boers. I see in 
this paper some suggestion that somebody or other is to look after their 
interests. These loyal Boers number many thousands, of who11 many 
are refugees in neighbouring countries, but many still remain in the 
Transvaal. I do not know v;hether it is true, as we read the other 
day, that Mr. Kruger said he would rather kill 20 of them than one 
English soldier; but if there ;s any truth in these words, they show 
the temper in which tho loyal Boers will be regarded by those who 
are now in the ascendant. And what have they to rely upon? 
I remember that Sir Garnet Wolseley told them (I tru t to my me
mory for the words) that the rivers might rnn back to their sources, 
or the snn rise in the We~ t, before the Transvaal cea ed to form 
part of the British dominion. (Hear, hear.) They relied on that 
assurn.ncc; but was the word of Sir G. Wolseley of 1 s avail than 
that of l::lir Evelyn Wood? And, if Sir E. Wood's word is now to 
be relied on, was Si.I· G. Wols ley's word not to be taken before? 
Can yon suppose that anything that this Commission can recom
mend, any p1·omise that can be extracted, will prevent those Boers, 
when they return home, from regretting bitterly the day that they 
believed the word of an English general? (Cheer .. ) 

I cannot weary your lord ·hips by going into a. further examina
tion of tho details of this arrangement, though there is still much 
that might be aid. I have risen, my lords, from the 
perusal of these papers with feelings which I find it diffi
cult to describe. It is not easy, in the midst of the event which 
pass around us, to realize tho character of the history we are creating 
for future ages ; but we can understand and look back upon the 
history of past. t :me , and infer f om this the manner in which we , hall 
be regarded by those who come after us. It is just 200 year since 
a page wns written in the annals of England, darkened by the sur-
1·enclers of Burgoyne and Cornwallis. Those were surrenders made by 
generals at a distance from, and without communication with, home-

.on their own resp ::msibility-in great emergency-and without the 
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possibility of any alternative. They were events, however, which
both at the time and long afterwards deeply touched our national 
pride. But it will be recorded hereafter that it wasre served for the 
19th century, and for the clays of telegrams, to find a surrender, 
with reinforcements at hand, and every means for restoring the power 
and vindicating the authority of the Crown, dictated, word for word, 
by the Government at home. I observe that this arrangement is 
somewhere styled the Peace of Mount Prospect ; :M:y lords, I much 
doubt whether it will not go down to po terity as the Capitulation of 
Downing Street. (Cheers.) You have administered a bitter cup to 
Englishmen abroad and Englishmen at home. And you have made 
tho dra.ught unduly and unnecessarily bitter. Surely some of th 
ingredients might have been spared. I wish you could have cho en 
for the conclusion of such a capitulation some other agent than one 
of the bravest, the mo t intrepid, the most promi ing generals in the 
service of the Queen. (Cheers .) I wish you could have spared our 
troops the intense mortification of being paraded in order to see a 
half civilized enemy marching off in triumph with arms and accoutre
ments captured from Briti h soldiers. (Cheers.) I wisli that while 
still the Transvaal remains, as you say it does, under our control, 
the Brit~sh flag had not been first reversed and then trailed in in. ult 
through the mud. (Cheers.) I wish that tho moment when you are 
weakening our Empire in the East had not been selected for dis-

) 
membering our Empire in South Africa. (Cheers.) These are the 

I 

aggravations of the transaction. You have used no pains to conceal 
what was humbling, and a shame that was real, you have ako ma.de 
burning. (Cheers.) But the transaction, without the aggravati ne, 
is bad enough. It has already touched, and will every day touch 
more deeply the heart of the nation. Other reverses we have h:td : 
other disaster . But a rever. e is not disbon0ur, and disn.ster doe. 
not necessarily imply disgrace. To Her Majesty's Government w 
owe a sensation which to this country of ours is new, and wlic . 
certainly is not agreeable. 

" In all the ills we ever bore 
We grieved, we sighed, we wept ; we never blushed before." · 

(Loud cheers.) 
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MR. H. CHAPLIN, M.P., 
ON THE 

IRISH LAND BILL. 

Mr. CHAPLIN 1 who was received with loud cheers, said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! do not doubt that I shall express a very general feeling 
when I say that the introduction of another Irish Land Bill in the 
year 1881 cannot fail to suggest to the minds of hon. members 
reflections of the gravest, I will even say of the most painful 
character, and especially when we remember that it is not yet eleven 
years ago since the last great legislative measure dealing with this 
question was accepted by Parliament and by the country. To me I 
must say that it seems but the other day that I heard the right 
hon. gentleman, t4e author of this Bill, in language as eloquent as, 
and not dissimilar from, that which he used the other night, unfold 
to a crowded and anxious House of Commons the details of his 
great scheme of Land Reform in 1870, by which, to use his own 
description, his very words at that time, he desired by a manful 
effort to close and seal up for ever, if it might be, this great question so 
intimately concerning the happiness and prosperity of Ireland. 
'Nell do I remember the scene on that occasion, presenting, as it did, 
so marked and striking a resemblance in many respects to the scene 
we witnessed here again the other night before we parted, on the 
eve of the recess. Then, as now, I need not say, the case of the 
Minister was urged with a power and an eloquence which was not 
surpassed even upon this occasion. Then, as now, there was the 
same conviction, the same sincere, I do not doubt, and deep conviction 
of the goodness and justice of his cause, the ame bright hopes and 
sanguine anticipations of a happy and a favourable future, the same 
popular acceptance of his views beyond those walls, the same 
powerful support of a great majo1·ity within them. Nay, more, as if to 
make more striking still the marked resemblance on these two occa
sions, the Minister himself concluded then, as now, with a magnificent 
and powerful appeal to the etemal principles of justice in a speech 
which fascinated friends and foes alike, and which contributed, I do 
not doubt, Sir, in · no smalJ degree to the ultimate pas ing and the 
final triumph of his measure. (Cheers.) I need not dwell on the 
progress of that measure. Suffice it to say that it shortly took 
its place on the Statute Book, and I think that hon. members on 
both sides will bear me out in saying that for months, nay, more, 
for many years the Liberal Party, as a whole, were never wearied 
of singing preans in the praise of what they called this great heroic 
measure of legislation. But, alas, Sir, for the vamty of human 
aspirations. What is the position of that Act to-thy ? What 
have been its fruits ? What are its friends and sup1•orters say
ing of that measure now ? There it is, unhappily, rt'corded in 
a short and simple sentence in one of the repurb t 1 on~ of the 
Commissions, not the Commission appointed by a l' >r. - U-overnment, 
and presided over by the Tory Duke of Richmond, l111 1 the Bess-
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·l>orough Commission, his own Commission, appointed by the 
Minister himself, to consider his own act and deed. (Cheers.) And it 
recommends, Sir, nothing short of its total and absolute repeal. 
(Loud cheers.) So much for heroic legislation. After eleven years 
operation of its working, I think I might say, sic transit gloria 
niundi. (Laughter and cheers.) I commend the careful study of that 

·sentence to the consideration of the Government. I think it cannot 
fail to be of use to hon. and right hon. gentlemen on that side of the 
House who were enthusiastic supporters of that measure at the time, 
and who, for aught I know, are trying hard to be again enthusiastic 
in support of the latest proposition of the Prime Minister for the 
regeneration of Ireland. I cannot help thinking that the Minister will 
himself acknowledge and allow that, with this knowledge and expe
rience now before our eyes, we are bound more than ever to scrutinize 
most narrowly the grounds on which Parliament is invited to enter 
upon and sanction for the second time what seem to me to be the 
strange and revolutionary proposals (loud cheers) contained, at all 
events, in one portion of this Bill. Now let me ask the House to 
consider what are the grounds upon which this measure is brought 
forward. The right hon. gentleman, upon the introduction of the 
Bill, gave u three reasons for his Bill. The first was that old and 
long standing evil, viz., the land hung r, which permeated, as he 
said, the people of the country. The second he based on the 
fact that the Land Act of 1870 was defective, and had become 
inadequate for its purpose ; and, as he called it, a third and 
a conclusive reason consisted in the fact that there were a 
limited number of bad landlords in the country, distinguished by 
conduct that differed from that of the greatly preponderating 
number. I am not here to-night to deny the justice or the truth 
of any one of those three reasons. But I utterly and totally deny 
that they are the only reasons for the introduction of this Bill, and 
I say that, on the other hand, the right hon. gentleman has omitted 
altogether all mention of that which I conceive to be the chief and 
the principal reason of them all . I hall have a word to say on 
thaL point b( f re I bring my ob ervations to a close. But I desire, 
in the fir t place, to examine the reasons that the Prime Minister has 
given us himself. I quite admit that the first two reasons are deserv
ing of our most serious attention, but I cannot say with any truth 
that I attach the same importance as the right hon. gentleman to 
the third and final reason which he gave us, namely, that there are 
a limited number of bad landlords in Ireland. That, I am afraid, 
is no new information. We have known it all along, and for this 
reason, that there are always some black sheep in every flock. It 
is unfortunately true, no one here has attempted to deny it, that 
there are a certain number of landlords in Ireland who do not 
perform their duty ; but I must remind the right hon. gentleman 
that that is equally true of the possessors of every other kind of pro
perty in the world, and I certainly never heard before that that 
supplied a rea ·on for mulcting the property of the great majority 
who do perform their duty. (Hear.) And that is the case with the 
great majority of the Irish landlords we know, from the high 
authority of the Minister himself-for he told us that they hacl been 
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tried and honourably e.oqnitted-and really. if doctrines of thit.J· 
nature nre in future to prevail, I cannot imagine where they nre to· 
stop (bear, hear), or what is to prevent the extension of this 
kind of argument to the partial confiscation of all kinds of property 
whatever. I cannot admit that the third n.nd final reason of the. 
right hon. gen1leman affords sufficient justification for the introduc
tion of this Bill. But, Sir, with regard to the first two reasons he 
gave us, I must say I think that the right hon. gf'ntleman 
does stand on stronger groand when he tells us that 1 he Land Act 
is defective, and points to the land hunger in the country as the 
rooted nnd the standing evil which demands legislation at our 
hands. Sir, it is undoubtedly too true that the Land Ac t so far 
has failed almost entirely to fulfil its objects. And "·hy? Be
cause that measure proceeded, if I may presume to say so, in 
the wrong direction from the outset. That Act erred not only in 
1\'bat it did, but even more perhaps in what it left undone, und it 
therefore failed, as it was doomed to foil, nnd as many people· 
u]wayi;; said it would and must fail from tl1e first. A policy of 
spoliation and injustice, I cannot, and I won't believe is ever really 
successful in the iong rnn ; and that Act was founded on injustice 
and nothing else, when it took the property of one class and trans
ferred it to another cla.ss without the swallest compensation being 
made. (Hear, hear.) For instance, when the principle of com
pensation for disturbance wns made a leading and vital principle 
of tha.t mensure-and here I would like to correct wbat I think 
is a wide-spread misapprehension on thi!!l point. I have beard it 
said that the Conservative Party as a whole accepted the principle 
of compensation for disturbance on the second reading of that Bill. 
They did nothing of the kind. Compenrntion for dis turbance was 
not in the Bill a.t the time of the second reading-n.t nll events not 
in our view (bear), not in our view of the Bill as it came before us 
on the second readin,~; but when it was altered in Committee, and 
amendments were moved by the Government 1 o make the principle 
of compensation for disturbance as clear ns it is in the measure now 
before us, then by vote, and ~peech, and division, and every meanB 
in their power, it was opposed by the Conservative Pm·ty as a whole. 
{Hear, bear.) But I sai<l that Act was worse even in what it 
left undone, and there are, I think, hon. members on both aides of 
the Honse who wi11 agree with me in this, that it must have been 
conceived in error, and in total ignorance of the rea.l interests of' 
Ireland, when not the least attempt was made to grapple or deal 
with (I doubt if it was even recognized) what has been so often spokE>n 
of as the'' cancer " of the country, the acknowledged and undoubted 
source of nearly all its evils, viz., that frightful competition for the 
land which arises entirely out of the circumstances and peculiar 
eonditions of the country. In 1870 the right hon. gentleman said 
we take the facts and circumstances of Ireland as we find them, 
and there, I think, with all respect, the right hon. gentleman was 
wrong. That was the cardinal blot of his Bill, when not the le:i.st 
attempt was made to deal with the evils arising from 1 he competi
tion for the land, and t.he consequence was that the circumstaneee 
of Ireland proved stronger than the Bill, and because he took them 



:as he found them and left them as he found them they have rendered 
the pwdsions of the Bill for the most part pra.ct:cally useless and 
-0f no effect. (Cheers.) It is generally admitted, I think, on both 
aides of the House, that in diRcussing the Irish question one fact 
must al ways be kept in mind, and that is that, apart from the 
land of Ireland, there are few, if any, other means of subsistence for 
the population, and consequently there has always been for its 
possession ::m excessive and n.n unnatural demand. This, again, 
ha~ led to most serious abuses, including nearly all those constant 
causes of trouble and complaint we are for ever hearing of in 
Ireland. The commonest of nJl is this, that the rant is constantly 
being arbitrarily raised. But admitting, for argument's sake, that 
it is so, let me ask the House what it is that enables the bad land-. 
lord to profit; by his greed n.n<l exercise his power? It is the 
competition for the land, and that alone, which, if one man will not 
give the rent, always induces another to come forward n.nd take 
his pla.ce. (Hear.) The same thing accounts for the extravagant 
prices we hea.r of as being given for tenant right. We were told 
by one witne8s before the Agricultural Commission, of the case 
()f 011e esta.te, and it was said to be by no means an uncommon 
one, where the lowest price given for the tenant right was 20 
Wh3re it averaged 40, and where, in one case, it had been known 
to reach the incredible sum of 63 yea.rs' purchase of the rent, or 
considerally more than the value of the fee-simple of the land 
itself, irrespeclive of all considerations of tenant right altogether. 
Why, what a. monstrous n.nd intolerable state of things this is. 
Again, I n.sk, whn.t is it owing to ? Certa.inly not to the greed and 
rapn.city of the landlord in this case, because it could only have 
happeaed on an estate where the most unlimited right of free sale 
wa in cxi~tence alrtjady, n.ncl where there is perfect freedom from 
all office rules, which it is fashionable now to call objectionable. 
but which I mnst say, for my own part, in a cr.se of this kind, I 
should be disposed to speak of as of the most necessary and salutary 
cha.racter. It is owing to the same compeliition for the land, and 
nothing else. The rnme thinJ a.ccounts for the overcrowding of 
the population in certain districts of the country, which the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland spob of, in almost the closing sentence of his 
speech the other night, as the greatest evil of the country. And 
it accounts as well for the subdivision of their farms into miserable 
little plots of ln.nd, mn.ny of which, were they let rent free, would 
not enable ihe tenant to obtain a decent livelihood. (Hear.) 
And when l have mentioned the minute sub-division of the 
farms, tbe overcrowding of the population in certain districts of 
the country, the extravagant prices given for tenant right, the 
arbitrary raising of the rent, and, still more, perhaps, the fear 
that it may be arbitrarily raised, I think that l have named nearly 
all the most; prominent of the causes of disaffection and discontent in 
Ireland. (Hear, hear.) It is easy,- therefore, to perceive why the 
Land Act failed so completely as it did. Instead of trying tu devise 
some other means of livelihood for the population, instead of trying 
to divert their attention as far as possible from these miserable 
little plots of land, to which, I fully admit, wiLh a feeling with 
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which we must all sympathize, many of them are passionately 
attached, it linked them more inseparably than ever to the soil. 
(Cheers.) It made the occupation of the land more to be de ired 
and more to be coveted than ever, by giving to the tenant a share 
in its possession which did not belong to him before, and instead of 
lessening the competition it tended rather to aggravate and to 
increase it. It afforded in consequence fresh opportunities to land
lords who desired to do so to raise the rents ; it stimulated and 
encouraged still more extravagant payments for tenant right, and 
instead of doing anything whatever to promote a wise and judicious 
consolidation of the worst and most miserable holdings, by inflicting 
the fine of compensation for distmbance, it made that process more 
expensive and more difficult, and in many cases impossible for ever. 
(Cheers.) Now, that I believe to be a faiT and not inaccurate 
description of the working and effects of the Land Act of eleven years 
ago. And that being so, and competition for the land being, as 
I say, the great evil of the country, is the Bill now before us 
likely to be more successful than its predecessor ? Well, Sir, I 
will say at once that in some respects I think that perhaps it 
may. (Hear.) It differs from the Land Act of 1870 in this, 
that the land hunger at all events is recognized, and there is some 
evidence in the Bill of a real intention and desire to deal with it 
and so far as these parts of the Bill are concerned, we have some 
reason to hope that perhaps it may be. But the Bill is of so 
varied and so intricate a character that I must ask the House to 
allow me to consider it under three distinct heads, each one of 
which would form, in my opinion, the subject of a Bill itself. 
In the first place there are the clauses by which it is intended 
in the future to govern the relations between the landlords and 
tenants in Ireland, and these I shall call, for the sake of distinc
tion-not from any wish to use the words offensively, but because 
I think that they most accurately describe their real effects-the 
confiscation clauses of the Bill. (Cheers and laughter.) Then there 
are the clauses by which it is intended to convert those who are 
tenants into owners of the land, and these may be :fittingly described 
as the proprietary clauses of the Bill ; and, lastly, there are the 
clauses by which it is intended to deal with the evils ari ing from 
land hunger, such as the clauses relating to the reclamation o 
land and emigration, and these, I think, may very properly be 
termed the remedial clauses of the Bill, because they seem to 
me to be by far the most important in their probable permanent 
effect on the condition of the country. Let me, therefore, take 
the remedial clauses :first. And here, I think, it must be evident 
to all that if we are really in earnest in our d sire to go to 
the root of the whole question, we must begin by doing 
something to lessen the competition for the land and to 
relieve the overcrowding of the population in certain districts. 
That, in my opinion, is the starting point of all, without which,. 
whatever reforms you may adopt, you may be certain will be 
rendered practically useless and of no effect as long as you allow the 
state of things in the West of Ireland to continue as it does. But, 
if they are to be relieved, it is equally clear that some of the 
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people must be moved (hear), and then comes the question, how arc 
we to move them, and \\here are we to move them to ? It would 
be too inhuman and too barbarous to turn these poor unhappy people 
out of their present homes, wretched and miserable though they 
be, until you first provide for some improvement, and, I hope, some 
real improvement, in their hard and in their bitter lot. I will be no 
party to turning them adrift to find their way across the Atlantic or 
elsewhere for themselves. But there are now-a-days facilities for 
schemes, which, if adopted, by emigration or other means, would 
confer great benefits on one and all. And however distasteful it may 
be, and however much they may be disapproved of and disliked 
by those who live by agitation in that country, by the professional 
politician, to whom continued agitation in Ireland is as the veryt 
breath of life, and whose occupation and whose means of livelihood, 
in many cases wrung from his wretched dupes, would be gone with
out it, there is no real and no true friend of Ireland who can deny 
that, in their proposals for emigration, the Government have taken a 
step, and a long step, in the right direction. (Cheers.) However, 
I cannot, on the second i·eading of a Bill like this, enter into the 
details of any scheme of emigration. There may be difficulties, 
no doubt, but they are by no means insuperable, and to those who 
have been enabled to make themselves acquainted with the views 
and opinions of men competent to form an opinion on the subject 
-men, for instance, like Lord Dufferin, who has enjoyed peculiar 
facilities in arriving at a judgment on the merits of Irish emigra
tion, both in our colonies and at home; like Mr. Tuke and others, 
who have written or have spoken on it,-there cannot be a question, 
or a doubt, that a scheme of emigration, prnperly organized, and 
conducted with due and prop r safeguards made for the reception 
of the emigrants, and for starting them upon their new career on 
their arrival with their families, would confer a blessing and untold 
boon, not only upon those who go, but on those as well who stay 
behind. (Hear.) But I would not stop at emigration, and at that 
alone; I should like myself to offer to these people an alternative as 
well, namely, that of migration to other parts of Ireland. In fact, 
to give them the choice between emigration and migration, wherever 
it was possible, and wherever land could be reclaimed with advantage 
for that purpose. I cannot give my adhesion to the scheme proposed. 
by the honourable member who sat near me the other night, that the 
grazing lands of Ireland should be purchased, broken up, and 
adapted for the purpose. To me, it seems that to require that the 
grazing lands should be cut up in the worst and most inconvenient 
manner, for the purpose of affording means of livelihood to the 
surplus population, would be as wise as to require that machinery 
and all the modern improvements of science should be banished 
from our manufactones to give employment to the surplus popula
tion in our towns. (Cheers.) But, with regard to reclamation of 
land and migration to those parts ofireland, I may say that nothing 
was more strongly urged by witnesses before the Agricultural Com
mission, who, I believe, were thoroughly competent to give evidence 
and form opinions on that subject, than the advantages and the 
necessity of providing for the surplus population of the West, by a~ 
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<>ffer of migration as well as emigration from the country, and I 
hope that the Government, if amendments should be moved in that 
direction, will see their way to accept them, in order to enlarge 
their scheme as far as m'. gration is concerned. (Hea.r.) Now, Sir, 
I suppose it would be out of place in a discussion on a Land Bill 
if I said anything as to the establishment or re-establishment of 
manufacturing industries in Ireland. I was struck by something 
that fell from the Chancellor of the Duchy the other night on this 
point. No doubt Ireland does possess exceptional advantages in 
water power which might be turned to great advantage, and I can
not think that any reforms or remedial legislation that may be adopted 
can be considered satisfactory or complete which does not include 

lilencouragement, and, if necessary, assistance for the re-establishment 
of some of those industries in Ireland which in former days were 
destroyed by the bitterly unjust and selfish policy of England. 
(Che Jrs.) Well, now, Sir, I come to the proprietary clauses of the 
Bill, the darling project, I presume, of the right hon. gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Duchy- his beau ideal of rural happiness and 
prosperity not only in Ireland, but, I believe, throughout the world. 
Now I quite admit the social and political importance of adding 
largely, if possible, to tho number of owners of land in Ireland at 
the present time, but I do not think that your Bill is in the least 
degree happily designed for the accomplishment of that object. All 
I can say is this, that if I had to choose between the position of an 
occupier or owner, a landlord or a tenant und er ti1is Bill, I should 
not hesitate for an instant in taking the position of the tenant. 
(Cheers.) I cannot conceive what is to induce people to become 
owners of land under this Bill which yon hn.ve brought forward . 
But at the same time I am not indisposed to give a fair trial to the 
experiment of the right hon. gentleman. Still I must remind the 
House that it is a great experiment, ancl I cannot share his sanguine 
expectations as to the result. I am not speaking now of the enor
mous liabilities and risks you are about tr. impose o.u the taxpayers of 
tho country. And remember that is a subject in itself of importance 
that cannot be over-rated. What you are going to do is 
this. You are going to make the State the chief and greatest land
lord in Ireland at a time when the whoki in ::;titution of land
lordism is being violently denounced and assailed. But I mn looking 
more to its future effects on the condit ion of th e people n,nd the 
fer tility of the land itself; and I should like to afk the right hon. 
gentleman what precedents and ~hat experience has he for his 
guidance? I was disappointed with the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Duchy the other night. He told u·s, from despatches he 
quoted, that vast numbers of the serfs in Russia had bten converted 
into owners of the soil, and that a large proportion had repaid the 
money they bc;rrow<. d to repurchase the land. But why did he not 
say something of their condition at the present time? Was he 
ignorant of their condition, or was it that he knew that a statement 
of their condition would .tell against his proposals? I was reading 
a remarkable nrlicle the other day bearing on this question. It 
gives a d _scription of the Russian serfs, now owners of the land in 
Russia., well worthy the attention of the House, and what i~ so.ya is 



this : '' From one end of the country to the other the so-called 
peasant proprietors-that Radical idea of the agrarian status-are 
in a state of semi-starvation, while in several of the Volga provinces, 
once the richest in agricultural produce, tho starvation has assumed 
the form of a wide-spread famine, which the Government is engaged 
in alleviating by considerable grants of money. This calamity has 
not overtaken the country casually and without warning. It has 
been approaching systematically for the last ten years, and 
cannot be ascribed in any important degree to the simple 
visitation of God or the operation of ~bnormal dimatic phenomena." 
Well, now, Sir, the evidence given with regard to the purchase of 
land in Ireland under the Bright clauses, as they were called, or 
from the Church lands, is of a most conflicting character; but I 
i;houlcl like to ask the right hon. gentleman whether he looks to any 
other foreign countries and the systems that prevail there. If he 
does, all I can say is this, that the evidence that it has been the 
duty of the Agricultural Commission to take on this point does not 
warrant that conclusion, but rather the reverse. (Cheers.) But 
it is not necessary to look abroad at all. We have experience 
much nearer home. It is an entire mistake to suppose that there 
is no peasant proprietary in England. (Hear.) In the county I 
represent there are hundreds-thousands of freeholders and peasant 
proprietors at the present time. Vast tracts of country, vast 
areas of land-I am not speaking solely of the Isle of Ax
holme, but on the east coast of Lincolnshire, between the 
Humber and the Wash, you will find vast tracts of country 
peopled to a great extent, if not exclusively, by them. And 
I have seen and I know something of the lot of these 
people for myself, and I will say at once, from my ex
perience of them, that a more exemplary and industrious, a more 
deserving and hard-working class does not exist in England. I 
wish to Heaven I could say the same of their prosperity. But, 
alas ! with them, Sir, at the present time, prosperity and comfort 
are unknown ; their work is harder and their fare is worse than 
that of any labouring man in England. But, notwithstanding 
this, and all their efforts, and all their admirable conduct, many 
of them-aye, far too many of them,-for they are a class that I 
should wish to see increased,-have been utterly undone by an un
happy combination of unfavourable seasons and the relentless foreign 
competition which for some years now they have been called upon 
to undergo. The complaint of even those who have been able to 
bring them to maturity is this, that their crops make nothing, and 
that ruin stares them in the face ; ancl their lot is harder far than 
thn.t of either labourer or tenant for another reason too, which I 
commend to hqnourable gentlemen opposite, below the gangway, who 
are always ready to denounce and to declaim against the territorial 
system of this country, and it is this, you may rest assured that the 
mortgagee at all times will demand the punctual payment of his in
terest far more sternly than the landlord ever does, or, in unfavourable 
seasons, ever did demand the punctual payment of his rent. (Cheers.) 
In this distressing and deplorable state of affairs the land is steadily 
lo ing its fertility and, JJari passit with its owners) is going rapidly 
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from bn.d to bad, and from worse to worse. And if this is what 
is happening in Engbnd, why are you to expect such a very different 
and so much more favourable results in Ireland ? The fact is, and I 
often think it is the irony of fate, that it is the right hon. gentleman 
himself more than any other man in England who has rendered a 
successful peasant proprietary, as I believe, in this country impossible 
in futme. There were yeomen, and there were peasants too, who 
flourished at one time in considerable numbers in this country ; but 
they have disappeared in a great degree, and much to my regret, as 
I regard the class of yeomen as a class we can ill afford to lose, and one 
that it will be still more difficult to replace. But they have disappeared 
and died out in a great degree ; and they did so for the most part 
with the advent of free trade. Now, I am not going to say one 
word against free trade to-night but this. It may be a very good 
thing in its way ; no doubt it has been, and a peasant proprietary 
may be the same. No doubt they are both of them excellent things 
in their way, but you may depend upon this, that, under existing 
commercial conditions, the two things cannot flourish in England 
together. (Rear, hear.) And, as I suppose, the Chancellor of the 
Duchy is not at present prepared to part with free trade, or to occupy 
that suite of apartments in certain public establishments in this country 
which he is always ready, I observe, to offer to those of his friends 
who make that proposal, I am afraid that he must give up for the 
present his dream of a peasant proprietary in Ireland. That, however, 
iH only my opinion. I do not presume to dogmatise upon it, nor to 
offer, more or less perhaps, a crude opinion of my own, to the views of 
the right hon. gentlemn,n who, I understand, has made a life-long study 
of this question ; but I have ventured, and indeed I have thought, 
it my duty to place this view of the case, which I have seen some
thing of myself, before the House of Commons, because it does seem 
to me to be one that is deserving of our most careful and serious 
consideration, before we finally adopt proposals of enormous impor
tance, like those which have been put forward by the right hon. 
gentleman. At the same time, although I cannot share his sanguine 
views, and while I must decline all responsibility for them, I should 
not feel either justified or right in refusing, at all events, a fair trial 
of his scheme. Sir, the House will then perceive that while I am 
prepared to give a qualified assent to what I have called the proprie
tary clauses of the Bill: I go heartily and completely with the 
Government, perhaps I go ftuther than the Government in what I 
take to be the remedial portion of this measure, and specially inten
ded to deal with that which the right hon. gentleman himself has 
described as the old and rooted evil of land hunger in the country. 
But when I come to what I have described as the confiscation 
clauses of the Bill, there, I am afraid, I must adopt a very different 
a~titucle indeed. I am quite aware that hon. members on that side 
of the House are sometimes apt to be indifferent to charges of con
fiscation, especially when made by hon. members on this side. But 
that is not the case with the right hon. gentleman the Prime Minister. 
He takes quite a different line. He stoutly denied the other 
night that there was any confiscation under the Act of 1870, and 
he has challenged us to prove that there is confiscation in the Bill 
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of 1881. And further, he supported his statement as to the Act of 
1870 by alleging that, according to statistics, rents have risen, and 
with the rise of rents the value of propel'ty which has been sold in 
Ireland has been increased since the passing of the Act of 1870. 
Now, even supposing that allegation is correct, it does not necessarily 
prove that he is right. It is the natural tendency of everything 
in these days, as years roll by, to increase in value, because gold 
has been daily becoming more plentiful ; an~ what we have to 
consider is not whether land in Ireland has increased at all in value 
within the last decade, but whether the increase would not h:.we 
been considerably greater if it had not been for the passing of the 
Land Act eleven years ago. That is, supposing this allegation is 
correct. But is the right honourable gentleman correct? The 
right hon. gentleman gave us no statistics the other night, but he 
did give us some last Session, I remember, in regard to this 
question. They stopped, however, with the year 1878. Why 
did they stop there? Why has he not given us statistics down to 
the year 1881? They would have thrown considerable light on his 
assertions. I have not myself been able to obtain statistics for 
1881 ; I have not had time to do so. I had no idea, for a moment1 

that such an argument would be advanced ; but it so happens that I 
have some statistics that were sent to me from Ireland last Session, 
in regard to the year 1880, and I will read three cases which bear 
directly on the value of land. They ai·e taken from sales in the 
Land Court, before Judge Flanagan, and the date is June 25tb, 
1880, not quite a year ago. " Lot one, 563 acres ; yearly rent, 
£180 ; sale adjourned, there being no bid.ding. Lot three, 42 acres ; 
yearly rent, £ 85; the only bid £ 500; sale adjourned. Lot four, 387 
acres of the lands of Molloy, producing a yearly rent of £156 9s. ; l\1r. 
T. 1\IcCreedy, solicitor, offered £2,000. Thero was no other bid , 
aud after waiting for some time, Judge Flanagan said: "It is a per
fect farce to be putting property up for sale now. For all I know, 
Mr. McCreedy, you may get it for half £ 2,000 next year. No 
mortal man can tell. Your bidding, however, is not quite 12 years' 
purchase." Now, Sir, I do not know what the statistics of 1881 
may say, but if they at all bear out the records of sales in the Land 
Court in the year before, I think the House will agree with me thaL 
the right hon. gentleman has certainly not disproved the charge of 
confiscation against the Act of 1870 by the singularly unfortunate 
illustration he has selected upon this occasion. The right hon. 
gentleman challenged us to give him p1·oof of confiscation in the 
Bill which is now before us. Perhaps I may be allowed to offer 
to the House a short and simple definition of what I mean by '' con
fiscation." And if the House accepts my definition, and if I am 
able to show, as I think I shall he able to show, that it is strictly 
applicable to this part of the Bill, I may at least hope that l:?Ome 
hon. or right hon. gentleman opposite will do me the favour to 
attempt, at all events, to meet the arguments I shall use, and failing 
that, to acknowledge the truth andjustice of my complaint. Now, 
what does " confiscation " mean ? I understand confiscation to 
mean this : We arc guilty of confiscation if we take away property 
or valuable rights which at present they enjoy from tho ·e who arc 
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entitled to them, without making compensation to them for the 
property or the rights. of which they are deprived. Will any h n. 
member on the other side of the House deny that proposition ? If 
not, then I wish to ask the House this question. Does or does not 
the Bill perform that operation? I think J can undertake to show 
in the course of about three minutes that it does. Take the cases 
of present tenancies alone, where tenant-right did not exist before. 
What happens undJ3r this Bill ? The day this Bill passes every 
tenant will be able to take hi landlord into Court, and, whether his 
rent be a high rent or a low rent, to call upon the Court to fix it in 
future. If the tenant once goes into Court, the Court is bound to 
fix the rent, and it becomes, in future, in the language of the Bill, 
a "judicial rent." Thereupon, a judicial rent being established 
in that way, the farm from that time forth is held subject to what 
are called the "statutory conditions " of the Bill ; these " statutory 
conditions " include fixity of tenure for 15 years for certain, 
and what practically amounts, as far as I can see, to as l ng 
a period afterwards as the tenant may desire. These '' statutory 
conditions " really include :fixity of tenure for 15 years for 
certain, and a renewal of .fixity of tenure for successive periods 
of 15 years as long as the tenant may desire. It is r lly 
perpetuity of tenure if the tenant so desires. But " :fixity of 
tenure," in the words of the P1·ime Minister in 1870, is virtually 
the " expropriation of the landlord ! " It undoubtedly deprives him 
at once of all real control and management over his estate in fut-ire, 
and it deprives him of what may be called all the advantages and 
pleasures of ownership. It deprives him, in a word, of nearly 
,every right you can mention that attaches to the possession of an 
estate in Ireland, excepting the receipt of whatever rent-charge the 
Court may think fit to allow him. Now, nobody can deny that 
these rights do possess n certain value, whether they be little or 
whether they be great, and you are going to take them from the 
landlord without giving him the smallest compensation what v r. 
I . ay, then, that if my definition of confiscation b correct, the fixity 
of tenure, as embodied in your Bill, even for a period of 15 y ar , 
is neither more nor less than sheer and . imple confiscation. And 
that is not all ; eveiy tenant in future will have the right to sell bis 
interest in his holding for the best pr.ice he can obtain; subject, I 
admit, to this limitation which the Prime Minister pointed out the 
other night, that the landlord may claim his right of pre-emption, 
and in that case he may call on the Court to :fix the price of 
sa.le; but though the Court may be called on, in this way, to sett! the 
price which the landlord is to give to the tenant for the tenant's in
terest in his own estate, a somewhat novel and remarkable sta e of 
things in itself, I do not understand that the Court may :fix the price 
at zero ; the Court, I understand, is bound to allow the tenant 
something for bis interest, otherwise the right of sale, so ostenta
tiously paraded in the first line of your Bill, would be nothing 
but a farce. And if that be so, what is the landlord's position, if 
the tenant should elect to sell? If, for instance, the tenant wishe , 
for some cause, to give up farming and take to something else, 
the tenant will at once be able, however liberal may have been the 
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terms in point of rent or otherwise on which he has held the £arm 
up to the time of sale, to realize a sum of money for an interest 
for which he gave absolutely nothing upon entry, and every penny 
of which is just so much taken directly out of the pocket of 
the landlord and deducted from the rent which he would other
wise receive from the tenant who succeeds him. (Cheers.) It 
makes no difference whatever to the tenant who comes in. In 
either case he will have to pay the same, either in increasecl 
rent, or in the shape of interest on the sum of money he pays for 
the goodwill ; but the tenant who goes out, although he may 
have held the farm at the lowest of low rents, and on the most 
liberal terms for years, is to receive from the tenant who comes in 
a sum of money which, on every principle of right and of justice 
ever known, is the property of the landlord, and of no other person 
in the world. (Loud cheers.) You give him no compensation for 
this, and if my definition of confiscation is correct, and it is , I 
believe, generally accepted by the House, this, again, is nothing less 
than mere and sheer and simple confiscation. Let me test it on 
another and most simple ground. You are going to confer on the 
tenant a great boon-" a pecuniary advantage" you tell us. Where 
is it to come from ? Does it come from the State ? Out of whose 
pocket does it come ? It comes out of the pocket of the landlord, 
and of nobody else. How do you get ovor that point ? I hope, 
when the right hon. gentleman or some other member of the front 
bench comes to speak, he will be able to explain more clearly than 
has been done that this Bill does not embrace the principle of con
fiscation. Now, Sir, having shown, to the best of my ability, that 
they both mean confiscation, let me say a word as to the policy of 
fixity of tenure and free sale, as embodied in this Bill. " Free sa.le " 
may be summed up in a sentence. Free sale, however you may try 
to limit it'.--for whatever rules the Court may make will be evaded, 
ju t as office rules are evaded at the present time- free sale, I say, 
is only another word for rnck l'Cnts everywhere in Ireland in 
fnture, and fixity of tenure is even worse, for fixity of tenure, 
in plain English, means taking the property of one man ancl 
giving it to another, and my authority for saying so is a 
member of the present Cabinet-the highest legal authority 
in England, Lord Selborne, the present Lord Chancellor, who said 
it as Sir Roundell Palmer in this House, at a time when he and 
his colleag-qe, the right hon. gentleman, were fighting tooth and 
nail against this very principle, its advocate to-day. (Cheers.) 
Truly, what a marvellous specimen of policy and statesmanship this 
fixity of tenure is. What does everybody who knows anything 
about Ireland tell you is her first ·requirement at the present time ? 
Why, capital, and the investment of capital in that country. And 
what sort of inducement do you think it is that you are offering to 
capital, and to those who are its owners, at the present time, 
when your own Lord Chancellor has told us that your great and 
gmnd specific for the troubles you are placed in at the present 
moment, and which you have so thoroughly brought upon your
selves, is, in plain English, taking the property of one man and 
giving it to another? Was there ever, out of Bedlam, such a polic r 
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as this put forwaru by a Minister for the regeneration of IrEland 
before? (Cheers.) I pass on to consider what I understar:rl to 
be the principle of this part of the Bill. The House will iave 
observed that, although this Bill embodies what are lmoWJ. as 
the three F's, yet that fixity of tenure is contingent on ;udi
cial rent, and the right of sale is, to a certain extent, controlled 
by the power of the Court to fix and regulate the rent I 
tak e it, therefore, and it has been admitted by more than one 
member of the Government--! take it, therefore, that judicial rent 
is the centre and pivot on which the remaining portion of this Bill 
must turn. In other words, the main principle of this part of the 
Bill is the valuation of rents by the State. That being so, I corfess 
I listened with the utmost curiosity to the explanation of the Prime 
Minister on the introduction of this Bill, because it so happens fuat, 
in common with a good many other hon. members of this Roust, it 
was my good fortune some years ago to bear him discourse at great 
length on this very question, and I must do the right on. 
gentleman the justice to say that a more complete, a more able, 
or a more elaborate destruction of the very principle he advoc1tes 
to-day, I never beard from any other Minister or statesman on any 
other subject in the world. \Rear, hear.) It is far too Ions to 
quote, but it is very instructive and most interesting to read. (fries 
of" Read.") I have not got it here, and therefore I cannot read it, but 
hon. members who are desirous of doing so will find in vol. 19) of 
Il ansard, beginning about the bottom of page 1,8·13, some five and a 
half columns of what appear to me to be absolutely unanswenblo 
and conclusive argument · against the very propo. ition which f' ms 
to-day the main and tho essential principle of this part of the ill. 
I confess that I was not very much snrprised, because since I lave 
taken any part in public life I have noticed thi -and I don' t in tho 
least wish to speak with any offence or disrespect towards the 
right hon. gentleman-but I have noticed this, that when he pro
fesses a policy most loudly it is always two to one-and th r,t is 
far from being liberal odd -that, sooner or later, exactly the 
opposite is almost quite certain to occur. At all events that is 
what has happened upon this occasion. 

Mr. GLAD 'TONE: Not at al1; not at all. 
Mr. CHAPLIN: Well, let the right hon. gentleman disprove it 

if he can; he will have every opportunity. But how does the rijht 
hon. gentleman account for it on this occasion ? I listened vith 
great attention to the speech of the right hon. gentleman on the 
introduction of the Bill, but the sole excuse and explanation I cmld 
gather from his speech was this-that in the present circumstance3 of 
Ireland, and with the authorities before us, this change had become 
quite inevitable. And what were his authorities? He did not con
descend to tell why it was inevitable; but he told us what authorities 
he looked to. They were the rival and various reports of the ;wo 
Royal Commissions. I have not a word to say to the report of the 
Bessborough Commission, or to the minority report of the DukE of 
Richmond's Commission, but I have a good deal to say as to the na
jority report of that Commission. Tho right hon. gentleman has plnued 
a very remarkable construction upon that report. But in the first pltc 
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I would refer exactly to what he said the other night. He taxed me 
with being in some way connected with this Bill. The right hon. 
gentleman dwelt at great length, not only on Monday night, but on the 
first introduction of the Bill, on the report of the Duke of Richmond's 
Commission, and he quoted a sing le paragraph from that report at least 
twice or three times. I can assure him we are exceedingly com
plimented by the attention he has paid us, and here, again, I think 
that I perceive another of those complete conversions of opinion of 
which I spoke just now, as amiable, I must say, in this case, as it 
is complete, and which are so eminently characteristic of the right 
hon. gentleman. Last year the House will recollect the Richmond 
Commission was the grossest delusion that ever was practised on 
the mind of man. (Cheers.) This year it is a high and respon
sible authority to which the right hon. gentleman looks for guidance 
and direction, and the humblest of its members-the member for 
Mid-Lincolnshire-is indeed exalted to high honour, for he is 
suddenly informed that he shares with the Prime Minister the pater
nity of this Bill. (Cheers.) I cannot express to the right hon. 
gentleman my unbounded gratification at this complete change of 
sentiment on his part. I tender to him my grateful acknowledg
ments and thanks, but both natural modesty of disposition and n;ty 
strict adhesion to truth compel me alike, I am afraid, to decline 
this signal mark of favour which he presses on me (laughter), and 
I hope he will not think me churlishly ungrateful if my desire to 
preserve whatever reputation and character I may still enjoy, 
either of a public or a private nature, impels me to renounce all 
connection whatever with what I suspect to be the disreputable off
spring of an illicit amour of his own with the Land League (cheers), 
and which the right hon. gentleman, with an audacity-a happy 
audacity I have rarely seen equalled-is now trying to father upon me. 
(Cheers.) I really must protest altogether against this attempt on the 
part of the right hon. gentleman to father his own illegitimate child 
on me. (Laughter.) But now, Sir, in all seriousness, let me con
sider for a moment the construction which the right hon. gentleman 
has placed on the rep0rt of the Duke of Richmond's Commission. 
What is that construction ? I understand it to be this-that what 
we have recommended in effect is this, viz., the establishment of a 
Court, or of some other public authority, to regulate rents everywhere 
in Ireland in future. Now I venture respectfully to say that we have 
recommended nothing of the kind. All that we have said, and 
I adhere to every word that we have said, is this, that 
" bearing in mind "-I am afraid I shall have to read it 
again-" bearing in mind the system by which the improvements 
and equipments of a farm are very generally the work of the tenant, 
and the fact that a yearly tenant is at any time liable to have his 
rent raised in consequence of the increased value that has been 
given to his holding by the expenditure of his own capital and 
labour, the desire for legislative interference to protect him from 
an arbitrary increase of rent does not seem unnatural.., Arbitrary 
increase of rent on what? Why, on the expenditure of his own 
capital and labour. I think I should be content to submit to the 
verdict of any legal authority on either side of the House, and I 



think they would pronounce unanimously in favour of my interpre
tation of that paragraph of that report. I do not know what might 
happen on that side, but I would certainly undertake to submit to 
the verdict of any legal authority on this side. And now let me 
ask the House, how does the right hon. gentleman arrive at 
this extraordinary construction? First, he quotes one single 
paragraph in the report, in which no mention of a Court is even 
made, and then he went on to tell the House that, in his view of 
the case, legislative interference with rent could not be disas
sociated from legislative interference with theright of sale and tenure. 
In other words, what he says is this : '' If you take one of the 
three F's, viz., fair rent, you must take them all," and, having laid 
down that proposition, he then goes on to say that the language 
used by the Commission, and the necessary construction of the 
single parapraph he did read, must mean that and nothing else, when 
the very following paragraph of the report, which, for some reason 
best known to himself, he thought fit not to read, says, s I 
understand it, exactly the reverse. Remember the proposition of 
the right hon. gentleman is-" If you take one of the three 
F's you must take them all ." And the following paragraph of the 
rep01·t of the Agricultural Commission says: "With a view of afford
ing such security, 'fair rents,'' fixity of tenure,' and' free sale,' 
popularly known as the ' three F's,' have been strongly advocated 
by many witnesses, but none have been able to support these 
propositions in their integrity without admitting consequences hat 
would, in our opinion, involve an injustice to the landlord." Well, 
now: that is the language of the report, and how the right 
hon. gentleman, in the face of that second paragraph, could 
have placed the construction which he did upon the report 
of the Duke of Richmond's Commission passes, I must say, 
altogether my humble, although it may be somewhat limited, com
prehension. I frankly own, for my part, that I disapprove of the 
proposal altogether, because it always seemed to me that the valua
tion of rents by the state in Ireland, either with justice or with 
satisfaction to the interested parties, is neither practicable noT 
possible by any Court whatever in the world; and for the >ery 
reasons which were literally driven home by the right hon. gentleman 
himself at the time he utterly demoli hed that propo'3al whe:i. it 
was formerly brought forward in this House. (Cheers.) AI:d I 
cannot understand how a Minister in this House can either as~ or 
expect the House of Commons to accept proposals, until otherwis.e 
explained, of which he has publicly declared in this House, he coul 
conceive nothing more calculated to carry wide-spread demoraizai.
tion throughout the mass of the people of Ireland. (Cheers., I 
admit that it is desirable that this question should be settled, amd 
if on some other occasion the right hon. gentleman would do vrha.t 
I think he might do, and what I think he ought to do, to rerrove 
the difficulties which many of us feel, viz., take his own speec::h 
in 1870 and answer seriatim, if he can, the arguments he used Olll 
that occasion, then I can only say, as far as I am individually 
concerned, I shall be disposed to make large sacrifices of my opiniolll 
in order to arrive at a happy solution of this question. But, ur.lesif; 
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that should be done, and until it has been done, I shall feel it my 
.duty to oppose, from first to last, the adoption of these principles 
into our legislation, and for the very reasons that have ·never yet 
been answered, and which were supplied by tho Prime Minister 
.himself. (Cheers.) I object, then, altogether, both in point of 
policy and in principle, to this part of the Bill, and I view, I 
.confess, with the utmoot apprehension what seem to be its probable 
permanent effects. I n,gree with what the Prime Minister said in 
1870, that it is calculated to demoralize the people. It cannot fail, 
I think, to lead to the ei;tabli~hment of rack r nts everywhere in 
Ireland. It will destroy all confidence and all sense of security; 
nay, I think it hn,s gone far nlready to destroy them in regard 
to aJI kinds of property in !~eland, and, with them, .it will most 
inevitably b&nish capital and the investment of capital in that 
country. And, although I admit that it does confer enormous 
boons on one cbss of the country, namely, the present occupiers · 
of land, it confers those boons upon them alone, and even 
this is done at the expense, and at the sole expense, of one 
other class of the community, namely, those who n.re the 
owners of the land in Ireland. And what kin<l of treatment is it 
that you ask us to inflic.:t upon them? First, you n.rc going to take 
a.way from 11im n,ll intere t in the future management of his estate. 
You deprive him of the rights, and you release him from all the 
.duties which attach to property in Ireland, and you convert him 
in future to the position of 11 mere rent-charger on his own 
€state . And that is not all. for in all human prubability you arc 
,going to inflict upon him a. large pecuniary loss as well. Under 
this Bill you mny lower his rents, mulct him of n. portion of bis 
income, and fine .him of pnrt of his possessions, bongh t, very likely, 
for anything that you know, on the faith of your public prufes ions 
nn<l indllcemcnts, and on the guarantee of n. title which very likely 
Parliament has given him itself. A case was submiLted to me tl.w 
,other day, which I mny mention. A friend of mine, abont a year 
11go, bought an estate for £30,000 in Ireland. He bonght it in the 
Land Court. The rent was certifi d by the J u<lge, :m<l. endorsed 
upon the title n,s certified by the Judge. If you pa~s this Bill, and 
he is taken into court, you may reduce his rent by £200 or .£300 n. 
year. 

Mr. BRIGHT: The rent was not guaranteed. 
Mr. CHAPLIN• But tho title was gQaranteed, and what is the use 

.of the title without rent'? Does the right hon. gentleman suppose 
that people invest £30,000 in estates in Ireland to look at them? 
Tl.my invest as a. means of interest, to receive something back as 
interest. And in this case it is possible that the rent mny be 
reduced two or three hundred a year, and are you going to give the 
man to whom you have sold the estate your~elves compensation, 
or, failing that, are yon not bound to re-purchase his estate on 
equitable terms ? ( Uiicers.) It is the grayest possiu!c question 
in my mind whet.her you are justified in doing tliis under any 
.circumstauces at all. lt may, l know, be argued, I know it bas 
been argued, that the State has the right to reduce 11im to that 
position if it thiuks fit. But then the State is bound not so to 
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think fit until it has shown conclusively that it is for the public 
interest and welfare ; and I do not think that you have donE so. 
I admit that may be a matter of opinion, but this is not a ma.tter 
of opinion, that whether you have shown that it is expedient or 
not, you are bound-there can be no question upon this point-to 
give him compensation. And I ask where, in what clause, ivhat 
line or sentence of this Bill is there the smallest compensf.tion 
mentioned? (Cheers.) You give none, and I say then thffe is 
only one description for measures of this nature-you teL us 
of judicial leases and judicial rents. I say, in the presmce 
of the Government and of the authors of this Bill, that this part 
of your Bill is nothing else than one great scheme of ju "cial 
plunder (cheers)-more worthy, I had almost said, of a Calinet 
of- but I will not use the expression that I had upon my 
tongue-of anything rather than of Ministers of Sta.te. .And 
all this harsh and cruel treatment of the landlord is to be in:flictt:d on 
him-why? Because, you tell us, that the circumstances of Ire~and 
absolutely call for legislation at your hands. Granted that it b~ so. 
I acknowledge that the present circumstances of Ireland mus; be 
dealt with sooner or later. I do not stop to enquire who it is that 
has brought Ireland into that position, though it would not be 
difficult to show. (Hear hear.) But why inflict all these 1ains 
and penalties on the landlords ? They are not responsible fo the 
circumstances of Ireland. They did not create that fatal competi
tion for the land which is the cause of nearly all the evi ls you wm
plu.in of. (Hear.) They are not to blame for the absence of manu
factures, and of other industries in Ireland, which has driven the 
peo_ple to the land, and to the land alone, as their resource. No
thing of the kind, and no one knows it better, I suspect, than the 
Prime Minister himself. And if we really want to know the fruth 
upon this que tion, and if we have the courage and the candour to· 
acknowledge it to ourselves, we must look-not to the Ian lord 
eltiment in Ireland, but to a very different cause indeed, to find the 
source of that which I admit is perhaps the most perplexing pro
blem of the time. The truth is that the English Parliament and 
the English p ople are mainly responsible for those conditions of 
the country which have driven the people to the land, and to 
the land alone, for their support. tHear, hear.) It was not 
always so; there were other industries in Ireland in former iays, 
which :flourished, and :flourished to a considerabl~ extent,-11ntil 
they first aroused, and were afterwards suppl.·essed, by the 
selfish fears and the commercial jealousy of England; 3 ng
land, who was alarmed at a rivalry and competition that she 
drnaded at the hands and from the resources and energy of the 
Irish people . The history of what happened at that time is so· 
admirably given in a series of letters published about 100 ears 
ago, in a little volume called " The Commercial Restraims of 
Ireland," that, with the permission of the House, I should lik just 
for one moment to refer to it. I know of nothing more painfil in 
the whole history of Ireland, or more calculated to bring a blush to 
the face of every Englishman than the plain unvarnished tale chey 
tell. (Hear.) What happened, in a word, was this. Petiiions 



were presented to the King, by both Houses of Parliament, in the 
year 1698, praying him, by every means in his power, to hinder 
the woollen trade of Ireland. One single passage from the petition 
of the Commons will sufficiently explain their nature. This is what 
it said: "And we do most humbly implore your Majesty's protection 
and favour in this matter, and that you may make it your Royal 
care, and enjoin all those you employ in Ireland to make it their 
care, and use their utmost diligence to hinder the exportation of 
wool from Ireland, except to be imported hither, and for the dis
couraging the woollen manufactures and encouraging the linen 
manufactmes in Ireland, to which we shall always be ready to give 
our assistance." This address was presented to the King, and the 
answer was explicit. It was this : '' I shall do all that in me lies 
to discourage the woollen trade in Ireland, and to encourage the linen 
manufactures there, and to promote the trade of England." (Hear.) 
Now, Sir, what followed upon this? A Bill had already received 
the Royal assent on the 25th January of that year, by which 
large additional duties were imposed on the exportation of all 
woollen goods from Ireland. But this was not sufficient to satisfy 
the English Parliament, and, in the words of the same writer, a 
perpetual law was made prohibiting the exportation of all goods 
made or mixed with wool, except into England and Wales, and 
as duties amounting to prohibition had been already imposed on 
the importation into England, this measure practically operated as 
a complete prohibition of the exportation of woollen goods from 
Ireland. The immediate effects of this cruel law cannot be described. 
better than they are depicted by the same historian, in two pictures 
which he draws of Ireland before and after the passing of this law. 
Before the passing of this law, he says: "After the Restoration, 
from the time that the Acts of Settlement and Explanation had been 
fully carried into execution, to the year 1688, Ireland made great 
advances, and continued for several years in a most prosperous. 
condition. Lands were everywhere improved, rents were doubled, 
the kingdom abounded with money, trade flourished, to the envy 
of our neighbours; cities increased exceedingly, many places of the 
country equalled the improvements ofEngland, the King's revenue 
increased proportionally to the advance of the kingdom, which 
was every day growing, and was well established in plenty and 
wealth ; manufactures were set on foot in divers parts; the meanest 
inhabitants were at once enriched and civilized, and this kingdom 
is then represented to be the most improved and improving spot 
of ground in. Europe." How happily does this contrast with the· 
state of Ireland to-day. But no sooner was that fatal policy 
accepted than a change indeed came over the spirit of the dream, and 
what we learn of Ireland afterwards is this : " The consequences 
of this prohibition appear in the Session of 1703. The Commons 
lay before Queen Anne a most affecting representation containing, to
use their own words,' a true state of our deplorable condition;' they 
set forth the vast decay and loss of its trade,its being almost exhausted 
of coin ; that they are hindered from earning their livelihoods and 
from maintaining their own manufactures; that their poor are there
by become very numerous ; that great numbers of Protestant families 
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.have been constrained to remove out of the kingdom, as well into 

.Sc0tland as into the dominions of foreign princes and States." I 
make no c'Jmments on t.hese statements. Their simple aocl patl etb elo
quence speaks, I think, Sir, for itself. (Hear.) The Chane.ell r cf the 
Duchy the other night spoke of the confiscations in Irelnnd in past 
ages, and he traced the miseries oflreland, in great clegree, to them. 
But these confiscations, I must remind him, occnrred before, not. after 
the glowing pic ture of prosperity thal I have given. Her cond tion, 
therefore, cannot fairly be ascribed to those confiscations to whieb he 
alluded, and I nm convinced that it is in the history of :hese 
cruel bws that lies the secret of that fotul com petit:on for 
the land in which, and it may well be a just retribution upon us, 
the source of all the troubles and tho difficulties that you have tc deal 
with will be found. (Hear.) And now I want to ru:k thii 
question. Were the Irish landlords gnilty of these crne'. 1 ws '} 
Can even the English landlords be said to have been maiuly instru
mrntal in their pas ing? I don't know, l'm sure, how far the 
latter can be called upon to bear their share of blame. I have 
read, I am afraid, of laws that prevented the exportation of cattle 
into England to prevent the rents of grazing land~ in England boing 
down, ancl I suspect, if all the truth be known, they cann t be 
acquittecl of their sha.re of selfishness as well. But this I do know, 
that the men who "'ere mainly responsible for the passing of •hese 
cruel laws were the great mand.Lcturers and traders of tba day 
in England, men belonging too. class whom I see so largf·ly r3pre
sentcd in tlie benches opposite to me to-night. \Cheers ancl la:igl:ter.) 
They wvre, in fact, nnd I muy say this without (Jffence, ns I n.m 
sure tliat no offence whatever is intended, they were the Fonters, 
the Chamberlains, and the Brights of ~bat day ancl time ( liear , and 
bugl1kr), ancl it is reserved for their successors in 1881 , the 
successors of a class who fattened und grew rich for ages on the 
proceeds of a trade, which, to her mise1·y and ruin, they first de
struyed in Ireland. It is reserved, I say, for them to call upon the 
Parliament of England in 1881, in their loudest tones of spu:·ious 
justice and of spurious generosity, tu mnke atonement fot the i:;ins 
and fur tlie crimes of the whole British nation by inflicting yet 
another ancl a mortal blow on one class of the Irish people; on 
one clam of tl1e community in Ireland. (Loucl cheers). S .r, I w·u 
be no party to ::my measure of reparation of hypocrisy like this. 
If you really wi::;h to make to Ireland reparatiou for the sins of 
Irelancl at your own cost and for yourselves, then I will go wi h 
you almost any length you please, but I will not go one step nlong 
the pitth you a.8k the House to tread, nor a~sit:it you in this travest.ie 
of juslice-tl1is r.Leap nnd mock generosity at other people's co t, 
which, I be'.ieve, will br!ng upon you nothing but the scorn of all 
justice-loving people in the world. (Cheers.) And now, Si , 7i1'b t 
should. be our course to·night. Whatever may have been the ca e 
before, ancl I never had a doubt myself since I mastered the prlO
visions of this Bill, the speeeb of the right hon. gentleman on Mo:idm.y 
night Lns made it absolutely clear. 'fhe Government are plilged 
to give no compenRittion to the landlords. They deny confucnt.iom, 
.nnd they repudiate compensation. They must expect, in consequencle, 
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from us a prolonged, determ;ned, and a bitter opposition to the 
Bill. (Cheers.) I know not whether it is to be the Bill, the whole 
Bill, and nothing but the Bill, but if it be not thnt it is to be 
the very essence of ihe Bill which he now demands ; our fortunes 
as a Government, he says, and our Bill shall sink or swim tog3ther. 
In God's name, I sn.y, then let them sink. (Cheers.) I see lit tle hope 
mysP-lf for I\teland, except in this, that this measure and itR authors 
should peri h and be swept a way together. (Cheers.) In twel vo short 
months they havE. reduced that country from a st tte which they them
~elves described :is one of comfort and satisfartion, which was neve:r 
known before, to the Pandemonium of tu-day. t Cheers.) For my part I 
care not in the least how 8oon the time may come, and I am persnacled 
that the country, thoronghly deluded and misled by the Prime Minister 
at the general election, is rapidly beginning to entertain the sn.me 
opinion too. Nor do I feel quite sure that the Prime Minister 
himself is altoge~her free from foreboding of that nature. (Cheers.) 
Why dic.1 he turn to the most timid of his followers behind, who are 
always to be found runon gst the Whigs, and warn them thn.t if hy 
any combination this measure were rejected, a larger and more 
sweeping measure would be carried by the Opposi tion? What 
guarantee have we that if you pa s this Bill to-day yourselves, you 
will not bring in a larger and more sweeping measure in two years 
time? I recommend that, Sir, to the consideration of hon. gentlemen 
who sit behind the Prime Minister to-day. Sir, the right hon . 
gentleman has reminded me with perfect truth that I cannot claim 
to speak as a ·representntive member of the party on this side of the 
House. Were it otherwise I would meet his challenge, and reply 
that in one sense what he says is true. Ireland should have, and 
quickly too, if I could have my way, a measure which wonld be both 
a larger nnd a smn.ller one as well ; larger in everything that won] d 
conduce to the permanent removal of the source of all her ills, but 
smaller, infini tely smaller, in respect of all your revolutionary 
schemes. (Cheers.) Sir, I have placed an amendment on the paper 
which expresses my own views on the question, and hn.d it been in 
my power I should have pressed it to a division and taken tho sense 
of the House upon it . But the forms of the House will not admi t 
of that proceeding. I shall therefore give my vote in favour of what
ever amendment is put by Mr. Speaker from the chair, in order to re 
cord my protest against the principles contained in this part of your 
Bill; and I am more than ever strengthened and confirmed in this in
tention by t~1e deep conviction which I entertain as to the real causes 
of the introduction of this Bill. I challenged the reasons of the 
right hon. gentleman at the beginning of my speech, and I will make 
good that challenge before I bring my observations to a dose. I said 
Uiat they could not be the real and only reasons for this Bill, because 
every one of these three reasons which he gave us-the land 
hunger, the defective nature of the Land Act of 1870, and the timited 
number of bad Jandlords-would have been just as good a reason 
and possessed as much force as an argument for the introduction 
of this Bill, any time you liked to mention-five years ago, three 
years ago, two years, or one year ago, as it has to-day ; and yet 
if anyone had gone to the Prime Minister eighteen months 
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.ago and told him that a Bill of this tremendous character was 

.called for by the necessities of Ireland, he would have sccuted 
the idea and laughed the person who proposed or who suggested 
it ~ to scorn. And he would have pointed for his answer to his 
remedial legislation of ten yeai·s ago, and to the improved and 
contented condition of the people of Ireland. This is no mere 
fancy or supposition upon my part ; on the contrary, "-t is almost 
exactly what the Prime Minister actually did. (Hear, hear.) Let 
me remind the House of a most remarkable statement whi he 
madeaboutfourteenmonthsago. I see it was on the 1st April, 1 80; 
not a very inappropriate day in the light of subsequent e nts. 
{Laughter.) He was speaking at the Liberal Club in Edinburgh 
in reference especiall. to the Act of 1870, and the conditicn of 
the people, and this is what he said: ''The change," he said, '' vrhich 
had been made in the Land Laws was a just change, and gave a con
fidence to the cultivator of the soil which he :never had before. . 
The cultivation of Ireland had been carried on for the last ~ight 
years under the cover and shelter of the Land Laws, with n. ser:se of 
security on the part of the occupier; with a feeling that he was 
sheltered and protected by the law; . with a ge:ieral 
sense of comfort and satisfaction such n.s was unknown iL the 
previous history of the country." (Laughter.) I quite ::;dmit 
that this statement was made at a time before the right hon. 
gentlemn.n had been brought directly in contact with the latest 
phases of Irish agitation and obstruction in this House, ar:d it 
may be while he was still under the impression that the com:?ara
tivo quiet mu.intained in Ireland since the passing of his Land Act 
by a succession of coercive measures which only expired last June 
was in i·eality owing to the beneficial effects of his previous legisla
tion. If that was ever his impression it must have been rudol and 
speedily dispelled, for the new Parliament had scarcely met ;vhen 
he became alive to the difficulties he had to encounter from Iri h 
agitation and obstruction. Aud how did he encounter them? 
Concession became at once the order of the day, n.nd sop fl.ft sop 
was thrown to the party of agitation. The Peace Preservation Act 
was not renewed, and in consequence you have had-as you w re 
warned by us you would have-to suspend the constitution of 
the country. Then came the weak, the temporising, and, as I 
thought and pointed out at the time, the misleading speech of . 
the Chief Secretary, in answer to tho proposition of the hoin. 
member for Mayo for an ad interim, Bill to suspend the pow r of 
eviction for two years. That was followed by the sudden anno:m e.., 
ment of tho appointment of the Royal Commission to enquire 
into the working of the Land Act. And then came the attempt 
to smuggle through the House an Irish Land Bill in the form o:ff a 
single clause in the Relief of Distress Bill ; but that was stcpp 0ec1 
by a member of this House, who, in common with the great 
majority of gentlemen on both sides, naturally objected to :an 
important men.sure of this kind being scrambled through the Horuso 
of Commons in that way by a side wind. Then we had the Com
pensation for Disturbance Bill, which is still fresh in the re llec
tion of the House. And now, after twelve months of open defiance of 
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·the law in Ireland, we have these sweeping and extravagant pro
posals, proposals which concede to the breakers of the law the 
bulk of everything they have demanded, and which differ little, if 
at all, as far as I can see, from those schemes of public plunder 
which the Prime Minister himself so unsparingly denounced, 
except, indeed, in this particular-that the Government give no com
pensation to the landlords; and which certainly was included in 
every scheme which has been either suggested or attributed to the 
member for the city of Cork. (Hear, hear.) No, Sir; let the truth 
be known. This Bill, whatever its merits or demerits may be, is one 
great measure of concession to Irish agitation; it is the triumph of 
violence and crime over law and order in that country. If credit 
there be, let the credit be given where credit is due. And much as 
I differ from him in his political opinions, and much as I abhor, for 
the most part, his views, I must say the daring and persistence of 
the man has met with more than its i·eward. For rest assmed that 
the people know full well in freland to-day, what every member of 
the House of Commons in his heart and in his conscience knows is 
nothing but the naked truth, that without this Irish agitation and 
obstruction through which we have passed this measure never 
would have seen the light, and that it has been wrung, not from tho 
long settled conviction or the policy, but from the weakness and the 
fears of the Ministry, by the revolutionary policy of the member for 
Cork. (Loud cheers.) Now I ask the House of Commons where 
is all this to end ? Don't suppose that even if you pass thi Bill 
to-day, unaltered as it is, you will put an end to disaffection in that 
country. You have surely learnt something from your experience in 
tho past; as it was in 1870, be assmed it will be in 1881. Confi. ca
tion and concession then are only followed by larger and by lllore 
extended measures ,in the same direction now-and the ace p ancr 
of your policy to-day will simply mean new concessions and still 
greater confiscations a little later on. So evil is the lesson which 
_your weakness and your concessions will have taught them, that 
the ink will not be dry which makes judicial rent the law throngh
out the land before a new and more determined agitittion will arise 
from the u.shes of the old one against th intolerable injustice of 
paying any rent at all. (Cheers.) And all past experience will 
have taught them that if it only be concluctecl with suffici nt violcnc • 
and outrage in the long run they arc . ure to win. And then, I faar, 
that we shall see tho same humiliating spectacle again. A weak, 
divided, and distracted Cabinet at home, a helpless Lord-J.Jieutenant, 
a paralyzed Executive, and a trembling Secretary in Irelaud, making 
more and more concessions, till at last, with what you call the 
English garrison, in other words the most loyal portion of the pop1 -
lation driven out, you will find you have to choose between the 
armed suppression of the people and the country on the one hand, 
.and on the other the secession, either attempted or accomplished, of 
Ireland from England. The great statesman who has gone, to 
whom the Prime Minister the other night paid a tribute the nobility 
of which I can assure him that we who sit on this side of the House, 
for the sake of the affection that we bore our leader and our chief. 
.shall not easily forget. He warned you of the certain and the fatal 
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end of the policy you then began. I ventnred to remind the House
of bis striking prophecies so literally fultilled in one of our de:rntes 
last Session. You would not hear his words ut the time when they 
were spoken. You only laughed and knocked when I quoted ·hem 
last Session. Is it too late, oven now, to heed the silent vuice V\'bich 
warns you from his grave ? Will the Liberal .Party never l am 
wisdom from experience ? Remember you have tried your finds 
already at Irish legislation on these disas trous principles bEfore, 
and you have failed utterly and completely as never Party failed 
before. I read yonr Bill with increasing wonder and amazement 
every day, for I oee in it a volume-aye, :::;ir, and a large and eapn
cious volume-of recantations, contradictions, broken pledges, and 
former falsifie<l predictions on the part of the Minister anC. his 
colleagues, in the light of which you stand before us and hefor.i the 
country as a Government utterly discredited alrendy in dealingwith 
this question . (Cheers.) What room, tlien, hti.ve we for nore 
coufa1ence, what lwpe of better or hnppier results in your pro
posals of to-day? I rductantly coniess that I have none ; re
luctantly, because I desire from my heart to see Ireland a.ga.in 
tranqml, contented, and nt rest, but peace and happiness, prospvrity 
and contentment can never be attained by revolnlionary schemes 
like these, "hich appeal to tlie avarice, the cupidity, ::md the orst 
passions of tlic lmman race in any country or in any nation on the 
earth. E specially do I believe that this is true of Ireland a.n the 
lri h people. IreJaucl, I grn.nt you, hn.s suffered much, aLd often, a t 
the hauds of Engbncl. She has suffered even more perhnp· , at 
times, at the lia.nds of those whom she believed to bo her frie. d ; 
but the worst and the most cruel blow that has ever been inflicted 
on her will be this-whim, by the acceptance of this Bill, you 
teach tho lawless and the disaffectecl, to the terror and dismay 
of the peaceful and well-affected subjects of tho Queen, th,t by 
oulrages, by violt'nce and crime, by persistent and daring defonce 
of the law, they can wring--nay more, th .. y bavewrung-from the 
Imperial Parliament tho grossest and tbc most unhallowed Aet of 
great public confiscation that over yet has been attempted by any 
minister or statesman in any civilized !lOciety or country in the w:>rl .. 
(Loud cheering.) 
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ADDRESS BY LORD GEORGE HAMILTON, M.P. 

LORD GEORGE HA::IIILTON, who was received with loud and 
long-continued cheers, said-

Mr CHAIRMAN, MY LORDS, LADIES, AND GE 'TLEMEN,-When 
I look upon this vast and crowded hall, and when I note the 
enthusiasm that characterises all who are here present, I can 
scarcely believe that this great gathering represents that political 
party who were so overthrown at the last general election. 
(Cheers.) Seldom, if ever, in our political history has there been 
so spontaneous a revival of hope and of confidence as that which 
now exists in every rank of the Conservative party, and in every 
quarter of the United Kingdom. (Cheers.) And our opponents 
seem almost conscious of this fact, for I see that their leaders, the 
present Cabinet Council, instead of remaining in London to attend 
to their official duties, are in various parts of the country scold
ing the late Government, in the hope that they may thus cover 
their own discomfiture. (Laughter and cheers.) '.l'he Prime Mini
ster exclaims-" The house is on fire-(laughter)- help me, men of 
all creeds and all politics, to put the fire out ; but do not, I 
implore you, ask who set it alight." (Laughter.) 

With your permission, I intend to ask you that question here 
to-night. The Conservative party have given, and will continue 
to give their assistance to the Government in their struggle with 
anarchy and outrage in Ireland-(hear, hear)-and if it is with 
regret that we have to assent to stringent coercive legislation, that 
regret is doubled by the knowledge that if our advice had been taken 
la t year it would not now have been necessary. But the crisis 
is too grave to permit us to have one moment's hesitation in fol
lowing the road down which honour and duty both beckon us to go. 

It is difficult to exaggerate the deplorable condition of Ireland 
at the present moment. I doubt if ever in her past melancholy 
history there has been a greater combination of public danger. 
For the first time in the history of this century, outrage and 
sedition have been so allowed to spread and root themselves that 
they successfully defy the most stringent coercion. (Hear, hear.) 
But that is not all. At the very moment that this great struggle 
between order and outrage is taking place, these very schemes of 
public plunder for the propagation of which Mr Parnell and his. 
associates are now in jail, are being legally executed by the 
officials of the Minister who imprisoned them. The three leading 
Ministers of the day-the Prime Minister, Lord Hartington-(a 
cheer and hisses)-ancl Mr Chamberlain, have each and all their 
peculiar aversion in political life. Mr Gladstone-( cheers and 
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hisses)-denounces confiscation as a scheme of public plunoor. 
Lord Hartington characterises as miscreants those who prom)te 
their objects by outrage and violence, and Mr Chamberltii1 
loathes, as a blot npon civilisation, coercion. Yet it is a 
melancholy fact that the combination of these three distinguisled 
men for the better government of Ireland for 18 months has so 
completely obliterated all those moral motives usually exist:ng 
in a civilised community that the only forces now observabl in 
Ireland are outrage, coercion, and confiscation. (Cheers.) Un:on 
is supposed to be strength, l ut in this instance each one of tmse 
distinguished men has been compelled to do that which he 
dislikes, without in any promoting the common ohject which all 
three had in view. (Cheers.) We have all read legends in which 
we were told how, when wealth and property had been acqui!ed 
by evil deeds, the curse of these deeds had become so associajed 
with the property that those who afterwards inherited it had Jhe 
enjoyment and power which is otherwise associated with wealth 
and position marred and nullified by that curse. And so it 
would seem that a similar curse is associated with the present 
Government, and with the evil deeds and calumnies with which 
they hunted Lord Beaconsfield from office are hung a a 
millstone round their neck, to frustrate the efficacy of their 
action and to stultify their councils. They came into office 
with a huge confiding majority. There was vigour enough in the 
leaders, there was power enough in the following, to enable them 
without illegitimate aid to have carried any measures that they 
might have thought necessary. But no ; that old fatal trick of 
utilising Irish disaffection for party purposes was so engrained in 
their system of politics that they could not abstain from it even in 
these advantageous circumstances. (Cheers.) They deliberately 
allowed a seditious and criminal combination to overrun the whole 
of Ireland in the belief that these might help them to pass a Land 
Bill against the Conservatives, and then at their bidding 
would for ever disappear. I would ask you to note the fact that 
it is not the first time that a similar coalition has placed the 
Liberal party in power, and the country in danger. (Cheers.) 
But, gentlemen, out of the deplorable state of things now existing 
in Ireland there are still some gleams of hope, and I cannot 
refrain upon the present occasion, as I believe there are here 
present many members of the Orange Brotherhood-(cheers)-I 
cannot refrain from expressii1g our gratitude to them for the noble 
service which they have performed on behalf of law and order in 
Ireland. (Cheers.) These various life and property defence 
associations have been started, and the agents through which these 
associations have been able to effect their purpose have almost in 
every instance been Orangemen. (Cheers.) And to such an 
extent is their loyalty in this respect recognised that many honest 
and law- abiding Roman Catholics have asked, and not in vain, 
for their assistance. And, therefore, I hope that the union which 
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in times of difficulty and of clanger has thus been effected between 
different sects of Her Majesty's subjects, but still professing the 
same creed of obedience to the law, may, if Ireland herea,fter ever 
enjoys days of prosperity and happiness, 1ear beneficent fruit. 
(Cheers.) 

Now, gentlemen, such being the condition of affairs, I am 
amused at the impudence of a charge which was made ihe 
other day against the Conservative p;irty by the first law-adviser 
of the Government. Sir Henry James was good enough to inform 
an audience in grandiloquent language that he was no gutter-child 
of politics to throw dirt at his opponents. And the words were 
hardly out of his mouth before he took up a large handful of the 
nastiest mud which he threw indiscriminately at his opponents
(laughter)-for he deliberately accused the whole Conservative 
party of want of faith, and of a total want of political honour. I 
was a little annoyed ali the moment on reading these words. But 
we must make allowance for Sir Henry J-ames. He had to 
perform at the same time a two-fold, but a very incongruous task. 
He had to prosecute a man called Lefroy for murder, and he had at 
a political assembly to defend his own Government against a charge 
robbery. (Great laugt ter and cheers.) And, therefore, we must, 
as considerate politicians, make allowance for him. In these 
perplexing circumstances his ideas and words became a little 
mixed-(laughter)-ancl, no doul t by accident, a good deal of the 
strong language which he had intendecl to devote to tho prose
cution of Lefroy--(laughter)-foun<l its way into the defence of 
his own Government. (Renewed laughter and cheers.) Now, 
the charge which he makes ag<tinst us is a very serious charge. 
He says that the Conservative party are deliberately seeking an 
allio.nce with clisaffectecl Irishmen for the purpose of turning him 
and his colleagues out of office. Now, gentlemen, I am glad 
before so representative a gathering to take an opportunity of 
sayi.ng that the charge th::tt we or any section of the Conservative 
party are seeking an alliance with seditious Irishmen is as false 
as it is true that before the last general election the Parnellite 
vote throughout the three kingdoms ·was systematically and suc
cessfully sought for by the leaders of the Liberal party. (Loud 
cheers.) Ah ! gentlemen, you know something of these tactics in 
the great town of Glasgow. (Hear, hear, and cheers, and a Voice 
"City.") I apologise; I am so accustomed to speak in towns that 
I forgot Glasgow was a city. (Laughter.) ·what was the object 
for which Mr Chamberlain established his caucus but to enlist, if 
possible, Irishmen as an auxiliary force of that caucus? At present 
the Liberal members for Manchester, for Salford, for N ewca.stle, 
and a whole number of other large towns in the North of England, 
obtained their seats from the solid votes given hy the Home 
Rulers in the towns which they represent. (Hear, hear.) 

But there was one town in the North of England in which 
more systematic efforts were made than any other to catch the 
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Home Rule vote, and that town was thfl great port of LiveqDol 
-(hear, hear, and cheers)-and for two reasons. The Home Ihle. 
vote was there stronger than elsewhere, and the Conser at.Wes 
were in possession of the majority of the representation of inat 
town. (Hear, hear, and cheers.) The Home-Rulers at the mmi
cipal elections of 1879 had helped the Liberals to win a nurroer 
of seats. When, therefore, a vacancy suddenly occurred in the 
representation of that town, great care was taken in selecting hat 
candidate who was most likely to win the seat, and the gentlenan 
who was selected for that purpose was no ordinary man. He vas 
Lord Ramsay, the present Lo1·d Dalhousie, a member of Xer 
Majesty's Administration. He took with him letters, or at lmst 
be received them whilst he was contesting that city, both from Mr 
Gladstone and Lord Hartington aIJ.d other members of the Libu-al 
party. He swallowed Horne Rule. (Laughter and cheers.) As 
I know the tendency of our opponents to have short memo· es 
concerning their political backslidings, I took the opportunity wlen 
that election was going on to have sent to me a certain numbe1 of 
placards which were published during that election, and I htve 
two of them in my hand now. They are very instructive. One 
is, "Liverpool Home Rule Association. Ramsay for ewr." 
(Laughter.) "To the Irishmen of Liverpool. Fellow conn'lry
men-Lord Ramsay having now declared his willingness to V)te 
for an inquiry into Ireland's demand for a native Parliament, we 
ask you, in the name of onr country and our country's cause to five 
him your h arty support at the coming election. Signed, by orler 
of the Central Council, A. Cummings, president of the Liver~ol 
Home Rule Association." (Laughter.) But, gentlemen: that is1ot 
all. Dr. Cummings, who is a most influential member of the Lrnd 
League, and a consistent supporter of Mr Parnell, both in ;he 
House of Commons and out of the House of Commons, madf a 
speech to Mr Parnell's supporters in Liverpool giving the grou1ds 
upon which they should support Lord Ramsay. That speech vill 
be found in all the Liverpool papers publish don the 30th January, 
1880, and be said this-" Liberals have given us the assistai.ce 
we desire. They have promised us the assistance that we wmt 
elsewhere, and we do expect to get a good deal at the hands of ihe 
Liberal party, now that they have joined us and sought uur assis
tance." (Laughter and cheers.) But, now, gentlemen, comes ihe 
serious part of the business, for now we get at the terms of ihe 
compact, "What the Irish people wanted was a Parliammt 
which would represent the whole people of Ireland, and by sud a 
Parliament he meant a, Parliament of which five-sixths ot its 
members were Catholic. They wanted a Parliament that wo ld 
be above English influence, and would be able to protect ilie 
interests of Ireland, even if need be, against the Parliament of 
England. Now, the tactics of Lord Ramsay were not altogetler 
approved of by certain old-fashioned Liberals in Liverpool, and 
therefore it was necessary that some person of unguestiona le 
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authority from the Libera,l headquarters should come down and aid 
and abet him by his countenance and by his speech. A gentleman 
was found willing and ready to undertake that task, and who do 
you think that individual was i-it was our old friend Sir William 
Vernon Harcourt-(laughter, hisses, and cheers )-that very same 
gentleman who, standing in identically the same place as I do, 
announced to an enthusiastic Liberal audience-(a Voice, " Ques
tion ")-his determination to oppose, even by force, as Home 
Secretary, that separation between England and Ireland in 
connection with which, only eighteen months ago, he, as Sir 
William Vernon Harcourt, supported Lord Ramsay in nibbling at. 
(Cheers.) 

At last general election you all recollect that wise letter which 
Lord Beaconsfield wrote to the Duke of Marlborough, clearly 
indicating the nature of the difficulties which were likely to arise 
in Ireland. You recollect the ridicule with which that letter was 
treated by the Liberal pa1·ty. They all laughed at it then, but 
which of them will laugh at it now i (Hear, hear, and cheers.) 
Yet, be it rem mbered tLat in consequence of writing that letter 
a circular was sent by the Central Home-Rule Association of 
Great Britain ordering every single Irish voter in the three king
doms to vote against Lord Beaconsfield and his supporters as they 
would against the enemies of their race. But that was not the 
only warning which the Liberal party and the present Prime 
Minister rec ived. Earl Grey, a distinguished Liberal: wrote to 
Mr Gladstone, and pointed out to him the inevitable consequences 
of the agitation which he was then pursuing in Mid-Lothian, and 
Mr Gladstone courteou ly replied by insinuating that Earl Grey 
was an old woman. (Laughter and cheers.) Now, it is the 
reoollection of these warnings which naturally annoy us when we 
look at the present distract d condition of Ireland, and if we want 
any place in which we can properly express our righteous indig
nation, where could that be done with greater propriety than in 
Spotla.nd-(hear, h ar,)-for was it not i.n Mid-Lothian that the 
matches were struck which have lighted a flame from the Trans
vaal to Ireland~ (Cheers.) If my memory serves me right, it 
'vas in this very hall that Mr Gladstone laid his last faggot for the 
roasting of the late Administration. (Cheers.) He surpassed here 
all his previous extravagances by denouncing in the most violent 
terms a harmless Arms Bill which Lord Lytton had passed in 
India, and pointed out that this deprived the natives of those 
rifles with which they were accustomed to defend themselves 
against snakes-(laughter)-whilst he maintained that the restric
tion which that bill put upon the use of dynamite was an 
unwarrantable interference with that useful and harmless toy. 
(Laughter and cheers:) Well, great is the irony of events. (Hear, 
hear.) Within eighteen months that very same man has 1iad to 
pass a bill of tenfold greater severity, to apply it to an integral 
part of the self-governing portion of the Empire, and so far from 
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dynamite being that harmless compound which he depicted, I an 
informed that his own Home Secretary could not address a Liben.l 
audience in this very hall without squads of detectives and police
men down below. (Laughter.) What were they there fod 
They were there to prevent an explo.sion of this harmless compourLl 
-(laughter)-which might have sent the Home Secretary an::l 
all his admirers nearer heaven than they would care to go. 
(Laughter.) 

I observed the other day that a very able new recruit in the 
ranks of the Government had rushed to their rescue, and th t 
Lord Rosebery at Greenock and elsewhere-( cheers and hisses)
had been making speeches on behalf of his party, and he was 
ingenious enough to invent a very plausible theory for th 
unquestionable bitterness which now exists in political l ife. H 
very much regretted that bitterness, but he accounted for it i::i. 
the following way. He said Lord Beaconsfield, when he was i::i. 
office, found out that he could not legislate in domestic rnattei 
because his legislation to be useful must be Liberal, and that there
fore he had deliberately departed from the ancient and traditional 
foreign policy of the country in order to form a destinctive policy 
of bis own. Now, will you allow me for a moment or two to deal 
with this ingenious theory~ (Cheers.) The late Government' 
legislation during its earlier years of office, and before obstruction 
had attained the perfection of an art, I believe will challange 
comparison with the legislation of any previous Government. 
(Che rn.) But I will quote one-and one perfectly impa1tial 
authority concerning tha.t legislation. Mr Chamberlain £.v years 
ago saw enough to observe in Birmingham that the Artisans' 
Dwellings Act-the Act of a Conservative Administration-had 
done more good for his native town of Birmingham than all the 
preceding Parliaments of the past 25 years. (Cheers.) During 
the later part of the late Administration it was not possible to pass 
any measure of any importance, owing to the barricades of Parlia
mentary obstruction-which barricades, although they were made 
up of Irishmen, were planned and plotted by gentlemen, some of 
whom now occupy prominent positions in the Government. There 
were three measures that year by year we used to bring forward. 
There was a measure for the amendment of the bankruptcy laws, 
and measures for the improvement of the criminal code and for the 
prevention of floods. I recollect Mr Brigbt characterising all 
these measures as imbecile legislation. (Laughter.) I am con
soled that by finding that so important have they become when 
provided by Liberal Governments, that in order to pass the 
Bankruptcy Bill and the Floods Prevention Bill it was proposed 
to take away from the House of Commons that traditional ri.;ht 
of discussion which from the first it has enjoyed. (Cheers.) But, 
gentlemen, let us go back a little. vVho passed the Reform Bill 
of 1867, and placed the franchise upon a durable and intelligible 
basis, but Lord Beaconsfield~ (Cheers.) Who passed all the 
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Factory Acts, which have done more to improve the moral status 
and physique of our industrial population than any number of other 
measures~ (Uheers.) Gentlemen, I entered political life as a 
young man, but I gloried in being a follower of Lord Beaconsfield 
-(cheers)-because he seemed to me in domestic legislation to 
maintain the exact medium between inaction and revolution, and 
educated the Conservative party into that system of domestic 
legislation which enabled us to be liberal without ceasing to be 
conservative. (Cheers.) It is quite true, gentlemen, that he 
never approved of that legislation by which one class was to be
bene.fitecl by robbing another. (Cheers.) He did not believe that 
the condition of Ireland could be improved by coqueting with 
rebels in opposition in order to imprison them while in office. 
(Laughter.) He did not believe that to improve the depression in 
trade and agriculture it was necessary to put master and man, land
lord and tenant, in the position of two Kilkenny cats. (Laughter.) 
He held that our institutions, although requiring periodical enlarge
ment and reform, had some nobler purpose to serve than by 
their destruction to reunite the Liberal party. (Laughter.) . To 
bring all classes into clo er conn ction, to infuse into all ranks 
a just pride in the past and confid nee in the future, to instil into 
men patriotism and sP.lf-sacrifice in order that they may more 
adequately perform their duties as a self-governing people at home 
and a great governing nation abroad-(cheers)-these were the 
objects to which Lord Beacons.field not unsuccessfully devoted 
his life. (Cheers.) Gentlemen, so much for one-half of Lord 
Rosebery's contention. 

Let me now go to the other half. Last year I ventured at 
Edinburgh to give a challenge to the whole Liberal party, and my 
challenge has not since been accepted. I ch~llenged them to show 
that the action of Lord Beaconsfield in reference to the Eastern 
question in any way departed from the traditions or action of 
preceding Liberal overnments. (Cheers.) Lord Beaconsfield 
was a great judge of human character-(cheers)-but he made one 
great mistake. He thought that if he carried on the foreign 
policy of this country on the lines on which all preceding Govern
ments had done he might as con.fidenly rely upon the support of 
his great antagonist, as Mr Gladstone would have done if the 
postions had been reversed. But he was treated just as he was 
concerning the Irish Church. Mr Gladstone threw all his pre
vious promises and acts to the four winds, and devoted his energy 
to overthrow the policy which he hau cemented with so much 
blood and treasure during the Crimean war. (Cheers.) And. 
now, gentlemen, by one of those historic fictions which the 
Liberal party have always indulged in, they attempt to say 
that it was Lord Beaconsfield who departell from and Mr Glad
stone who adhered to the ancient national traditional foreign policy. 

I was only the other day reading accounts of what took place 
in this country some seventy years back, at the tinrn when we 
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were involved in the tenible war with the :first Emperor Napoleon, 
and I find then that the Whigs invented the same historical fiction 
in order to cover their factious and unpatriotic conduct. They 
then pretended that Napoleon Bonaparte ·was indentified "vi th the 
liberties of Enrope; they then pretended that Mr Pitt :;,.nd his 
successors, because the.y were Tories, and beca1ise the; were 
opposed to Napoleon Bona11arte, represented despotism and intoler
ance; and to such an incredible extent did the Liberal rarty of 
that day impede and harass the Ministers who were entrust d 
with the terrible duty of fighting for the liberties of Eur pe that 
one of the most prominent of the Liberals of the day, Dr. Parr, 
said-" I should not think I have done my duty if I ·went to bed 
any night without praying for the success of Napoleon Bon'parte."· 
And Mr Fox, who was then leader of the Liueral party, a.1d who 
stood to Mr Pitt in very much the same rela.tion as l\fr Gla.ds one 
to Lord Beaconsfield, writing to his intimate friend Ear. Grey, 
said - " I am gone somewhat further in bate of the l!Jnglish 
Government than you and the rest of my friends, and Cfftainly 
further than can with prudence be avowed. The triumph of the 
French Government over the English docs, in fact, afford me a 
degree of pleasure which it is very difficult to disguise." Ancther 
fayourite method of impeding the Government was to disparage 
the military genius of \Vellington. And to such an extent was 
Napoleon assisted by these unpatriotic manreuvres in theHouse of 
Commons that be actually made hi'b d1ief official paper, for a nunber 
of years in Paris, devote no less than one-third of its coniems to 
reporting the speeches made by Liberals in the House of •om
mons against their own country. Just th same language was 
used concerning Pitt and Napoleon as has recently been 1sed 
concerning Lord Beaconsfield and the Russian Govemn:;ent. 
They put Napoleon on the same pedestal of liberty to which ~hey 
elevated the Russian Government, and they heaped the s.tme 
contumely and the same obloquy upon Mr Pitt and his sncce::-sors 
which they recently piled llpon Lord Beaconsfield. But it was 
reserved, not for an English Tory writ r, but for a great Frmch 
Republican historian, Monsieur Ln.nfrey, to tear the mask f om oft 
the faces of tho e false Lib rals; and he and other writers 1ave 
shown conclusively that a more intolerable cl spot and ru:fian 
than the First Napoleon never exercised military sway. Aud I 
:was reading only the other day a pamphlet written by a distin
guished mem b<>r of the Reform Club, and the pas. age e21.-prESs s 
so clearly and so well wl1at was done sixty years back that I 1op·e 
you will excuse me if I read it to you at length. " The "Whigs 
were wont to talk of the rights of national indepencle c f 
popular liberties of free discussion, and they saw N po'.eon 
trampling upon every one of them, annexing and partitionin.g 
kingdoms and republics, suppressing legislatures and municirali;ies, 
extinguishing the freedom of printing, of meeting even of riv-at.e 
speech, insulting the few who dared to show some si::im 01£ 
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unconquered spirit, forcjng his military yoke on the necks of 
Frenchmen, Germans, Italians and Spaniards alike, openly plunder
ing and giving to adventurers who followed him a license to 
plunder. Long aftf\r his fall it was the trick of Whig writers to 
speak of this restless barbarian as the greatest of civil rulers and 
legislators." And why did they do this i Simply because by thP. 
accident of office, the men who had to suppress this restless 
barbarian were opposed to them in political life. (Cheers.) 

Last year, in the House of Commons, a very extraordi
nary incident occured. It was proposed that the remains of 
that poor young Prince Imperial, who met his death in Zululand, 
should receive a place in Westminster Abbey. It was supposed 
that inasmuch as that young man was most friendly in spirit 
towards the people of those islands-that inasmuch as he associated 
with the friends of Englishmen, that his education had been 
English, and that he was as much an Englishman in feeling as a 
Frenchman-it was supposed that his poor mangled remains 
might have been allowed peacefully there to repose as a token that 
the foolish hereditary hate which existed between Englishmen and 
Frenchmen was for ever buried. But no ; the Radical party 
would not allow it. And what was the ground upon which they 
oppos d it i Uprose from those Liberal benches, which sixty years 
back poured fort.h unlimited eulogy on the First N apoleon-upro::>e 
Radical after Radical-and said that they would not allow vV est
minster Abbey to be desecrated by the body of one who had in 
his veins the blood of the vampire of the liberties of Europe. 
And so, gentlemen, when fifty years hence the true story of the 
Russo-Turkish War is written- when party calumny has no 
object to gain by misrepresentation-then I believe posterity will 
have more than a good word to give to that old patriot who, in 
failing health, 'vith enemies in front of him and enemies behind 
him, successfully asserted your right to make your voice heard 
and obeyed when your interests were at stake. (Hear, hear, and 
loud cheers.) 

Now, gentlemen, that the Liberal party have got into office, 
none of them seem to know w bat their foreign policy is. Mr 
Chamberlain, speaking to the Union of Liberal Associations, 
said-" We may be right or we may be wrong, but at anyrate we 
have done what we said we would do. (Laughter.) We said 
that we would reverse the foreign policy of Lord Beaconsfield, and 
we have reversed it." (Laughter.) Sir Henry James, speaking 
a few days afterwards, and making a speech which was admitted 
by all Liberals to be a most successful exposition of the views of 
the present Government, says:-" The time has not yet come to 
answer the criticisms of our political opponents. Our foreign 
policy is to a great extent theirs, and not our own." (Laughter 
and loud cheers.) I must give my friend Sir William Vernon 
Harcourt--(hisses and chcers)-the merit of being very adroit 
when he came to the foreign policy of the Government. He 
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said-" I would describe the policy of the Government : it is 
summed up in four words-' Righteousness exalteth a natioL' '~ 
(Laughter.) Ah ! gentlemen, I fail to trace the connec ·on 
between that text and any act of Her Majesty's Government in 
their foreign policy-(hear, hear)-but it is very closely connected 
with a domestic incident. For the past two years a Professo1 of 
Republicanism and Atheism has has been endeavouring, contr.1.ry 
to the law of the land and the forms of the House of Commcns, 
to force his entrance into that House-(hear, hear, and cheers)
and at the commencement of the next eession he will again mtke 
an attempt to take the oath of allegiance to that Sovereign and er 
family, whom he has persistently libelled, by calling on the name 
of that Snpreme Being against whom he has with equal persiste1ce 
blasphemed. (Hear, bear.) Will the Government aid and abet 
him in that profanation? By that single act we shall be able to 
judge how well merited Sir \.Villiam Harcourt's cor~tention is tiat 
the acts of himself and his colleagues are so righteous that t Ji.ey 
exalt the nation. (Laughter and cheers.) 

I do not know if any of you have ever taken the troubl t<> 
investigate for yourselves the reason why we have so deep an. 
interest in this so-called Eastern question, because the VJry 
moment that yon do so you will see that the policy of Mr G hd
stone in opposition, by which he maintained that through ;he 
concerted action of Europe the interests of this country could be 
adequately protected, is an utter delusion. Why have we an_ 
interest in this so-called Eastern Question~ It is not because we. 
are a European Power, but because we are an Asiatic Po er~ 
(Laughter and cheers.) It is not because we live in a little isl mid 
in the West, but because we hold the continent of India in ~he· 
East. (Cheers.) The dominions of the Sultan of Turkey lie: 
partly in Europe and partly in Asia. So long as Russia confoes 
her attempts at agression to Europ an Turkey it is possible tJat, 
the other European Powers who have an interest in preveut.ng· 
her taking Constantinople may interfere. They did interfere at, 
the time of the Crimean War. They <lid not interfere during ihe 
time of the last war, and it was by our action, and by our act.on 
alone, that Russia was pushed out of Constantinople. (Chee s.) 
But we are, with the exception of Russia, the only Europm.n 
Power which has large dominions in Asia. Our interests and ihe 
interests of Russia are diametrically opposed. We wish to p.·o-
mote good governm€nt in Turkey, and we wish to see ;hei 
principles of civil and religious liberty and of free trade e:x.temed. 
through these dominions. Russia, on the other hand, propaga;es 
principles of exactly the contrary nature, and her object is to tis
credit the Turkish administration and to prevent reform, in ·.he 
hope that, when the collapse takes place, she may be able to gffi a. 
large share of the spoil. (Hear, hear.) When Lord Beac01s
field and Lord Salisbury went to the Berlin Congress th y fomd 
they could not rely upon the concerted action of Europe to s-0p 
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Russia in Asia, and they therefore had to make up their minds 
whether Russia should be allowed to absorb Asia Minor, Persia, 
and Central Asia., and whether such an absorption of territory 
would Le dangerous to our Indian Empire, and they came to the 
conclusion that it would be dangerous, and they therefore 
negotiated, for the purpose of prevenriing that absorption of terri
tory, the Anglo-Turkish Convention; and they acquired Cyprus 
in or<ler to give effect to this Convention. Now, the conduct of 
Mr Gladstone in reference to these two transactions has been 
most characteristic. He found out that there was a deep-rooted 
jealousy and dislike of Russia amongst even the most Radical of 
his supporters, and that if he ·were openly to countenance and 
abet Russian agression his party would not remain in office. 
What has been done 1 To damage Lord Beaconsfield's reputation 
he denounced the acquisition of Cyprus as the act of a pickpocket, 
and he characterised the Anglo-Tmkish Convention as an insane 
Convention; and yet, to keep his party in office, he becomes the 
receiver of stolen goods and the exponent of a policy of insanity. 
(Laughter and loud cheers.) But I regret to say the action of 
the Government in reference to Afghanistan has been much the 
same. They conciliated one section of their supporters when they 
announced their intention of resisting the extension of Russian 
influence; and to please another section they d liberately took 
steps by which that influence must be extended, and all effective 
interference rend red impossible. (Cheers.) And so, when you 
look down the whole line of policy of the present Government, 
you will find the same discrepancy between words and deeds, 
between promises and performances. (Cheers.) 

The one object to which the P1·ime Minister devoted his mar
vellous ability during the past few years has been to effect the 
i·eunion of the Liberal party. To attain that object he departed from 
all the traditions and all the reserve which had hitherto character
ised the statesmen of this country. (Cheers.) To attain that object 
he jeopardised the peace of Europe, tranquillity in Ir land, in the 
Transvaal, and in India. And now that he has attained that 
union of the Liberal party, nothing will induce him to do anything 
that will break up that Liberal party; and so, gentlemen, whatever 
difficulty will arise in the future, that difficulty will be dealt with 
not according to the emergency of the moment, but according to 
the cohesive power of the Liberal party-(cheers). Although the 
Liberal party never was more victorious in Parliament, I doubt 
whether its cohesion was ever less certain, or we as a nation ever 
had to face greater or more perplexing national dangers. That is 
the juncture of puLlic affairs that appals us all: Moreover, 
inasmuch as the composition an<l constitution of the Liberal party 
forces them to ham recourse to tergiversation and postponement 
of questions, they are headed by a man of vast ability, and whose 
superhuman power of debate and speech are, I regret to say, 
accompanied by almost equally superhuman powers of self-
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deception. (Cheers.) I have heard the present prime Min'ster 
make speeches characterised by a power and versatility and an 
eloquence which might make the most renowned of the ancient 
orators envious ; but when you sat down and you reflected upon 
the purport of that speech, what did you find~ You found hat 
the object of the speech was not to endorse or to adhere to -what 
he had previously said, but to explain it away. (Laughter and 
cheers.) I say it with regret, but I say it deliberately, you cam1ot 
place reliance on the declarations of the present Government. 

Twice within eighteen months they solemnly promised, in the . 
most official declaration that could be made, and through the 
mouth of the Sovereign in the Queen's Speech, that they w uk do 
something, and in both cases have they departed from their word. 
After a solemn promise made last year when Parliamed was 
prorogued, that they would in no sense whatever forego their :irst 
and their primary duty of suppressing anarchy in Irela d md 
maintaining law and authority, they have not done so. (H ear, 
hear.) And why~ Mr Chamberlain has told us why. BecaJ.se, 
in his opinion-and he represents the dominant faction in the 
Cabinet-the maintenance of order and the supremacy of t e law 
must be made dependent upon the policy of the Gover mmt. 
(Cheers.) Ah ! gentlemen, it is not merely in reference to 
Ireland. Look at what occurred in the Transvaal. Parliament 
was solemnly informed that it was essential that the Queen's 
authority should be vindicated. A thousand lives were sac ifoed 
in the vain attempt to vindicate that authority, and then, b cause 
Mr Bright declined to allow the Government to make use of Ghe 
rGinforcements sent out for the purpose of vindicating tiat 
authority, Mr Gladstone invented the monstrous doctrine that he 
would be guilty of bloodguiltiness if he brought to a succes&ul 
issue the contest in which he had deliberately embarked. (Cheers.) 

I can recollect well when the Land Act of 1870 was brought 
in, Mr Gladstone informed us it was a final measure, and he 
destroyed with consummate skill and power certain pri ci1 le 
which were then advocated by Irishmen; bu:t in 1881 the~ vry 
doctrines and these very principles, which he himself had deno
lished in 1870, cropped up in his own bill as the cardinal featu:es 
of a preliminary scheme of confiscation. (Oheers.) He told u in 
introducing the bill that the landlords after a severe trial had bEen 
acquitted, that they treated generally their tenants fairly, and ;he 
result of his bill would not be to reduce rents throughout Irelard ; 
and this declaration if followed by the action of his own comnis
sioners making a reduction varying from 25 to 50 per cent. on me 
incomes that landlords have previously had. (Cheers.) Whm, 
at the commencement of the late Parliament, we called his ttm
tion to the atrocious · practice of boycotting, it was not tren 
convenient for him to move, so, out of his infinite versatility, he 
argued that boycotting, after all, was not illegal. It was merely 
a q.uestion of exclusive dealing. (Laughter and cheers.) fut 
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only a few months ago he announced, amidst the vociferous cheers 
of the guests at the Lord Mayor's dinner, that the mildest signi
ficance of the term boycotting is the total ruin of the livelihc.od of 
the man against whom its machinery is directed. (Cheers.) 

I understand that our political opponents are much pleased 
with an election which took place yesterday in Londonderry, in 
which Mr Gladstone's Irish Solicitor-General was returned to 
Parliament. The only method by which he achieved his return 
was very simple. He used the Prime Minister's name freely on 
his cards and freely in his speeches, and he practically said to the 
constituency, which is purely an agricultural one, "If you want 
your rents reduced all round five-and-twenty per cent., then you 
must vote for me." (Hear, hear. ) 

At the present moment there are two sets of men who are 
undergoing imprisonment-one in Ireland and one in England. 
Those in Ireland are Mr Parnell anO. his associates, and they haYe 
been imprisoned at the instance of the Government because they 
have advised and pressed tenants in Ireland not to pay the rents 
which they bad contracted to do. Another body of men were last 
week imprisoned at the instance of the Government, and their crime 
was that they had been guilty of bribery at last general election. 
But when one man combines both offences-when that man is a 
member of an immaculate Administration-when the objects for 
which he commits these offences are the attainment of office and 
emoluments and ultimately a judgeship, then this combination of 
offences is termed a triumph of Liberal principles. (Laughter and 
cheers.) 

Now, I must apologise for detaining you at such great length. 
(Loud cries of " No," and "Go o.n.") I have little more to say. 
I thank you most heartily for the patience and kindness with which 
you have listened to my speech, and for the warmth of your 
reception. But I confess ~hat that which makes me sad in 
speaking to any <Yrcat Scotch political meeting is to know that if 
the past policy of the present Prime Minister has brought danger 
and disorder upon this country, it is mainly through the political 
action of Scotland that he has been able to do so much harm. 
(Cheers.) Yon are all proud of yournationality, and thereare certain 
traditions and certain characteristics that will be for ever associated 
with the Scotch name. The tendencies of the Prime Minister's 
policy are clear, and when you contrast them with these qualities 
which are specially associated with Scotchmen, you :find them clash 
in every particular. (Cheers.) There is no country which bas 
suffered more or has done more to promote the truths of the 
Reformation than Scotland-(cheers)-yet it was by Scotland's 
members that Mr Gladstone was able to overthrow the upas-tree 
of Protestantism in Ireland. (Cheers.) Scotland has the over
whelming merit of having produced the first political economist 
-Adam Smith-(checn1}-who combined sound theory ·with 
practical knowledge, and his t eaching has been of infinite benefit, 



lG 

not only to Scotland, but the whole human race. Yet, rrain, 
it was Scotland's representatives who enabled Mr Gladstone to 
depose from the pedestal upon which they previously stood ..A.cl m 
Smith's doctrines, in order to substitute for them the wild 
dicta of the sub-commissioners of his Irish Land Court. 
(Cheers. ) We are all proud of our magnificent chain of loyal 
colonies extending all over the world, and we rejoice that in fvery 
one of these colonies slavery is' no longer recognised. (Cheers.) 
In that holy work Scotland's sons have ever been foremost but 
it was again through the action or through the support of "" cot
land's representatives that the present Government were em.bled 
to betray the loyal colonists whom have they called to their a.cl, in 
order that they might add to our most gracious Majesty's -,itles 
that of Suzerain of a slave-holding community. (Cheers.) On 
behalf of civil and religious liberty this country has suffertd as 
much as any country in Europe ; ancl yet again it is through 
the support of Scotch members that Mr Gladstone has been able 
to promote the o~jects of Russia-the stronghold of despctism 
and religious intolerance. And if there be two qualities ich 
above all others are pre-eminently Scottish, it is a love of t~uth 
and a love of your own country; yet again Scotland suppo ts a 
policy based on duplicity and tergi versation, and prompted )y a 
.man whose most potent election cry was ridicule of patriotsm. 
(Cheel's.) Now these are the questions which I want not sinply 
you, but I want moderate reflecting Scotchmen to carefully ;on
sider. The events of the past 18 months have excited in the 
minds even of the most bigoted Radical acolytes doubts as tothe 
infallibility of their Pope-qualms as to the integrity and patriori.sm 
of his conduct. (Cheers.) Let it then be your duty, as the 
citizens of the first city in Scotland, to convert those doubts nto 
convictions, and to show that the principles and the creed wlich 
you profess are in thorough accord with the progress, the aspiratims, 
and the conscience of a prosperous and patriotic people. (lord 
George Hamilton sat clown amidst loud and continued cheerin~.) 
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In moving the resolution, "That this meeting desires to record 
its unabated confidence in the Conservative Leaders, and in the 
principles which they have supported in office and in Opposition," 
Mr. MAYNE said : Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen,-Although 
I am a stranger to everyone whom I see before me in this hall, yet 
I do feel a considerable amount of confidence in addressing you, 
when I remember that at the last General Election, when the 
great wreck and ruin fell on the Conse1·vative party, you here, 
electors of Barnstaple, faithful amongst the faithless found, stood 
fast by your colours, and returned to the head of the poll the true 
and sound eonservative who sits at my right. I cannot say that I 
was astonished at the result of the last General Election, because the 
constitution of England is rapidly changing to a democracy, and 
democracies are proverbially fickle, because they are generally 
misinformed. And for two years before the last General Election 
a gigantic and persistent effort had bee~ made to mislead and to 
prejudice the minds of the English people upon all political subjects: 
for two years before the last General Election the leaders of the 
Liberal Party had been persistently puffing themselves and their 
nostrums, in a manner which would be considered indelicate by 
the proprietors of the Apollinaris Water or of Cockle's Pills-for 
two years they had been calumniating the character and conduct, 
the action and the motives, of their opponents, in a manner that 
would be considered disreputable by any tradesman if he were 
referring to the conduct of his own rival, however justly that 
rival might be suspected of putting sand in his sugar or strychnine 
in his beer. Gentlemen, Barnstaple does not lie on the road 
to Midlothian, and therefore you never had the opportunity of hear-
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ing Mr. Gladstone denouncing Lord Beaconsfield at the top of his 
voice, even from the windows of a first-class compartment, but no 
doubt, echoes of the Midlothian thunder reached your ears, and 
you remember what the nature of Mr. Gladstone's orations was. 
You remember you were· informed that the Conservatives were 
wasteful and extravagant in their finance, that they were insolent and 
aggressive in their foreign policy, that they were indolent and care
less in home legislation ; and you were told that, if you would only 
return a Liberal Government, a new millennium would sEt in, 
economy would be practised, taxation would be reduced, legislation 
would be applied to every department of the State, war and interference 
with foreign Powers would cease for evP-r, and the air would l:e full 
of celestial voices sounding forth," Peace on earth, goodwill to men." 
\Veil, now, gentlemen, has the millennium commenced? has your 
taxation diminished ? do you see legislation extended into every 
department of the State ? what do you think of the state of pe:i..ce in 
Ireland ? what do you think of the war in Egypt ? It seems fo me 
that just at present we hear much more of the military tn:.mpet 
than of the angelic harp. Now, gentlemen, I wish, with your per
mission, to touch briefly upon each of the broad general topics to 
which I have referred; and, first, I shall speak upon the question 
of :finance. Finance is a very dull subj ect , and figures are m1tters 
difficult to make intelligib e to a popular audience ; and, therefore, I 
. ball ref r to them in the most general terms. Now, you are doubt
less aware that the six years of Con ervative Administration was a 
period of the greatest dis~ress and of the greatest depressio ; we 
had famines, we ·had bad harvests, we bad depression in commerce, 
we had wars and rumour, of wars abroad, we bad bankrupmy of 
the foreign nations to whom we had 1 nt hundreds of milli s of 
our money, but the broad general result of Conservative fb.ance 
was this: Sir Stafford N rthcote abolished the whole of the Sugar 
Duties, be never allowed the Income Tax to rise above 5d. in the 
£, and he diminished the incidence of that Income Tax, so that 
persons whose incomes were between £ 100 and £150 a-year po.id 
nothing to the tax, and persons with incomes between £30) a.nd 
£400 a-year received d~ductions which they had not forneirly 
received. The broad general result, therefore, was that no w01king
man pays Income Tax, and that the struggling class immediately 
above them pays that tax with benefits and deductions such ae they 
had never obtained from the Liberal Government. The people of 
England were more lightly taxed under the Conservative Admimis
tration than they had ever been during the two previous gme1ra
tions. Now, gentlemm, let us turn to the "Liberru.l" 
Administration. The ve":y first act which Mr. Gladstone did as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to put on an extra penny OJ. the 
Income Tax, by raising it in 1880 from 5d. to 6d. No dorut he 
did this because he wa going to reduce the duty upon F~emch 
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wines, in order that he might negotiate a treaty of commerce with 
Franc.e. He never did, however, negotiate the treaty of commerce, 
and he never did reduce the duty on French wines _; but, notwith
standing, he kept on the extra penny of Income Tax in order that 
he might secure to himself that proud position of Liberal 
Chancellors of the Exchequer, " a surplus at his next Budget." 
Well, gentlem:m, he did obtain his surplus at the Budget, and, 
accordingly, with much pump and circumstance, he took off his 
penny, but he put an additional taxation on spirits and upon pro
ba.te duty, producing an amount of £650,000 a-year. That was his 
. ccond year's finance. Now, in his third year, this took place: 
that, at the first rumour of an Egyptian war, he put on an extra 
1 kd. Income Tax-that is 3d. upon the last half of the present year. 
The result, therefore, of Liberal Admini tration is thi~: that . in each 
year of Mr. Gladstone's Administration, you have been taxed more 
heavily than you ever were by the Conservative Government. 
Now, gentlemen, let me come to the side of expenditure. We were 
told we were so wasteful and so extravagant ! Now, in the end of 
July, Sir Stafford Northcote made a peech in which he contrasted 
the expenditure of the year 1879-which was the mo -t expensive 
year of the Conservative Government-with the expenditure of the 
year that ha ju t elapsed, and the estimates of the year which has 
just commenced, and the result was this-that the ordinary expendi
ture of the last year was one million higher than tho ordinary 
expenditure of the year 1879, and that we are promised an expenditure 
in the coming year of three millions higher than that most expensive 
of all the Con ervative years . And, mind you, this statement does not 
take in any unusual or unforeseen war expenses. It is simply a com
parison between the ordinary very-day expenses of administration, 
which there is no reason to suppose will ever be reduced. This, 
gentlemen, is the parsimony and economy of the Liberal Govern
ment. This statement was made by ir Stafford Northcote, not 
upon a platform, not behind the backs of his opponents, but in his 
place in the House of Commons in the presence of Mr. Gladstone. 
And what did Mr. Gladstone answer to it ? Why, he admitted 
every art of the assertion, and all he could say was, that really he 
could not see that the Conservati es had been wasteful or extrava
gant at all, that he could not claim credit for Liberal administration, 
and tha t he could only say that it requir d a younger man than him
self to be more economical than he had been. Gentlemen, think of 
the shouts of derision that would have risen in a Liberal u.ssembly if 
Sir Stafford Northcote had made an excuse of that sort for himself; but 
the peculiarity of Liberalism is that everything is pardoned to the 
'' grand old man," and when he gets into office by making one set 
of pledges, he is allowed to keep his office after he has broken every 
one of them. Gentlemen, I won't say that Mr. Gladstone could in 
matters of finance have done differently from what he has done, but 
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what I do say is, that for a man to hound his opponents ou1 of 
office by making accusations which he has to withdraw when he 
gets into office himself, is obtaining Government by false pretences . 
Now, gentlemen, I come to the second point, that of "abund.mt 
legislation." While Mr. Gladstone was out of office, he did 1ot 
speak very much in his place in Parliament, but he made up fo~ iit 
by writing in the most prolific manner-sometimes on post-card~
sometimes in newspapers, a:id sometimes in magazines. Amongst 
other things, he wrote an a:ticle in the "Nineteenth Century, " in 
which he pointed out that there were twenty-one great measures 
of legislation which were being wanted and kept back by ;he 
indolence and incapacity of the Conservative Government ; and in 
a subsequent article, he added eight supplementary laws which vvere 
imperatively demanded. Kaw, gentlemen, would you be surpri;ed 
to learn that not a single one of these twenty-nine measure6 of 
legislation has been passed by Mr. Gladstone himself during the 
three Sessions in which h has reigned supreme in the H ousf of 
Commons ? Three measures were passed in the first Sessi:m. 
There was the Employers' Liability Bill, which did considerable 
good, although I see that the working men are at present m ch 
dissatisfied with it; there was the Burials Bill, of which I have o.ot 
so very much to say : it g:i.ve the Dissenters the privilege of bang 
buried in English churchyard ~ without English Church serviffis ; 
and there was the Ground Game Bill, which gave farmers the 
privilege of shooting the lar.dlords' rabbits without paying for them. 
Now, that was the whole of the legislation of Mr. Gladsto e's 
first Session, and as to his two subsequent Sessions, tiey 
may be most :fittingly described in words borrowed frorr a. 
German professor, in a grei:Jt and exhaustive work which he wiote 
on the subject of Iceland. He treated, in that learned way that all 
Germans do, of the history, the geography, the politics and the 
institutions of Iceland, and then he added a new chapter, headed ' 'On 
the snakes of Iceland," and it consisted of these words, "Tlern 
ar~ no snakes in Iceland." Gentlemen, if you vyrote the 
history of Mr. Gladstone's Administration, when you came to the 
article of legislation, you might head the chapter, •'The legislaiion 
of Mr. Gladstone," and fini h the chapter by saying, " There ~'as 
no legislation by Mr. Gladstone." During the last two Session" of 
Parliament, the whole time of the British Parliament has teen 
employed in legislating for Mr. Parnell, or legislating aga.nsit 
Mr. Parnell; but for all useful purposes connect~d with Engknd., 
Scotland or Wales, the members of that Parliament might as vell 
have been sitting in their own arm-chair, improving their milds .. 
Each Queen's Speech has contained a shadowy list of phaniom 
measures which were to be i:assed in the ensuing Session. You lave 
been promised Criminal Cocie Bills, Bankruptcy Bills, Patent B.lls,, 
Bills for Reforming the Municipality of London, for Preventing Conuptt 
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Practices, Bills for County Government, County Franchise, 
Bills for Restraining Rivers, and for half-a-dozen other subjects 
which I forget, but at the end of the Session you find that 
not one of these phantoms has been changed into substantial and 
real bodies-either they have never been brought forward at all, or 
if they have been brought forward, it was only to be sacrificed at the 
1:1nnual massacre of the innocents. But no doubt, gentlemen, as I 
-say, there has been a certain amount of legislation for Ireland, and 
it is to that I next desire to call your attention. Now, the subject 
of Ireland is not a very pleasant one, and it is one of which we have 
been for the last two years wearied, and more than wearied ; but 
still it is one to which I must call your attention, though briefly and 
in general terms. Now gentlemen, the policy of Mr. Gladstone 
to Ireland may be described as a policy of plundering one 
party in order to pacify another party-and a policy of 
J>lunder has been consistently pursued hy him, not only 
in his present, but in his previous Administration. It was that 
J>Olicy which he adopted in 1870, when he rendered it impossible 
for the landlord to recover possession of his own land from his 
--0wn tenant, at the termination of that tenant's tenancy, unless he 
consented to pay that tenant-who had no longer got any right or 
title to the land-a sum of money which might amount to seven 
years' rent. Gentlemen, that law is calculated to have transferred 
a sum of thirty millions from the pockets of the landlords to the 
pockets of the tenants. It was the same policy in 1880 which 
made him attempt to extend that law to a purpose which had been 
previously excluded from it, namely, to the case of a landlord 
evicting his tenant for non-payment of rent; but in that he failed, 
because the majority of the Liberal Peers in the House of Lords 
il'efused to pass his Act for him. It was the same policy which, in 
1881, made him transform all the landlords of Ireland from being 
the owners of the land into merely being claimants to a rent
.charge, which rent-charge was itself diminished twenty-five per, 
cent. by the acts of the Commissioners who were appointed to 
decide on its amount. Gentlemen, the result of that law is calcu
Jated as having transferred a sum of eighty millions from the 
pockets of the Irish landlords to those of the Irish tenants. It was 
the same policy which in the present year dictated an Arrears of 
Rent Bill, by virtue of which a landlord, to whom perhaps five or 
six years' rent is owing, is forced to give a receipt in full upon 
being paid two years' i·ent, one-half of which is not even paid ' by 
-the tenant himself, but by the Government. Gentlemen, how many 
millions this will transfer from the pockets of the landlords to the 
-tenants no one has yet been able to ascertain; Mr. Gladstone him
:self calculates it at two or three, but no one knows whether 
he is right or wrong. I think, therefore, that I am not incorrect in 
·saying that as regards Ireland Mr. Gladstone's policy is a policy of 
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plunder. We may all have ur own opinions as to whether ·it is.
just to plunder one party in rder to pacify another. I am oll
fashioned. enough to think t at it is not, and cannot be, just ; t 
we shall probably agree upon this, that to plunder one pmty 
without pacifying the other is not merely a crime, lt 
a blunder, and I say that Mr. Gladstone has not mer<ly 
committed the crime, hut he bJ.s committed the blunder. Gentlemen, 
I appeal to you, has his pclicy pacified Ireland ? As Sir Robtrt 
Carden reminded you, a few days before he had taken up the reins 
of Government, Mr. Gladstor:e made a speech in which he said tlat 
at that time Ireland was in a state of contentment and satisfaction, 
suah as had not been knowr. £'. r the previous period of six yea.·s. 
Well, gentlemen, before six months had elap>:ed, what was the sttte 
of Ireland? The whole islan l was in a state of chronic rebellim. 
The Queen's Government had ceased to exist, there was no ltw 
recognized in the land except the law of the Land League; mur(er 
stalked over the length and lreadth of the land with impunity, 01t
rage and anarchy prevailed ruch as would disgrace the governmrnt 
of a Bulgarian prince or a TJrkish Pasha-each fresh message of 
peace was answered back by a yell of derision and defiance. 'The 
'' Kilmainham surrender" wr.s greeted by the Phomix Park murde.-s, 
and the last me sage of pea and concord, which was to concilitte 
everybody-the Rent Arrears Bill has been met by the shri!k 
of lVIr. Dillon, the howls of Mr. Davitt, and by an invitation fnm 
Mr. Parnell for all the memler to meet in conference on the l ~th 
of this month at Dublin, and plan a new and more extended a 
wider and more powerful agitation, against the law and peac of 
Great Britain. Therefore, gentlemen, I say that the policy or 
plunder has not even succoecled as a policy of pacification, and Igo 
further than tha.t, and say ~bat such a policy never can and ne7 er 
will succeed from the very nature of things. If you bribe peopl to 
obey the law, ooner or la~er you will :find that you have briled 
them to break the law-if you reward agitation you will encounge 
agitation, and if you encou age agitation you foster crime, and if 
you foster crime, sooner or hter you must put it down by coercim, 
and that, gentlemen, is wha we have found in the present stat of 
things. During the two y rs of Mr. Gladstone's Administraton 
there has been more coer.!ion than there has been during ·he 
twenty years that preceded it. We have seen a ·pectacle hi the: o 
unknown to our constitution : we have seen two occasions on 
which laws directed again't the people of Ireland, or agai.ist. 
the representatives of Ireland, have been rushed through ·he 
House of Commons, by tte simple expedient of chueking 11e 
Irish representatives neck nd crop into Westminster Hall ; ·e 
h.ave seen the spectacle of hundreds of the chosen leaders m.c.l 
representatives of the Irish people lying in gaol without a tral ,. 
without the hope of a trial, and without any definite charge m~da 
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against them which they had a possibility of meeting ; and although 
at present outrages have somewhat diminished in freland, they have 
diminished by the application of a coercive law stricter and more 
severe than has been applied to t.he people of Ireland during the 
memory of the present or the past generation. I do not say that 
this coercion is unjust, or is not required, but what I do say is 
that the system of coercion is the natural and necessary result of 
the previous system of caressing. If you caress criminals at one 
moment, you have to coerce them the next. We have had the 
caressing and we have had the coercing, but what we have not had 
applied to the people of Ireland is even-handed justice. I believe that 
if Mr. Gladstone had had the justice to apply the ordinary resomces 
of the English law to the people of Ireland-if he had applied these 
resources to them without favour and without fear-I believe that 
no coercion would have been necessary, and that the terri~c annals 
of crime that have stained the sister island for the last two years 
would have been as unknown as they were during the Conservative 
Administration. Now, gentlemen, I pass to th subject of foreign 
policy, and I do not intend to say a word upon the subjects either 
of Afghanistan or of the Transvaal, tempting as both of these subjects 
may be; but I do wish to address you upon the subject which is 
uppermost in the thoughts of everyone at the present moment-I 
mean the subject of Egypt. Now, gentlemen, in the fast place I 
wish to be perfectly frank and candid to the present Administration. 
I am not one of those who think that our intervention in Egypt has 
had the object or the: effect of crushing the national party. I do 
not myself believe that there ever has been a national party in 
Egypt, but, if there was, I am quite certain that Arabi Pasha 
did more to crush that party than any person in Egypt ever 
did. Nor, again, am I one of these who think that England 
was without a right or just reason for interfering in Egypt. 
I believe that at the recent criRis, a we found it after the 11th of 
June, England would have forfeited her place, not only as a great 
European Power, but as a great Asiatic Power, unless she had 
intervened, and intervened effectually, in stopping the state of 
disorder that had arisen in Egypt ; and I think we may all be 
proud of seeing that, after a period of vacillation, hesitation, and 
effacement, England had at last the courage to conceive and to 
carry out an independent course of policy, to take up that position 
in Europe which she, as the Empire nation of the world, has ever 
maintained. I think, too, we may all be proud as Englishmen 
over the feats of our Navy and of our Axmy during the campaign. 
I believe that a thrill passed through every Cabinet of Europe on 
the night when it was announced that the :fire of our ironclads had 
made the fortifications of Alexand1 ia crumble into dust ; and I 
think we ought to be proud, as Englishmen ever have been proud, 
of the glory of their seamen, not only in the feats of those great 
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ironclads, the " Inflexible "and her sisters, but also at the thought Jf. 
those little vessels, the ''Condor'' and the "Bittern," steaming about 
within 200 yards of grea forts, a single shot of anyone of whith 
would have sunk them to the bottom. Gentlemen, when we thir.k 
of a sight like that, we may feel with pride that. the days ofNelscm 
and Col1ingwood are renewed in the days of Sir Beaucharr.p 
Seymour. Equal ly, too, have we reason to be proud of our brave 
troops; andl do not know which is morelikelytomake us pro:id
the spectacle of the Guards with a Royal Prince at their head, 
toiling through the sands of Egypt, in a burning sun, in the ope 
that they might reach the battle which they heard raging in fron ; 
or the Household Brigade charging by moonlight through the 
batteries and the serried ranks of Egypt ; or that wild wa·;e of 
fire which burst on the morning of the-13th September over the 
ramparts of Tel-el-Kebir. If we are proud of our men, we 
may also be proud of the General who directed them; anC. we 
may think with pride on Sir Garnet Wolseley, who, b~fore 
he left these shores for Egypt, put his :finger upon the very 
spot at which the final stand was to be made, and predicted that 
on the 15th of September the war in Egypt would be ever; 
and it was on the 15th September that he wrote the disyatch 
which announced that " Cairo was in our hands, and Arabi Fasha 
was our prisoner." We may also be proud-and we may give the 
Government every credit fo1· it-of the skill and energy shown by 
the administrations which put the army in the field. We may be 
proud to think that, within six weeks of the day that our fa:)ops 
left Portsmouth on the one side, and Bombay on the other, they 
entered as victors into th capital of Egypt. Gentlemen, tbest are 
all things to be proud of, and, so far as the Government has on
tributed to this success, I 0 ive them an unstinted measure of aw ro
bation and applause, and I think we, as Conservatives, may be 
proud to think that at no single moment has a Conservative oice 
been raised in factious opposition to the Government of the ay. 
We have not met the rebuff which fell upon those wh~ opp)sed 
Lord Beaconsfield, for they predicted misfortunes when not.ling 
followed but success; they predicted disgrace when notiing 
followed but honour ; and they had at last to sit down in the 
presence of their countrymen and feel that they were ashaned, 
because their countrymen had succeeded. I trust such shame will 
never fall upon the Conservative Party. Here my praise t the 
present Administration with reference to the Egyptian matters nust 
cease. The more successful the War Department has been, the nore 
thoroughly bas the Foreign Office to acknowledge its failure. The 
object of diplomacy is to avert war, and, when war has taken p ce, 
it is because the Foreign Office has been at fault, and never ha.s 
there been an occasion, I believe, in which a war was nore 
recklessly and unnecessarily brought on than on the preien.t 
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oocasion. I believe that the whole Egyptian war arose from this : 
because the Liberal Government could not make up their minds at 
what period they would fight ; because they had not courage 
to say to .A.rabi Pasha, "So far thou shalt go and no further." 
I believe that we drifted into the Egyptian war• as we drifted 
into the Crimean war, because we had not the courage to announce 
beforehand that we had a particular policy, and that we were deter
mined to carry out that policy at any cost. Gentlemen, that is a 
grave accusation to make, but I do not ask you to accept that accu
sation upon my authority or upon the authority of any other 
person; I wish you to form your own judgment upon the foundation 
of that accusation, and for that purpose I would solicit your 
.attention to a short recital of the events which preceded and led up 
to the Egyptian war. I shall make no single statement which does 
not rest upon official documents emanating from the Government. 
But I am anxious to place the facts before you, because few people 
read Blue Books, and I have not yet seen any address by any public 
speaker in which the subject has been fully discussed. Now, the 
whole of the present troubles arose from the events of the 9th of 
September of last year. Even before that time the officers of the 
Egyptian army had been in a state of smouldering insubordination, 
but on that day they broke out into open mutiny. A1:abi Bey 
headed an outbreak of the troops in Cairo against the Khedive, and 
-compelled him to dismiss his Ministers, and to accept a Prime 
Minister named by the army. From that moment, of coUl'se, Arabi 
was master of Egypt. One of his alleged grievances was that 
Tewfik had sold his country to the English-therefore, Egypt had 
fallen into the hands of an enemy of England. Now, I would ask you 
what you think Lord Palmerston would have done in this crisis? 
More than forty years ago, Mehemet Ali, a great soldier and a great 
statesman, was in the midst of a career of victory over the Turks, 
which brought him into conflict with British policy. He was sup
ported in this career by all the influence of France. Yet Lord 
Palmerston directed his ambassador in Paris to say, with all due 
diplomatic formulas, that if the English offers were not accepted, 
he would relieve the French of all further trouble with Algiers, 
and would chuck Mehemet Ali into the Nile ! Mehemet Ali accepted 
our terms, and kept out of the Nile. I think if Lord Palmer
ston had been Foreign Minister last year, he would have 
telegraphed to Cairo, that if Arabi did not at once proceed to 
Alexandria, as he had been ordered to do, he would send a 
battalion of marines to fetch him, and an ironclad to receive him 
when he arrived. What did Lord Granville do ? He was well 
aware of the gravity of the situation, and of the momentous issues 
to which it might lead. The only suggestion he could offer was, 
that an attitude of a calming and pacifying character should be 
maintained in Egypt! In other words, that the represedative of 
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England should be instr cted to speak with bated breath aid 
whispered humbleness in presence of the audacious usur'per w o. 
had just carried out a succes ful mutiny against the friend of Gre1t 
Britain. Naturally, A.Tab'. , with the instinct of an Oriental, leap<d 
to the conclusio·n that a cour e so detrimental to our interests coud 
only be taken because we were afraid. Well, gentlemen, the n~t 
step was the presentatio!'. to the Khodive of what is known as tie 
Dual Note, in January la.st. This contained a formal announm
ment by France and En5la d that "the two Governments beilg 
elosely associated in the resolve to guard by their united effor;s 
against all causes of complication, internal or external, which 
might menace the order of things established in Egypt, do wt 
doubt that the assurance pJ.blicly given of their formal intentions n 
this respect will tend to a-vert the dangers to which the Governme1t 
of the Khedive might be exposed, and which would certainly finl 
England and France unite - to oppose them." Brave words, if on 
they had been followed by equally brave acts. But, at the ve1y 
moment of signing the words, Lord Granville put it beyond a.I 
doubt that no acts whatever would follow. He accepted the dra:'t 
with an express reservation that the Government "must not 1:e 
considered as committing themselves thereby to any partict
lar mode of action, if action should be found necessary.' 
Even this reservation might be misunderstood to meai 
(indeed, M. Gambetta d'.d misunderstand it as meaning) that 
the Government would take some action, if necessar}, 
though they did not birnl themselves to any particular action 
Even this doubt was caref lly cleared up by a further declaration b 
all the Embassies, that th Government hacl not agreed to promiS3 
the Khedive material supp rt. But in the name of Heaven, if th~ 
English Government had not promised the Khedive material 
support, what had they pr mised him, or had they promised hin 
anything ? And if they di not intend to support him in the hour 
of his danger, what did thEy mean by saying that France and Eng
land would be found united to oppo e the danger ? And if th~ 
words meant nothing, was it becoming the dignity of England t;> 
use them? Did it not come to this, that we were playing a mer~ 
game of brag with Arabi, an that we commenced the game by 
throwing our cards upon t e table, and showing that we had nothing 
in our hand ? We brandis ed in his face something which m:ght 
be taken for a sword, and then we called the whole world to witnes 
that it was an empty scabbard. Well, gentlemen, w!iat
ever effect the Note miaht have had upon Arabi, the 
text, coupled with the g oss, did not alarm him -very 
much. Things went from bad to worse. Colonel .AJabi 
Bey turned himself into Ge:ieral Arabi Pasha, Minister of War IDd 
Marine, and altered the co stitution of Egypt so as to concentrate 
the whole executive power illto his O"\\n hands, and to reduce the Khe- · 
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diV'e into a puppet, and the controllers into mere marionettes. In the
end of 1.Yfarch Sir A. Colvin wrote these words: "It is for Her Majesty's 
Government to decide when, and at what point, anarchy is established .. 
But, to cover my own respon. ibility, I wish to say in the clearest 
words that, in my judgment, thd country is at this moment without 
an efficient Government and in imminent danger of disorder. '] he War 
Minister controls the Khedive and Council ; the army controls 
the War l\Iinister. The temper and spirit of the mass of 
officers, so far as I can learn, is tbreatening and insubordinate; 
and I hould not at any moment be surprised to hear of 
some serious incident, of which it is impossible to foretell 
the con, equences." And then Lord Granville conceived the most 
extraordinary device which ever entered into the brain of man. 
It was that everything would be set right by sending three generals 
to Egypt, a Frenchman, an Englishman, and a Turk. These three 
generals, who represented utterly conflicting ideas of policy, were 
to agree on some one plan of action, and then were gravely to call 
upon Arabi, who was equally at variance with all three, and tell him 
what he was to do. What would have happened when Arabi 
bowed the three officers out of his room, no one will ever know. 
The scheme was quietly pooh-poohed by the French, and only 
survives in Lord Granville's regretful memory. But that he should 
ever have conceived and ·propounded such a device shows how 
utterly unable he was· to grasp the gravity of the situation, or to 
provide a fitting remedy. Well, gentlemen, the next step 
was, that at the instigation of the French Cabinet, six 
ironclads, three of each nation, wore sent to Alexandria. They 
arrived on the 20th May, and on the 25th the agents of France 
and England plucked up heart of grnce, and tendered a Note to the 
President of the Council, in which they called upon the Ministry 
to re ign, and upon Arabi and the other leading military Pashas to 
quit the country. They said in their Note that they not only 
recommended the e conditions, but, ''if necessary, would insist on 
their fulfilment." This looked serious. At last France and 
England were united to oppose the enemies of the Khedive. The 
conditions were admirable, if only we had insi ted on their fulfil
ment. But that was the very thing we did not do. What 
happened was this-the Ministry resigned ; the army threatened 
the Kb di e with deposition, and the principal inhabitants of Cairo 
with death, if he did not restore the Ministry with Arabi at its head. 
Tt:·wfik , cnt for the Consuls-General and asked their advice. They 
had none to give. So they walked out at on door, and Arabi and 
his colleagues walked back at another. Our Consuls-General 
pocketed their ultimatum. Our fleet remained calmly basking in the· 
sunshine of Egypt. Everything remained as before, except that the 
two Western Powers had been insulted, and that Arabi was supreme. 
Then came the 11th of June, and the riots in Alexandria •. 
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1Iundreds of Europeans were massacred in the streets of .A.lexardria 
oy the police in view of the soldiery, and, as believed, at tl:e i1sti
gation of Arabi Pasha. The English Consul was insult~d and 
wounded, English officers and Englishmen were insulted, wmnled, 
and killed ; and still the English Fleet lay basking in the macs of 
Alexandria, and all that the Admiral could do was to say tmt my
one who liked might take refuge in the ships. Then tie .. ery 
donkey-boys of Alexandria laughed in our faces ; every Eng shnan 
in the streets of Alexandria was insulted, and threatened WJ.th the 
·anger of Arabi Pasha, a you would threaten a naughty chid vith 
the displeasure of its nurse; and the reason was became they 
began to learn, from the proceedings which I have detailed, fl,t the 
threats of England were but idle words, which never resdtea in 
acts . Now then, gentlemen, the next scene was the bomba:drr.ent 
of Alexandria on the 11th of July, and I cannot help thinkiig ihat 
this bombardment was the greatest mistake in the whole f our 
policy. Here again, however, I wish to be perfectly candd 1nd 
fair to the Government. I am not one of those who think t1at we 
committed any breach of international law or of internatioml :us
tice in our bombardment of Alexandria. For five weeks eartlw irks 
had been erect d and armed for no purpose except that of atb.cking 
the fleet of a friendly nation lying in a friendly port. These 
armaments had been forbidden by the order of the Sultan md of 
the Khedive- the only recognized authority in Egypt-anl even 
Arabi Pasha himself had pretended to countermand them and ienied 
their existence. Therefore, there wa no power in Egypt to wlich we 
could address ourselves with success for the purpose of keepi1g our 
fleet in safety; and I say that, if our fleet had any legitimateobject 
in being there, it was perfectly justified in bombarding aid de
stroying the forts. But what I want to know is this : What ms our 
fleet doing in Alexandria? What right had it there ? If it wrn sent 
,there to maintain the authority and position of the Khedive, hen it 
had allowed the Khedive to become a fugitive from his capitaland a 
cypher in his Court ; if it was sent to maintain the honou· and 

.dignity of England, then it had allowed the representative ofE1gland 
to be insulted, outraged, and spat upon in the streets of Aexan
dria ; if it was sent to protect life and property, then it had alowed 
the streets of Alexandria to run red with blood, it had alowed 
mpin.e to prevail, it had allowed thirty or forty thousand Eurcpeans 
to be driven from the shores of Egypt, because neither their lives 
nor their property were secure, not"ithstanding the presence ,f the 
Allied Fleet. 'Therefore, I say if the fleet had any useful ob,Pct it 
had utterly failed to carry out that object-but, if it had no lseful 
object, then I say it had no right to bombard the forts of Aexan
-dria merely to maintain its right to anchor in the roads for an mipty 
show and parade. Either we did too little, by not renderi1g its 
_presence effectual, or we did to much by the bombariment 
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that ensued-in one or other way I say our poiicy was a fataF 
mistake. But, gentlemen, within twenty-four hours a still 
more fatal mistake followed. Within twenty-four hours followed the 
conflagration of Alexandria and the destruction of some five 
millions of property. Whose fault was that? I say em
phatically it was the fault of the present Government. For five 
weeks those armaments had been prepared under the eyes of the 
Admiral, and he had been daily telegraphing information that these 
armament~ were being prepared; for five weeks the Government 
must have known that the time would arrive, sooner or later, when 
it would be necessary to take them with a strong hand ; for five 
weeks they had the opportunity of sending troops who could have 
landed after the bombardment, but by the time the bombardment 
had taken place, Sir Beauchamp Seymour had only three hundred 
marines whom he could possibly land. Even those might have· 
prevented the great calamities which followed, but his in
structions strictly bound him not to land a single man, 
except for the protection of British life ; but, inasmuch as 
every British subject had left before the bombardment, 
the occasion had not arisen in which he was permitted to 
land a single man. The Government had had the most express 
notice that the :6.rst attempt at violence, committed by themselves, 
would lead to an outbreak and to the most terrible and disastrous 
consequences ; they had been informed of this by the Khedive, and 
by their own representatives, and by the representatives of Italy, 
Austria, and Germany; they must have known that the first gun 
that would be fired would be the signal for any calamity and any 
d:sorder, and yet they had not the forethought or the courage to 
send two regiments of men to land and be present to take charge 
of Alexandria after the Egyptian army was demoralized and driven 
from its batteries. I say, therefore, gentlemen, that for the whole 
of the calamities that arose in Alexandria the Government were 
directly responsible, because they foresaw the necessity of the bom
bardment, they foresaw and were told the terrible consequences that 
would result from it; they had the example of the Commune of Paris 
in 1870-a precedent directly in point-and yet with this fore
knowledge, and with this forewarning, they left their Admiral in such 
a position that he could not land with safety a boat's crew for the 
preservation of Alexandria. I say, therefore, that in every step of 
these proceedings they were responsible. Now the popular defence 
of the Government is this, they say, ''It is quite true, we ought, if 
we could, to have taken earlier and more stringent mea8ures; but 
at the first, we were seeking the co-operation of the French, 
then the mandate of the European concert, and then the Turkish 
intervention, and in order to obtain anyone of, or all of, these three 
advantages, we refrained from earlier intervention ourselves." There 
is a great deal of force in this, if they had attained any 8ingle thing 
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they desired : it would ave been very important to have obhined 
French co-operation, but they didn't get it; it would hn.ve bee very 
important to have obtained the mandate of the European concer.;, but 
they didn't get it ; and i~ w uld have been important to obtai1 ·the 
Turkish intervention, but they didn't get it-or, rather, they did 't get 
it when they wanted it, and when they got it they didn't wart it. 
Therefore, I say, at every stage of the proceedings, they were 
abandoning a certain a d necessary advant::tge in order to obtan an 
uncertain advantage in which they absolutely failed ; and that 
from beginning to encl their diplomacy has been an abS)lute 
failure. With an atom of energy, with an atom of cournge, they 
might have put a stop to the whole thing at its commencen:.ent; 
but, so far from their doing so, they spoke with humble words, they 
spoke with re ervat10ns. they spoke with retractations, so that lrabi 
and all the Egyptians "'°ere misled, and believed that the Gm·ern
ment never intended to take a . ingle step of ultimate vigOl~:r or 
determination. I say that the war which has taken place was 
rendered nece sary by themselves, because it was they who filsled 
the Egyptians into com:nitting those serious acts which ultim~.tely 
rendered that war una·rnidable. Gentlemen, this is the charge I 
make against the Englis Government. Let us not be deceived, let 
us not be blinded by the glamour of our present success-that 
success is a very great ne. but, gentlemen, we are not yet out of 
our difficulties. We have brought ourselves into the most tortuous 
paths of European policy, we have committed ours lves to a co rse 
of procedure in which it is now ab olutely necessary for ourselves 
that we should frame ar:d carry out some plan, and in the framing 
and carrying out of that plan we shall be met with covert 
objections from one mtion, open opposition from another, and 
insidious encouragem nt from a third. We shall have 
t o submit our plans to th cold and cautious criticisms of the European 
concert. We shall eitb r have to give up what is for our own 
intere t, or have to carry out our intern t, not in oppo ·it.ion to 
Arabi Pasha, not in oppo ition to the Egyptian troops, but perhaps 
in oppo ition to France, and Italy, and Russia. And gentlemen, 
if the time should come when we should find ourselves plunged in 
complications from wh.ch there is no escape without di grace 
except by war, then, I say, that it is to the present English 
Government in their course of vacillation and indecision 
that that result will b due. Gentlemen, I have delayed you 
far too long already, and I have to thank you mo t cordially 
for the indulgence you have shown me. I shall, therefore, 
only make one more ob ervation before I Rtop. Ther may 
be-and I hope there are- ome Liberals in this great assembly, 
and, if there are, I ·would say this to them-" If you have 
such undoubting confi e ce in Mr. Gladstone, his projects, 
and his plans, ought it not in some degree to take away from your 
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confidence, to think that that confidence is not shared by those who 
have joined in his councils, and sat at his board?" At each fresh 
crisis which Mr. Gladstone has encountered, he has had to do like 
the mariner in a storm: he bas secured safety by casting overboard 
part of his freight, and the freight which he has cast over has been 
one of hiR own colleagues. Gentlemen, you cannot have a more 
representative Whig than the Duke of Argyll, but before one year 
bad passed the Duke of Argyll found it necessary to separate 
himself from Mr. Gladstone and all his works; you cannot have a 
more representative Radical than Mr. Forster, but even Mr. Forster 
could not stomach the Kilmainham Treaty ; you cannot have 
a more representative member of that curious collection 
of opinions which is known as the Birmingham School than 
Mr. Bright, but even Mr. Bright found it impossible to put up with 
the bombardment of Alexandria and the war in Egypt. If you are 
asked to place that undoubting confidence in Mr. Gladstone which 
is reposed in him by the majority of his party, does it not suggest 
itself to you to ask, why that confidence cannot be shared by the 
highest and most prominent representatives of that party itself? 
I do not ask you as Conservatives whether you place your con
fidence in Mr. Glad tone's cause - you would not be Con ervatives 
if you did-but I ask any of you who may chance to be Liberals, 
why you should place greater confidence in Mr. Gladstone than is 
i·eposed in him by the Duke of Argyll, by Mr. Forster and Mr. 
B1:ight. 
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ADDRESS. 

MR. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN,-Much as I have 

heard of the growth of Conservative feeling in Edinburgh, 

I confess that I was not prepared for an audience so vast as 

that which I am about to address. You think, and you think 

rightly, that any man who undertakes to make you a speech 

-whatever other qualifications he may or may not possess

ought at least to have the power of making himself heard. 

Now, my voice is not very powerful, and I am afraid that, let 

me do what I may, I shall not succeed in making myself 

audible to many who are present in this vast assemblage. 

It is not often of late that I have come before an audience 

such as I have now the pleasure of addressing. Not that I 

hold such gatherings as this to be a waste of time ; on the 

contrary, they seem to me to serve a double purpose: they 

give to those who are engaged in public life an opportunity of 

saying many things which cannot be conveniently said within 

the walls of Parliament ; and they give to you, the public, a 

means of impressing on political men, especially upon those 

who have, as is unfortunately my case, no constituency to 

represent, your views and your feelings with greater force and 

directness than if we were left to gather them from the press. 

There has not of late been much to talk about or to fight 

about; and occupied, as the mover of the address has truly said, 

with duties which have not allowed me any large amount of 

leisure, I have, as a rule, kept clear of meetings of this des

cription. But I could not refuse your invitation ; and as you 

asked me to address you, I make no apology for occupying 

your time. 



4 

Gentlemen, when the large electoral change of T 867 was 

carried through Parliament, not without some natura l rnubt~ 

and apprehensions as to its possible working, there wc.s one 

thing-one result-which I believe nobody expectte and 

that was that within seven years of its creation the nev con

stituency would place in power a Conservative Ministe r md a 

Conservative Governme:i.t. It was the fashion in the years 

between 1868 and 1874 to talk of the Conservative wo king

man as if he were an ideal and imaginary being. I t hink he 

has shown the reality o: his existence pretty clearly b this 

time. Now the ground ·s changed, and the language h<ld is, 

" Oh, poor fellows, they don't know what they are <10ing. 

They have no politics; they go entirely by personal µ-efer

ences; and if the Conservative candidate is the more pqmlar 

man locally, they vote for h im, and not for his opinions." Well, 

I don't hold with those who would exclude personal feeling 

and the judgment form ed upon individual character from 

political choice. A man who has run straight in private life 

will probably do the sam in Parliament. The members 

whom you send to W estminister are not mere voting maclines. 

They are not like those persons on whom, by the American 

Constitution, the right of choosing a President rests, but wh o 

are merely nominees of their party, pledged to vote for the 

candidate of the party's election, and have no individual 'foice 

in the matter. A member of the House of Commons exercises, 

and must exercise, a large and wide discretion on many ques~ions 

as to which he has given no pledge, and as to which his constti

tuency itself has perhaps hardly made up its mind. If, thercfoire, 

it be true that the Conservative working-man looks to persms .as 

well as to professions-if he does not think that the sole quaili

fication for political life consists in willingness to swallow any 

number of pledges-I say, or one, the Conservative wor1:in:g

man is quite right; but I co not believe that the tendency to 



which I have referred is one which, in any very considerable 

degree, has tu rned the fate of elections. I believe that there is 

in every class, and in the working-class as much as any other, 

a Conservative feeling, which is deep and strong-a feeling 

which may at times be masked, and whose influence may be 

overborne by some grievance of the day or some popular cry, 

but which reappears when those disturbing influences are re

moved. And when people ask why should a ;vorking-man be 

a Conservative ? I answer, why should he not ? Of one 

thing he may be quite sure, that all disorder, all revolutionary 

tendencies, everything that creates popular panic or even 

general uneasiness, falls more directly and heavily on him 

than on the members of any other class. Whatever troubles 

the waters of society, whatever frightens the timid and the 

rich-and money, as money, is always timid-the artisan and 

the labourer are the first sufferers. The shop-keepers or the 

manufacturers lose their profit, but he loses his daily bread. 

I think that is a fair reason why the working-man should not 

be less interested than his neighbours in the maintenance of 

social order. But, I may be asked, is it not to be expected 

that he will wish to improve the condition of his class? Can 

he, if he cares about anything outside his private interests, not 

desire to see his f e1low-workers in possession of more of the 

comforts and advantages of life than they have now; and that 

being so, will he not therefore give his vote on the popular 

side ? My answer to that is, that I accept the premises, but 

I don't see t hat they lead up to the conclusion. Popular 

politicians have never given any man better wages or a better 

house to live in. They may, indeed, profess to remove griev

ances of a kind such as law can deal with ; but where are 

those grievances with us ? What has become of them ? I s 

the working-man taxed above his fair share ? Why, if he is a 

teetotaller, he contributes literally nothing to the revenue, 
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except some thirty per cent. on the tea or coffee which h nay 

use. Nearly every other article of popular consumption is 

altogether free-income tax, house tax, and stamp duties 

don't touch him. If he likes his beer and his tobacc -ar.d I 

for one see no reason why he should not-he pays on these 

articles like, everybody else ; and since we must have taxes, 

taxes that fall on luxuries are probably the fairest cf all. Is 

the working-man subject to exceptional legislation J So far 

from that, whenever any legislation of an excepti nal kind 

has been passed of late years, it has been in his favour and 

not against him. In the case of the two Acts of last session 

amending the labour laws-Parliament has not hesitated to 

modify rules of law, rules of long standing, and still appli

cable to other analogous cases, because they might be brought 

to bear hardly on the members of trades' unions. Take 

another instance. We a e very jealous in Parliament, and 

most reasonably jealous, of any legislative interference with 

the principles of demand and supply; we are always reluctant 

to extend the functions of the Executive and the Legislature 

beyond those which have been immemorially ascribed to them. 

As a general principle, we should say that the kind of house 

that a man lives in is a question between himself and his 

family; but in the large towns great difficulty has een ex
perienced by members of he artisan class in finding healthy 

dwellings, and Parliament has in consequence gone ut of its 

ordinary course in giving to local authorities exceptional 

powers and exceptional facilities to meet that wa t. Take 

another case. As a rule, the question whether a mm is paid 

for work done by him in cash or otherwise is a question to be 

regulated entirely and absolutely by arrangement between 

employers and employed. It is a matter of free contract. 

That is the rule in all the ordinary transactions oflife; but 

many years ago complain" was made that, in some manufac-
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turing industries, the workman was unfairly dealt with b_ecause 

he was paid partly in food or other articles which he had to 

buy at a certain shop in which his employer was interested; 

and it was urged that he was thereby placed in a posi

tion of undue dependence and constraint. There was a 

strong feeling on the subject, and Parliament again went 

out of its way to prohibit a practice not in itself im

moral nor contrary to economical rules, but which was 

judged to be open to abuse ; and by a succession of Acts, 

called the Truck Acts, it has enforced the prohibition of pay

ing the operative otherwise than in hard cash. How, again is 

the working-man situated as regards the possession of political 

power? Why, he is master of the situation: His class can, 

if it chooses, outvote all other classes put together. He is not 

likely to care or to wish to do that ; but again, I ~ay, having 

under the British Constitution, as it exists, supreme political 

power in their hands, why on earth should working-men be 

otherwise than Conservative when that Constitution is con

cerned? It used to be the fashion to say-" Look at America 

_-look at the United States-there is a country-no wars

no debt, hardly any taxation, and every man has got a vote." 
Well, but since then the United States have had a tremendous 

civil war. They have got a debt, and a heavy one. They 

have got taxes which are probably a good deal more burden

some than ours-taking State and Federal taxation together. 

They have got a Civil Serv.ice which, not to say anything 
offensive, is not generally supposed to be quite as clean
handed or as efficient as ours-and whereas in this country 
a change of popular feeling reflected in Parliament may upset 
any Government in a week, in America there is no reason why 

a President, once selected, should not, during the four years of 

his tenure of office, use the power of the Executive in a sense 

opposed to that of the legislative body. We wish nothing but 
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good to our American friends. They have their ways and we 

have ours; but, on the whole, I venture to think that, in mat

ters of administration and politics, it is possible that they may 

have as much to learn from us as we from them. Great stress, 

again, is laid, by a certain class of politicians, on the supposed 

fact that, in these islands, only a rich man has a chance of 

becoming an owner of the soil ; and that is held up as one of 

those wrongs which ought to be remedied before any poor man 

should call himself a Conservative. But how does the matter 

stand ? In the first place, there is enormous exaggeration as 

to the fact. It used to be asserted again and again-and even 

men so eminent as Mr Mill and Mr Bright endorsed the 

assertion-that the whole soil of the country was divided be

tween 30,000 proprietors. I never believed that story, and I 

was fortunate enough, some years ago, to be able to induce the 

late Government to take steps to test its truth. We have not 

the full returns yet ; but I believe the number of owners will 

come out more nearly six hundred thousand than thirty thou

sand, or twenty times what it was put at. But why should it 

stop there? What is there in the state of our law to make it stop 

there? No man who reads the advertisements in the papers 

can venture to contend that there is not land enough to meet 

all possible wants. If there be a wish among working-men to 

become owners of some small piece of land, what is easier than 

to form companies which shall buy up estates and divide them, 

as is now done in the case of house-property in towns, so that 

small lots may be purchased and the payment spread over a 

term of years ? Whether such a speculation would an~wer or 

not, I cannot decide ; and, personally, I should not be inclined 

to recommend any man whose savings were small to pu: them 

into land. But what I do say is, that if working-men have 

that desire, there is no obstacle in our laws, none in our a::Imini

iStrative arrangements, none even in our national habits, to 
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make its gratification impossible or difficult. The sole obstacle 

in the way, the legal cost of transferring small pieces of land, 

has been dealt with by recent legislation, a!1d we hope done 

away. My argument, then, comes to this-that there is no

thing in our laws and institutions as they exist to prevent work

ing-men from improving their condition to whatever point may 

be attainable by them, and that there is nothing therefore to 

prevent their assuming a Conservative attitude towards those 

laws and institutions compatibly with self-respect, and consis

tently with their honourable and natural feeling for their own 

class. Well then, gentlemen, what is the other side of the 

question ? A Conservative policy, as it seems to me, tells its 

own story. To distrust loud professions and large promises; 

to place no confidence in theories for the regeneration of man

kind, however brilliant and ingenious ; to believe only in that 

improvement which is steady and gradual, and accomplished 

step by step; to compare our actual condition, not with the 

ideal world which thinkers may have sketched out, but with 

the condition of other countries at the present day, and with 

our own country at other times ; to hold fast what we have 

till we are quite sure that we have got hold of something 

better instead-these are common-place and familiar ideas 
' 

but they express well enough the prevailing tendency of the 
Conservative mind, as you see it in these islands. You may 

agree or disagree with them, but at least you know what they 

mean. I am not equally sure that I do know what Liberalism, 

in the party sens~, the Liberalism of the great Liberal con

nection, is supposed to imply. The name was a very happy 

one, whoever hit upon it-because, according to the construc

tion the speaker puts upon it, it may signify anything or 

nothing. For a long time while I have been looking out for 

something like a definition of its meaning, but neither accom

plished journalists nor M.P.'s on the stump have helped me 
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much. On the Continent, the word has a definite sene. A 

Liberal is there understood to be an opponent of piestly 

power and of the Roman Catholic Church; but that wm't do 

here, for some of the strongest opponents of the Cctholic 

priesthood are staunch Conservatives ; and till very latel:, and, 

indeed, as long as I sat in the House of Commons, the liberal 

party in Parliament was supported by the votes of Ultnmon

tane Irish members. Probably it would be so still but br the 

Home Rule movement, which has made that alliane im

possible. Does the Liberalism of the Liberal party imply 

equality among religious sects, and consequently hostiity to 

ecclesiastical establishments ? Hardly that ; for tre late 

respected leader of the Liberal party-most of his collugues, 

and the bulk of what used to be called the Whig pary, are 

steady supporters on principle of the English Establislment. 

Does it mean respect for constitutional as opposed to dspotic 

notions of government ? But that is not a party disthction 

among us. Nobody that I ever heard of proposes to slut up 

the House of Commons or to gag the press. Does Libe:alism, 

again, mean the principle of securing for the individU1.l the 

utmost freedom from State interference, or from needless 
restrictions of law compatible with public safety anc con

venience ? There was a time, some thirty years ago when 
that might have been accepted as at least a pretty acurate 

description-when the removal of personal restrictions vas to 
a considerable extent identified with Liberal politics. lut all 

that has gone by, and, on the contrary, there is no more 

marked feature of the new Radical creed than the stro1g dis

position which it shows towards what I may call dem>cratic 

despotism. One, and that a very powerful, school of Lberals 
hold not only that eve1y parent should be compelled b send 

his child to some school-which may be a reasonable p·oposi

tion,-but that only one kind of school shall be suppered by 
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the State, and all others discouraged, and if possible ex

tinguished by State competition. Another set of gentlemen, 

represented by Sir Wilfrid Lawson and the United Kingdom 

Alliance, think that, because they prefer water, the very essence 

of Liberalism consists in making it practically impossible for 

a man, unless he has a cellar of his own, to get himself a glass 

of beer. And it is a further indication of the same tendency 

that in modern legislation, as directed by the Liberal party, 

the old theory, right or wrong, of respecting freedom of 

contract, is more and more disregarded, and, as in the case of 

the Irish Tenant Right Bill, parties are forbidden to contract 

themselves out of the provisions of the law. I don't want to 

go into details on that subject, which would lead me a long 

way; but I do affirm, and I am not afraid of being contradicted, 

that not absence of interference, but increased interference, 

with the relations of individual life is the distinctly-marked 

tendency of the modern Liberal creed. That is a tendency 

not free from danger, for two reasons-first, because it throws 

on the State a variety of duties which the State is not ac

customed or well-fitted to discharge; and next, because, as 

a consequence of that increase of State power, it intensifies the 

struggles of politics, since no man knows to what extent his 

business life and his home life may be interfered with by the 

legislation of an adverse majority. Still, I don't suppose that 

any Liberal member would take as his watchword increased 

restrictions on personal freedom; and I come back therefore to 

the question which I asked before-What is the essence of the 

Liberal creed ? What is that which all Liberals have and all 

Conservatives have not? I want to argue the matter fairly. 

I don't wish to take advantage of accidental differenaes, to 

represent small cliques as if they were important sections of 

the party to which they belong ; but th~ Permissive Bill party, 

the teetotallers-I won't call them the temperance party, be-
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cause that is begging the question-are not a small section. 

They are important in numbers, not certainly in Parliame1tary 

strength, but among the great town constituencies of Engand, 

and, I daresay, here also; and they are stronger than ere 

numbers would make them, for they are animated by al the 

eagerness and enthusiasm of reformers. Nor can you cal the 

question of Church Establishments a small one. It is a iues

tion so vast that even politicians do not like to touch it but · 

with half the Liberal party in favour of disestablishment and 

the other half against it, can it be said that Liberalisn, as 

such, has any opinion on the subject? Oh, but we are told 

there is one vital point on which all Liberals are agreed, and 

that is the extension of the franchise. Vv ell, are they agned ? 

Lord Hartington, the new leader in the House of Commo1s

to whose ability, in that po ition, I willingly bear my hunble 

testimony-won't support household suffrage in the courties. 

Mr. Lowe, the late Chancellor of the Exchequer, and s:::>me 

others, take the same view. Is that agreement? Can a 

party treat as its vital principle a question on which its wn 

leader, just appointed, goes into the opposite lobby or S.:ays 

away? I don't wish to speak ungenerously or unkindl7 of 

our political opponents. They have shown temper in dd'eat 

and a commendable absence of factious spirit during the last 

two years. If they don't seem exactly to know where 1hey 

are going or what they mean to do next, that is a situati01 in 
which many good men have been placed before and will be 

again. F or the time, their function is that of criticism. 1hat 

is not a difficult duty nor a disagreeable one; and I have no 

¢oubt they will perfo rm it in a satisfactory manner. I have 

heard it said that signs were showing themselves of discontent 

in some quarters, and that we should have to reckon with in

terests disappointed, because what they expected had ot 

been done for them, and that a reaction from the decis:on of 
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the elections of I 87 4 was at hand. Well, I do not undertake 

to predict the future. All I can say is, that I can see no signs 

of any such result at present. Within the last two months 

we have had vacancies in two of the most important consti

tuencies in England-one in a division of Lancashire, and the 

other in a division of Surrey-both constituencies very popu

lous and very wealthy, and where any talk of landlord influ

ence or dictation would be simply absurd. Well, in both 

those constituencies -where one might suppose parties 

would be evenly balanced-Conservative candidates were 

returned without opposition, the Liberal party forming a 

deliberate judgment, and I doubt not that it was a sound 

judgment, that it was useless for them to contest these seats. 

That is all I have to say on party matters. 

As to legislation, you will not expect me to tell you much. 

It is too late to talk of last session and too early to discuss 

what we shall do in that which is coming. I don't promise 

you sensational law-making; but I fancy we shall have plenty 

of work for Parliament to do ; and w~ must try to avoid the 

mistake which every Government has made that I can re

member-and I don't except our own-the mistake of launch

ing more bills than we can reasonably hope _to carry. 

I cannot tell you what questions we shall deal with next 

session; but I can tell you that, if we pass the next half-dozen 

years in Downing Street, there are plans enough in the pigeon

holes of the various offices to occupy Parliament during that 

time at least. The chief difficulty we have to. contend with 

is of a peculiar kind. · Measures which have been taken up as 

a party cry-Irish Church, Army Purchase, Ballot, and the 

like-if they are apt to be vehemently opposed, are also sure 

to be warmly supported. Opposition generates enthusiasm. 

But measures of administration, measures of a neutral char

acter,_ are apt to go down, as it were, in a calm. Everybody 
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approves of them in principle, but many people criticise them 

in detail ; and even of those who agree, not many will lose 

their dinners in order to pass them. We have had trouble in 

that way before, and may again. All we can promise i~ to do 

our best to meet it. I won't talk to you at length about foreign 

affairs, though I may have a word or two to say about them 

elsewhere before I leave Edinburgh. We have on our hands 

more than one difficult and perplexing question; and, where 

opinion is divided, we cannot complain if our course, whatever 

it may be, is exposed to criticism. The eternal Eastern ques

tion is before us again; and I for one have no idea that the 

year 1876 will see it finally and permanently settled. It is a 

good omen that, so far as I can judge, every Government 

which has to deal with it-and it is a matter which necessarily 

concerns all Europe-seems inclined· to do so in a spirit of 

moderation and caution. Still, however moderate statesmen 

may be--however little of mischief-making or intrigue may be 

going no-the matter itself is full of embarrassment for all 

parties concerned. What we do or determine in regard to it 

will be frankly laid before Parliament. In our diplomacy, so 

far as the action of this country is concerned, there will be no 

mystery and no reserve. You may have seen in the news

papers that there has been a good deal of sensation, both 

abroad and at home, created by that transaction into which we 

have entered, of buying up some of the shares of the Suez 

Canal. I hold that to have been a wise step. I t has 
certainly been a popular one ; and I am prepared to def end 

it if necessary. But I must add that it would not have 

been a wise step nor an honest one if it had borne the 

construction which ha-s been occasionally placed upon it. 

It is hardly necessary to disclaim any such notions as those 

which have been imputed to us-a wish to establish an Eng

lish . protect0rate over Egypt, an interested reversal of our 
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policy on the whole Eastern question, or an intention to take 

part in a general scramble for territory which does not be

long to us. We wanted, and we have obtained, additional 

security for that which is to us a necessity-free and uninter

rupted passage through Egypt to India. We felt it to be 

essential that that great highway, over which we have even 

now more than three-fourths of the traffic, should not be ex

clusively in the hands of the foreign shareholders of a foreign 

company. An opportunity was afforded us of acquiring a right 

in it, and that opportunity we used. There was no deep-laid 

scheme in the matter. We had not a week to consider it from 

the first moment when we heard that the sale was intended, 

and our first idea was not so much to buy the property for 

ourselves as to prevent it from changing hands at all. I am 

happy to believe that in foreign countries there has been little, 

if any, of that jealousy and suspicion excited which was pre

dicted by some persons as a probable consequence. We have 

stated clearly what we want and why we want it, and Europe 

is accustomed to. believe what we say. We seek no exclusion, no 

monopoly, only a secure passage for ourselves ; and that same 
security we are willing that all the world should enjoy. As to 

the financial aspect of the bargain, though that is not the most 

important, I see no reason why the State should lose a penny 
by it in the end. We have taken on ourselves a grave responsi

bility ; but it is a mistake to suppose, as I have seen it 
supposed, that we have in any degree encroached on the 

freedom and authority of Parliament. Parliament is perfectly 
free to ratify or to reject the bargain. If it were rejected, which 

I don't for a moment contemplate, our course, as a Government, 

would be clear ; but we have pledged nobody except ourselves. 

The House of Commons will have the whole matter in its own 

hands when it assembles; and, for my part, I don't shrink from 

any criticism however severe-from any scrutiny, however jeal

ous and minute. 
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THE 

GREAT CONSERVATIVE DEMONSTRATION 

IN NOTTINGHAM. 

BANQUET AT THE ALBERT HALL. 

V1scouNT BuRY, who on rising was received with 
cheers, said :-

Lord Manvers, ladies and gentlemen, I really 
feel that at any rate in the presence of the nu
merous assemblage of ladies which grace your board 
to-night-(applause)-I ought, previous to any 
remarks which I am am about to make to you, to 
utter an apology for not appearing before you in 
what might be called a wedding garment. (Loud 
applause.) I will ask you to put the blame of that, 
not upon any disrespect for you or for the ladies 
around, but upon the broad shoulders of the Great 
Northern Railway Company, for they have lost my 
portmanteau. (Loud applause.) I feel, however, 
that I shall easily be excused by an audience so 
enthusiastic a~ yourselves, and particularly when I 
see in the galleries around me the true blue colour, 
and if you have not nailed it to the mast, you have 
at any rate tied it to the balconies. (Applause.) 
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Gentlemen, this banquet, at which you have been 
kind enough to ask me to respond to the toas: of 
her Majesty's Ministers, will be one of the last 
which takes place before we enter upon real work 
in Parliament. In a very few days more we s~1all 
be done ·with banqueting, junketing, and pleas:ir·e, 
and real business will begin, and at the time when 
you meet here again you will meet not for pleas'lre, 
not for fun, but for the real business of an elect:on. 
(Applause.) 

Now, gentlemen, Lord Manvers has expressed in 
most graceful and eloquent terms the feelings which 
you entertain for her Majesty's Ministers. I only 
wish that it had fallen not to me to return thanks 
for those compliments which you have paid us, but 
to one better known to you, well known to all around 
me-I mean Lord John Manners. Much as I value 
the honour of appearing among you and of thank
ing you for this toast, I really wish that Lord John 
Manners stood in my place to receive your congra
tulations to-night. (Applause.) 

Gentlemen, when I opened the morning papers -
yesterday, and my eye caught the speeches that 
had been made at Birmingham on the previoll.ls 
evening by Sir Wm. Harcourt, Mr. Brigh, and 
Mr. Chamberlain, I at once thought that it would 
be my lot to-night to reply to the speeches which 
were then made. In the fire of Parliamentan:-y 
eloquence in which we have been lately engage1d, 
no sooner has one fallacy been repelled than 
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another is repeated, and I thought that I should 
be called upon to-night to answer the thunder of 
Birmingham. But, gentlemen, as I read on, I 
found that we had nothing to fear from Bir
mingham. (Laughter and cheers-the audience 
catching the allusion to the Liberal candidate for 
Nottingham, who hails from Birmingham.) Sir 
William Harcourt's speech was studded through
out the length and breadth of it with the words 
"cheers" and "laughter," and, really, I think 
that some of his jokes were not bad. (A laugh.) 
At any rate they must have taken him a great 
deal of time to compose ; but, if I might be 
critical, I should say that they were a little pon
derous reading. (Laughter.) But there was one 
point in that speech which struck me as being 
so extremely curious that I cut it out of the news
paper, and I have brought it here to-night to read 
to you. We have long known, gentlemen, that the 
Whigs as a party have disappeared. They used 
to be a highly respectable and a highly useful 
party, but as a party they have now disappeared, 
for one-half of them have been frightened by Mr. 
Gladstone into Conservatism-I am one of these 
myself-and the other half hav~ been coerced by 
Mr. Gladstone into Radicalism. (Laughter.) Now 
that is a fact, and we very seldom find a Whig to
day with the candour to confess it so unreservedly 
as Sir William Harcourt has done. But in Sir 
William Harcourt's speech I read the following 

B 
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words :-" I am one of those miserable Whi0 s of 
whom we hear so much and see so little, who lead 
an abject and servile life under the tyranny 0:

1 

Mr. 
Chamberlain. We have no opinions, no will, no 
existence of our own. We have to do as we are 
bid." I am still quoting from Sir William's sp~ech. 
He says further:-'' Being what I am, you wi 1 not 
wonder that when Mr. Chamberlain ordered me to 
Birmingham. I came." (Laughter.) I confess 
(continued Lord Bury) that at first it occ rred 
to me that this statement must be one o: Sir 
William's elaborate little jokes, but the more I 
looked at it, and the more I considered, the :nore 
plainly I saw that he spoke in solemn apd sober 
earnest. (Cheers) It must have been painful 
for Sir William Harcourt to make this admiffiion, 
but then you know it is obviously and plainly true. 
(Laughter.) The fact is, that this is what they 
all have done, it is what they all must do. Who 
does not remember in the last session of Par
liament, who does not remember Lord Harting-

l
ton' s brief assertion of independence, and whodoe::; 
not remember the instantaneous rejection a his 
leadership which followed on the assertion of that 
independence? (Hear, hear.) The Liberal party 
may not perhaps permanently retain Mr. Charuber-
lain as its leader, but whoever they select you may 
depend on it he will be a Radical. (Appla.ise.) 
I do not think, gentlemen, we shall have to look 
far to find out who the man is to be. Well, the 
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remainder of Sir William Harcourt's speech con
sisted about half and half of jokes and prophecies. 
For my own part I think the prophecies were 
the most amusing of the two. I am not going to 
quarrel with Sir William Harcourt's prophecies ; 
but I think that between the prophecy and its 
fulfilment there is likely to be a considerable in
terval. Before that happens, if I mistake not, you, 
gentlemen, will have a word to say as to the 
course of events. As the song says-

"Ere the king's crown go down there are crowns to be broke." 

Ere Mr. Gladstone comes in there are seats to 
be won, and I mistake very much if those seats 
are not hardly and well contested. (Applause.) 
Well, the Birmingham people, as it appears to 
me, were singularly unfortunate in the addresses 
that were made to them. (Applause.) My friend 
Lord Manvers, in proposing this toast, said truly 
that Mr. Bright was always energetic, and that 
he was always willing to give him every credit 
as an orator. I do not for a moment dispute that 
Mr. Bright has in his day been one of the finest 
orators that this cquntry ever produced, but I do 
not think he gave, on Tuesday, a fair specimen 
of his old eloquence. In the address which he 
delivered at Birmingham he did not touch upon 
current politics at all. He began as far back as 
1832, the year in which I was born. (Laughter.) 
He gave an account of the Reform Bill, of the 
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bad harvests which took place in 1839, 1840 1 ~nd 

1841 ; he told us the price of sugar in 1840-
(renewed laughter)-and then he went on to he 
repeal of the Tests and Corporation Acts, ~nd 

narrated anecdotes repecting the Duke of W elfog
ton at the time of the Catholic emancipation, Ju'" 
anything like current politics- anything to do vith 
to-day or to-morrow, or anything concerning t he 
coming election, not a single word was utta-ed 
by Mr. Bright. (Applause.) There was only me 
thing which reminded me of the old Bright mm
ner. It was when he informed his audience 1hat 
the Tories were naturally stupid, and that bey 
really must take great pains with themselves, be
cause it was quite impossible that, witho.ut ta1ing 
great pains, they could have become so stu?id. 
(Laughter.) If it had not been for that rema:k I 
really should have felt uneasy about the rght 
honourable gentleman's health. (Applause.) ~ell, 
now there is one sentence in Sir William Ear
court's speech in which he was truly in earrest, 
and that was when he said he concurred heart md 
soul with Mr. Chamberlain in hating the Gov~rn

ment and all their works (laughter and applaIBe ), 
and in this respect, in his capacity for good dcwn
right, all-round detestation of the Tory party, 
Mr. Gladstone is even worse than his lieutemnt. 
(Applause.) It was amusing to watch Mr. Glad
stone's actions during the late Scotch campaign. 
You might imagine that even a politician night 
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receive an address upon attammg his seven
tieth birthday without abusing his opponents; 
but no, Mr. Gladstone was at it hammer and 
tongs before he had spoken fifty words. In one 
of Dickens's novels there is an amusing cha
racter called Mr. Dick. Mr. Dick was engaged 
on a "Memorial," which he could never finish, 
because he was totally unable to leave out of it 
the head of Charles the First. Now it appears to 
me that Mr. Gladstone is the " Mr. Dick" of 
politics. (Laughter.) He cannot keep Lord 
Beaconsfield out of his speeches; and throughout 
the whole of his Midlothian campaign-whether it · 
was a speech in acknowledgment of those quaint 
presents of goods or gear with which the Scotch 
Liberals greeted their champion-(laughter )-or 
whether in a speech (to quote the words of my 
friend on the left) from a railway carriage or 
from the railway platform-before he speaks a 
dozen words the inevitable abuse of the wicked 
Lord Beaconsfield is sure to come to the front. 
(Laughter and applause.) Now, gentlemen, what
ever we may think of Mr. Gladstone's position, 
whatever we may think of the good taste of his 
speeches, you may be perfectly certain that he is 
the man we have to deal with at the next election. 
(Hear, hear.) It is no question of what Lord 
Hartington may think or may say, or what Mr. 
Lowe may do, or Mr. Forster, or Mr. Goschen, or 
any other of the minor lights of Liberalism. De-
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pend upon it the main question is, Will you ave 
Lord Beaconsfield, or will you have Mr. Glad
stone? (Lord Beaconsfield!) 

Now, gentlemen, this is the plain issue b~fore 
you. Mr. Gladstone, in one of his latest spee~hes, 
namely, the St. Andrew's Hall speech at Gla~ow, 
which occupies several columns of the Times, sums 
up the accusation he makes against the Goyern
ment :-" What," he says, " is the general up
'' shot ? Let us look at it together in the fEWest 
"words. We have finance in confusion, we have 
"legislation in intolerable arrear, we have hrnour 
"compromised by the breach of public law, we 
"have distress aggravated by the destructicn of 
" confidence, we have Russia aggrandised, and yet 
" estranged. We have Turkey befriended, as we 
"say, but mutilated. We have Europe reS:less 
"and disturbed. . . . In Africa you have b~fore 
"you the memory of bloodshed, of military dis
" aster, the record of ro,ooo Zulus slain fcr no 
"other offence than their attempt to defend their 
''hearths and homes, their wives and children ... 
" You have Afghanistan ruined. You have _ndia 
" ... thrown back in government ... you have 
"the law broken and the rights of Parlianent 
" invaded, and all this by the pestilential activity 
"of Lord Beaconsfield." (Laughter.) He1e we 
have a strong sweeping indictment. Mr. Glad
stone spoke nearly a week on end in support fit. 
Is it true? (No, no!) 
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It would be impossible within the limits of an 
after-dinner speech to do more than glance at these 
various topics, but yet I would ask you to take a 
general survey, and inquire what was the case 
under Mr. Gladstone; and what is the case to
day? I will first look abroad. The great dis
turber of the public peace is Russia. (Applause.) 
It has been so for years. (Hear, hear.) Mr. 
Gladstone, in the indictment I have just read 
to you, declared that Russia has been aggrand
ised, and he makes it a reproach to Lord Beacons
field. Does Mr. Gladstone think that we, the 
people of England, have forgotten his vehement 
and repeated exhortations to go to the aid of 
Russia in her "holy" cause ? (Applause.) If 
Russia has been really aggrandised, why is not 
Mr. Gladstone delighted .? (Hear, hear.) It is 
true that Russia is not aggrandi~ed and not trium
phant. (Loud applause.) But only remark how 
impossible it is to please Mr. Gladstone; for when 
Lord Beaconsfield opposes Russia he is assailed 
by all the vehemence of Mr. Gladstone's unrivalled 
powers of invective for not aiding in the high and 
holy cause! Now, he is assailed for the very 
opposite reason, for in the opinion of Mr. Glad
stone Russia has been aggrandised. I merely 
mention this to show how impossible it is to satisfy 
Mr. Gladstone, whatever Lord Beaconsfield may 
do. 

I now turn to the real facts. Everybody knows 
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that for the last 200 years Russia has had her iyes 

)

constantly on Constantinople. Eight times snce 
1700 has Russia waged aggressive war againstthe 
Turks ; every time, with the exception of the 
Crimean war, she has added vast territories toher 
dominions. She absorbed Poland, she disrrem
bered Sweden, she advanced in Central Asia,she 
advanced first to the Caspian and then up to the 
very mountains that protected India, but as yet 
she has not got to Constantinople. (Loud che rs.) 
She has not got there, but twice during the recol
lection of us who are now men middle-aged, she 
has tried to do so. Once she did so when a Literal 
Administration was in office, and once she dil so 
when the Cqnservatives had the reins of pover. 
On the first occasion what happened ? Why, va
cillating diplomacy, flabby remonstrances imited 
Russia so far that she could not draw back,and 
we were plunged into the Crimean war. (Thar, 
hear.} And what was the result of that var? 
Why, we were victorious, as England, when she 
sets her mind to be victorious, wo.uld surely be. 
(Loud and prolonged cheering.) But we vere 
victorious at the price of the loss of an amy, 
and the expenditure of eighty millions of mo1ey, 
£40,000,000 of which remains a permanent aldi
tion to_ our nat'10nal debt. (Shame.) 

N6w what happened on the second occasim ? 
On that occasion the same game was playec by 
Russia, but she was met by firm diplonncy. 
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(Cheers.) As the first war ended in the Treaty of 
Paris, so the last ended in the Treaty of Berlin. 
(Renewed cheers.) The Treaty of Paris was pur
chased at the cost of the destruction of an army, 
and eighty millions of money, and it was torn up 
within the lifetime of that same generation, with 
the consent of the Ministers who made the treaty. 
(Cheers.) And what about the Treaty of Berlin? 
We are told that it was a failure, but, even if it 
were a failure, it has cost us, in comparison with 
the Treaty of Paris, nothing. We have not added 
a soldier to the peace establishment of our army, 
and we have not added a shilling to the national 
debt. But it is not a failure ! Look at what the 
Treaty of Berlin has gained for us. I ask you is 
there a Russian soldier on the south of the 
Balkans ? No. Is there even one south of the 
Pru th ? No. Then I say the Treaty of Berlin 
has succeeded. (Cheers.) Is Bulgaria autono
mous ? Yes, Is Russia triumphant in Central 
Asia ? No. Then again I say that the Treaty of 
Berlin is a success, and that when you contrast 
the cost in blood and in money that followed the 
nerveless diplomacy of Mr. Gladstone with the 
firm action of Lord Beaconsfield and Lord 
Salisbury-(Great applause)-! need not go any 
further to ask you which of these are the States
men, whom, as a matter of common prudence, 
Englishmen should prefer ? (Hear, hear.) 

And now I come to the next indictment-our 
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~erted Denmark in her death throes? Were they 
Conservatives or Liberals who did it ? Who 
yielded the Black Sea clauses in the Treaty of 
Paris-was it the Conservatives or was it the 
J ..iberals ? Who invented three new rules of inter
national law, and provided that England should 
be retrospectively judged by those rules in order 
to find the excuse for paying a tribute to the United 
States of three millions and a quarter of m ney? 
(Applause.) Gentlemen, who ceded the I nian 
Islands-was it the Liberals or was it the Conser
vatives ? You know well that during all these 
events Mr. Gladstone was either at the head of 
affairs, or a moving spirit in the Cabinet. 

And when you come to infringement of dorrestic 
law, I should like to know who it was, whether it 
was a Conservative or whether it was a Liberal, 
who, after great debates had taken place on the 
Army Bill in the House of Commons, and the Bill 
had come to the House of Lords, and had here 
been debated step by step; who was it that sud
denly came down and found that those debates 
were useless, that the two Houses of Parliament 
could be put aside, and threw upon the table a 
Royal warrant abolishing purchase in the a1my? 
(Great applause.) Was it a Constitutional act on 
the part of a Minister to do that? Was i r:ot a 
high-handed and illegal exercise of the RJyal 



prerogative? And the name of the Minister who· 
did this was Gladstone ! 

Now, with regard to Afghanistan, that is the 
next point upo'n Mr. Gladstone's indictment. It is 
known now-it is well known throughout the country 
that Russia intended to attack us in India through 
Afghanistan. Afghanistan was to be to her another 
Servia. Russia was to help unofficially in that 
campaign ; she was to pour in her men unofficially 
in that campaign; she was to pour in her gold. 
She did it, and we found it there. (Laughter and 
cheers.) But who stopped that plot? If it had 
come off who can doubt that Russia at this mo
ment would have been in possession of our mountain 
passes, and at the very gates of India? Who 
stopped that plot? It was the firmness of Lord 
Beaconsfield and his colleagues. To this day the 
Liberals deny the reality of the Russian attempt; 
they forget or choose to ignore the fact that the 
Afghan ruler was but a puppet of Russia, and that 
the Russian Embassy at Cabul was the advanced 
guard of a Russian army marching upon India. 
They chose to argue as if no Imperial questions 
were at stake, and as if the attack upon Afghanistan 
were a mere bloodthirsty and monstrous assault on 
a petty and helpless Prince, instead of what it 
really was-a blow struck at a great military Power 
in defence of "Imperium et Libertas." We were 
obliged to go to war; we were forced into that war. 
It has been truly said it was the policy of the Li be-
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rals that drew us there, and upon them must rest 
the blame. (Loud and long-continued cheerng.) 
·v../ e were obliged to undertake it; it was faced 
upon us, and we have not yet brought it to a ~on
clusion, but very nearly so. It is now in a fairway 
of settlement. Afghanistan will be very shorty, I 
feel sure-and you have the means with rre of 
judging-Afghanistan will soon be pacific ted 
firmly, effectually, and as humanely and kindy as 
is consistent with the thoroughness of the act. 

Then, Mr. Gladstone talks about Zuluand 
being destroyed. Well, everybody knows thatthe 
war was not made on Zululand by the conserr or 
by the will of the Government in the first insta1ce. 
The least amount of candour that it is possibl~ to 
bring to bear on the subject would grant so m1ch. 
(Hear, hear.) The orders of the Government vere 
distinctly against that war, but from circumsta1ces 
into which I will not now go-for I won't bhme 
anybody out of this kingdom-from circumsta1ces 
into which I will not now go, England was foICed 
into that war. And what choice was there bu: to 
carry the war to a successful issue? (Cheers.) 
Mr. Gladstone so far forgets himself as to decare 
that that war degenerated into a war of massa:re, 
that ten thousand Zulus were destroyed whose mly 
crime was that they fought for their wives md 
their children. (A voice-" Bosh.") I say ihat 
it is not too much to assert that Mr. Gladsbne 
accuses us in the teeth of patent facts. (Loud 
cheers.) 
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Gentlemen, I ask you will it be safe to let Mr. 
Gladstone come into power? (No, no.) It is 
known throughout the length and breadth of the 
land that Mr. Gladstone is curiously ignorant on 
the subject of foreign politics. He seems to be 
firmly persuaded that he has only to state some of 
his vague generalities and diplomatic platitudes to 
the Courts of Europe, and then there is nothing 
more to be said. He seems to be perfectly in· 
capable of seeing what everybody else around him 
sees-what everybody in this country sees-that 
the power and the credit of England are indis· 
soluble from the safety of England. (Hear, hear.) 
When he was in power before he consented to 
submit to see the influence of England disregarded, 
and he himself has declared he would pursue the 
same course again. What he says is he would 
withdraw from "entangling engagements." Ah! 
would it be safe ? (No, no.) 

Gentlemen, Russia and Germany and Austria, 
armed to the teeth and in full force, are watching 
each other across their frontiers, and have we no 
interest in the questions which are at issue there ? 
(Cheers.) Do we not know, I ask you, that a few 
months of the old laisser alter laisser faire policy 
which was adopted before by Mr. Gladstone would 
land us in a state of things which would imperil 
our safety, and perhaps even put in jeopardy our 
very existence as a nation? (Cheers.) 

Now I come to the last point I have to notice, 
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and it is that of finance. Mr. Gladstone says that 
our finances are left in confusion. Upon that point 
I would only ask you to contrast that speech a:>out 
Conservative finance which Mr. Gladstone made 
in Midlothian, and then to read after it the sp~ech 
which · Sir Stafford Northcote made in repy
( cheers )-and I think that you would find that one 
is reckless, unfair, and inaccurate, and that the 
answer is a simple and temperate statemen: of 
facts which, without putting himself out at all, 
without exciting himself, as Mr. Gladstone is in 
the habit of doing, simply rolls and crumbles into 
dust the whole of the fabric which Mr. Glads one 
has erected against the Government. (Loud ap
plause.) I ask you, is it true that Mr. Gladstone 
is such a great financier ? (No, no.) It has leen 
the habit throughout the country to say he is the 
only possible financier-( a voice," Oh, dear!" and 
laughter)-but I think if you will go back over the 
period during which he held the finances of the 
country, you will agree with me. I speak not now 
of the millions he has added to the National Debt. 
Not one million has been added by the Conser· 
vatives, but eighty millions have been added by 
Mr. Gladstone. I speak not now of his military 
organisation policy, which has cost us many mil
lions, and of which we do not even now know what 
the end will be. I speak not of that, but I ask 
whether Mr. Gladstone, as an abstract financier, 
is not rated at too high a value? (Yes.) Has he 
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not made it more and more difficult for successive· 
Chancellors of the Exchequer to provide for the 
finances of the country? (Hear, hear.) Has he 
not by his plan of invariably repealing small taxes· 
whenever there was an accidental surplus, thrown 
us for the supplies of the State upon one or two 
great items of revenue, which have to bear the· 
burdens cast upon them? (Applause.) When the. 
small taxes existed they had become in some de
gree a part of the life and habits of the people, 
and did not bear hardly upon the nation, but now 
they are repealed there is no financial expedient to 
fall back upon, and a series of bad years, or even 
one bad year, means a financial deficit. I accuse 
Mr. Gladstone of financial incapacity for the way 
in which he conducted these matters. 

I have not gone quite through the category of 
Mr. Gladstone's accusations. He says our legis
lation is in arrear. Now, why was Mr. Gladstone 
turned out of office in 1874? Why, because it · 
was said of him, with perfect truth, that he had 
harassed every interest, and satisfied none. (Ap
plause.) One of the speakers who preceded me
I think it was my noble friend on my left (Earl 
Manvers)-said that Mr. Lowe made a very 
happy speech in the early part of the recess. Mr. 
Lowe in that speech-I remember it well-made 

(

use of this expressio·n : " I am," he said, " a har
dened offender; the interests we have harassed 
before we will harass again." So now, gentlemen, 



I say to you, and through you I say to the prople 
of England, if you deliberately restore Mr. Clad
stone and Mr. Lowe to power, you know whet to 
expect-( voices: "Matches" and "lucifer")-and 
you will have only yourselves to blame. (fear, 
hear.) Is it true, gentlemen, that our nati:mal 
honour has been compromised ? (No, no.) Vhy 
Lord Beaconsfield has restored the Councis of 
England to their proper position among tho ~e of 
the world. (Cheers.) When Lord Beacons1eld 
came into power England was of no accourt in 
Europe. Deliberately the statesmen of Eu-ope 
passed her aside and passed her by. It is ;aid 
of a great continental statesman, that when he 
heard of the cession of the Ionian Islandf he 
made the remark-Une nation qui commence aren
dre, commence a descendre-the nation which be~ins 
to give up territory, begins to descend. In ftct, 
that belief was brought into actual operation, and 
as long as Mr. Gladstone was in office, Enghnd 
was put aside in the Councils of Europe. Lord 
Beaconsfield has restored us. (Applause.) Cen
tlemen, I suppose that in saying this I am talling 
mere jingoism. I cannot but think that that word, 
coined out of a homely music-hall jingle, yet con
fers upon us a proud title. (Cheers.) The wads 
run-

" We don't want to fight, 
But by jingo if we do." 

(Loud applause.) It is true that this is only a 



21 

music-hall rhyme, a homely way of putting a 
homely truth; but, gentlemen, it is only saying 
in other words what our great Shakspeare has said 
in undying words-

"Beware 
Of entrance to a quarrel : but, being in, 
Bear it that the opposer may beware of thee." 

(Applause.) 
Gentlemen, this series of accusations which I 

have recited, and to which, as far as time permits, 
I have endeavoured to answer-this series of ac
cusations of Mr. Gladstone makes one ask this 
plain question :-If Mr. Gladstone comP.s in, and 
not Lord Beaconsfield, what will he do ? ('' No
thing," and applause.) I want to know. The 
difficulties are still there, and those difficulties 
stare us in the face. Will Mr. Gladstone face 
them manfully, or will he truckle under them ? 
He says he dislikes the policy of resistance, and 
the question then becomes-Do you, the people of 
England, like the policy of humiliation ? If you 
do not, gentlemen, the issue is with you. (Ap
plause.) Sooner or later the day of election will 
come. You have around you the good men and 
true who will fight your battle. (Applause.) They 
are ready to fight with you for the common cause 
which we all have at heart. Take your measures 
by previous organisation, and by firm and timely 
preparation, to place at the head of the poll those 
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who will represent you in the new Parliament, md 
who will be trusty followers of the great statesnen 
to whom the reverend gentleman at the end of :he 
table alluded in the early part of the eveni1g. 
(Loud and continued cheering.) 
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MR. CHAMBERLAIN,'S SPEECH 

ON 

THE POLICY OF THE GOVERN)1ENT 

SINGE TH.E G.ENEHAL ELECTION. 

DELIVERED IN THE BIR II GRAM TOIYN HALL. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, who was received with loud and continued 
applause, said: Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen,-! hope I 
may take the friendly welcome which you have just extended to 
me as a proof that you share the pleasure which I undoubtedly 
feel in being once more permitted to address you. (Applause.) I 
cannot allow this opportunity to pass without saying how deeply 
sensible I am of the consideration which you have shown, both for 
the pressure of work, anu al o for the occasional reserve which is 
imposed upon men in office, and which has induced you to dispense 
with those frequent meetings which have hitherto been a feature in 
the relations between your representatives and yourselves. Dut I 
can truly assure you that I am glad once more to meet you face to 
face. (Applause.) Much has happened since that general lection 
in which you took no inconsiderable part, and I have been 
naturally anxious for an opportunity of submitting to you the 
proceedings in which I have since borne a share, and of asking 
upon them your judgment and your opinion. And therefore I have 
come down to you from the very thick of the battle which has been 
waged, almost without cessation, since this Government took office 
-not without hope, based on the experience of the past, on 
difficulties overcome, and on dangers surmounted-and not without 
anxiety and even alarm when I contemplate the future, ·which is 
still dark with many clouds. But I hope, gentlemen, that I may 
be fortunate enough to take back with me the assurance of your 



4 

continued sympathy and support-(loud cheers)-withoutwl:ich, I 
can assure you, public life would be only a barren and hankless 

task. 
Now, there was one result of the general election ;v hich I 

neither foresaw nor predicted, and that was that I should )e called 
upon to take part in the Government which was rendtre possible 
by the victory which you helped to achieve. (Appl:use.) I 
accepted the office which Mr. Gladstone graciously offe1~d me
(cheers)-not without some hesitation both because I rnturally. 
distrusted my own qua.li:fications after so short an expeie ce of 
Parliamentary life, and also because I could not surrendei without 
regret that full independence which I had enjoyed as f private 
member. If I had been alone concerned in the matter, t would 
have been a small question; but I felt that when a m:mber of 
Parliament takes office, his constituents also are called pon to 
share the sacrifir,e which he makes in this respect. A Liberal 
Government which pretends to represent the Liberal partymust of 
necessity consist of men of different shades of opinion. 'Jhey are 
all animated by the same principles, they are all going in he same 
direction, but the order of progress and the rate of prog·ess, and 
even the instruments and means by which progress is to b1 accom
plished, are capable of infinite variety ; and no man has my right 
to expect, under such circumstances, that he will always be able to 
have his own way. Everyone must be prepared to mace some 
concessions, and all must be ready---so much I have leant in my 
experience in Birmingham-to accept and to endeavom to carry 
out the will of the majority when it is expressed a'ter fair 
discussion. But although I state this as an element and a c:mdition 
of all governments-although without this no union and as:ociation 
is ever possible-I venture to add that in Mr. Gladstone's Y.I:inistry 
I believe you have a Government which has been more united 
upon the main principles which should dictate its action t1an any 
Government before them, confronted with questions cf equal 
magnitude and equal complexity. (Applause.) And I au here to 
assert that, speaking generally-because I do not staid upon 
isolated acts or upon particular decisions-but I say that :peaking 
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generally, we have maintained the views which we expressed 
when we were in Opposition-the views which received the assent 
of an overwhelming rrn1jority of the nation. The Liberal party was 
returned to po\Yer becrrnse the country was diE"gusted and alarmed 
at the policy of reckless adventure which was pursued by the 
late Administration. Since that time twelve months have 
passed, and neither we nor they have changed. In the 
latest speeches of the responsible leaders of the Opposition 
you find that the same spirit lives in thEm, that they have 
learnt nothing and forgotten nothing in adversity, and 
that they are, even in penance, planning sins again. (Laughter.) 
They criticise, as they are entitled to · do, t.he acts of the present 
Ministry in severe terms, but it is evident that if they were to take 
our places they have nothing to offer as an alternative to the policy 

they condemn-(cheers)-but the old policy, which has been 
discredited by the country-the policy of secret agreements and 
open aggression-the policy which embarrassed the finances of 
the empire, which harassed our trac1e and our industry, and which 
tlueatenec to involve us any day in calamity an l disaster. 
I am glad to think that the issue can be so plainly stated as it has 
been recently by Lord 'alisbury in the speeches which he 
has delivered. It is true that what he has said has been subse
quetly in a slight degree modified by the gloss which Sir Stafford 
Northcote has attempted to put upon it. But then Sir Stafford 
Northcote is retained for this purpose. (Loud laughter and 
applause.) It is his business to reassure the timid and to minimise 
the truculent declarations of other leaders of his I arty, and he 
reminds me of the description which was given of Madame Blaize 
in Goldsmith's poem-

"She strove the neighbourhood to please 
With manners wondrous winning, 

She never followed wicked ways
Except when she was sinning." 

(Laughter and applause.) V\Te have, however, to bear in mind that 
after all it is Lord Salisbury, and not Sir Stafford Northcote; who 
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dictates the policy of the Conservative party-(hear, hear)-and I 
am here to· night to ask whether, since the general electio1, when 
you pronounced your decision upon matters which were suomitted 
to you, you have changed your mind. (Cries of " No, no") Do 
you want the Tories back again ? ( No, no.) A you 
willing once more to relegate to a distant future all µ·aspect 
of domestic reform in order to enter again upon a policy )f neddle
some interference and wanton aggression? (No.) I hardly pected 
that you would have changed your opinion after so shJrt a time, 
and if you have not, then let us considei· together, if yot. will have 
patience with me-let us consider together what progres3 1 s been 
made in an opposite direction. If we have not been so Sillcessful 
as you and I would have desired, that is partly became ve have 
inherited a situation which we did not make for ourselve:i. (Hear, 
hear.) I sometimes regret that we could not have done what is 
so frequently done in the case of the transfer of a busi.mss from 
one firm to another, and that we could not have left the hte firm 
to pay its own debts and wind up its own law suits-(laugl:ter and 
applause)-and to leave us free to start on a new enterpris . Just 
co11sider if that had been possible, what would be the s1ate of the 
account now. The Tories would be debited with tie war in 
Afghanistan, and the extra ld. in the income tax Yhich that 
war and the other obligations which they contraetecl have 
involved. They would have to accept the conse uences of 
their annexation of the Transvaal, as well as to pay t e balance 
of the cost of the Zulu War, they would have had to ans er for the 
acquisition of Cyprus-( oh, oh)-with its permanent defici, and with 
all the unrest and disquiet which has been produced in ,,urope in 
consequence. They would have had to carry out as best they 
might the provisions of the Berlin Treaty, and they vmuld have 
had, in a large measure at all events, to share wi.;h us the 
responsibility of the situation in Ireland, which is partly 
due to their neglect of all remedial legislation-(bea~, hear)
at a time when moderate measures would have prevented 
the troubles in which we now find ourselves involved. 
(Applause.) And then, while they were employed in fuu liqui-
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ating their estate-and indeed I think they would have found it 
difficult to pay 20s. in the pound-our hands would have been free 
to carry on those great remedial measures which are required 
almost as much by the people of England and Scotland-(hear, 
hear )-as they are desired and claimed by the people of Ireland. 
(Hear, hear.) Unfortunately no such division of labour has been 
possible. The first duty which was imposed upon the Government 
by the mandate of the constituencies was to set in order, as far as 
t hat might be possible, the affairs which the Conservatives had left 
in such admired confusion. (Laughter.) We have made some pro
gress, I venture to think, and with regard to that portion of the 
work which we have completed the silence of our opponents is the 
best testimony of our success, and it is also the best augury for the 
future. You know at the last general election what the Tories 
relied upon-their success in administering foreign affairs. 
(Laughter.) It was admitted that we Liberals might perhaps be 
good at the drudgery of domestic administration, but it was said 
that if we undertook the conduct of the Imperial relations with 
other countries we should infallibly bring about war, calamity, and 
disaster. Well, what has actually happened ? The concert of 
Europe, which our opponents have constantly ridiculed as impos
Bible, has been maintained, and it has been powerful enough to 
effect the settlement of the difficult and irritating questions which 
at one time threatened a renewal of the war in the East. 
And during the negotiations at Constantinople which Mr. 

oschen-(loud applause)-has carried to a successful con
clusion, with an ability, and skill, and patience, and courage which 
have secured for him the applause of the House of Commons 
and the gratitude of his countrymen. England took the 
ead; and the influence of England, which forsooth was to be 
estroyed when a Liberal Government came into power, never 
tood higher in Europe than it is at the present moment. 
Applause.) Not because we have asserted any predominant 
nterest in this question, not because we have put forward any 
retensions to dictate to the Powers of Europe, but because it has 
een recognised that we have been frankly and honestly seeking; 
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not our selfish ambition, but the common good of all and th6 peace 
and prosperity of Europe. (Applause.) Well, now I clain that 
this, at all events, is the fu1 filment of one of the pledges which 
Mr. Gladstone gave-(applause) -before the general electio ; and 
I ask you to ob3erve that if that election had resulted diffe rently 
it is not conceivable that the Montenegrin question and that the 

Greek question could have been settled without war by thoee who 

have al ways derided and held to be impossible any union of the 

Powers for common objects-by those who have protested against 
any pressure on the Sultan, and especially against the naval 
demonstratjon, who have sneered at the claims of Greece, ar.d who, 

while pretending to protect Turkey from the possibility of pa ·tition, 
were so eager to take their share in the spoil that t ey 'icl not 
hesitate to suggest to other nations that they might pick out each 

their own piece of the plunder-(applause)-provided that they 

would wink at our proceedings. 
I do not think I need detain you at any leDgth with 

regard to the action of the Government iu Afghanistan. (A voice, 
" Oandahar.") The account of our proceedings in that country 
uonstitutes the darkest clu.pter in the history of our Indian Empire. 
(Applause.) It is a chapter which will tell future generations how 
we entered upon a course of wa.nton aggression in order to obtain a 
scientific frontier-(laughter)-it will tell how British s;~itesmen 

were instructed to create a pretext for the invasion of a free and 

friendly St~ite; au l I th ink Go1 th it th it clnpter, at a evan~) 3 

has been closed-(" hear, hear," and applause)-and I ho e that it 
may never be continued. (Hear, hva.r.) But here, also, I affi: yon in 
passing to bear in mind that we learn from the action :md from 
the speeches of the Conservative Opposition that if ;hey had 
remained in power they would have continued in the s1111e baneful 
course-they would have maintained the occupation of Jandahar 
in spite of its injustice, in spite of the expense and the responsi
bility-and they would have done this, though it was certain to 

have involved us in almost permanent hostility with the .Afghan 
people. 

But I pass on to consider graver arnl wore critical questions-
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uestions which are still pending, and upon which, indeed, I 
annot even no\V make a full exposition of our policy, although I 

think I may state enough to show the general principles by which 
we have been actuated, and to challenge your judgment upon them. 
(Hear, hear.) I want to speak to you on the question of Ireland
(loud cheers)-but I will reserve what I have to say for a few 
minutes while I ask your attention, in the first place, to the 
settlement which we have recently made of the unfortunate war in 
the Transvaal. (Hear, hear.) This settlement has been the object 
of violent attack in the House of Peers. You have been told that 
it constitutes a dismemberment of the empire ; that it is a national 
surrender, you have been told for the hundreth time that it has 
destroyed the prestige of England, and that it has caused Earl 
Cairns to blush, who never blushed before. (Laughter and applause). 
Well, sir, these are terrible calamities, especially the last
(laughter)-but before we consider how far these accusations can 
be sustained, let me ask you to think seriously what is the alterna
tive which it is said we ought to have adopted. We are accused 
of dismembering the empire, and to avoid this, we ought in the 
opinion of our opponents to have maintained the annexation of the 
Transvaal. That annexation was made by the Conservative 
Government upon two distinct assurances. They declared, in the 
first place, upon information which was supplied to them, that the 
majority of the white inhabitants of the Transvaal desired the 
transfer, and they declared that unless it were effected we should 
infallibly be involved in a native war, which would endanger our 
South African possession. Well, you all know that after that 
transfer was effected we found ourselves, in spite of it, immediately 
involved in two native wars-one with Cetewayo and the Zulu 
people, and the other with Secocoeni; and you know and they 
know now if they did not know before, that the great majority of 
the Boer inhabitants of the Transvaal are bitterly hostile to the 
English rule-(hear, hear)-and yet we are told that we ought to 
have persevered in wrong-doing, after it was proved that the two 
grounds upon whioh the annexation was defended were fallacious, 
and rested on no solid foundation-that we should still force our 
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rule on an unwilling people, whose independence we had mlemnly 
engaged by treaty to respect. (Applause.) And this w were to 
do in order to spare Lord Cairns the unwonted blush with ~hich he 
g~'aced his peroration and alarmed his brother peers. (I:mghter.) 
I will not at this moment stop to question the mornMy ,f such a 
step as that, but I \rnnt you to think for a moment of th expedi
ency of it, of the wisdom of those statesmen who recommmd such 
a course to her Majesty's Govemment. It has been pro'ed to us 
that the Boers are at all events brave soldiers-(hear, har)-tbat 
they are skilled in the use of arms-(hear, hear)-that they are 
physically, at least, a match even for English soldiers. Tle Trans
vaal is a country as large as France-a wild and difficult cmntry
and it is perfectly evident to everyone that if we are t• hold it 
down by force we must permanently maintain, a number ,f troops 
at least equal to the number of our possible opponents. f..T ell, we 
know also that the Orange Free State, which is a neighbourng terri
tory would make common cause with their co-religionists mcl men 
of the same nationality in tho Transvaal; and therefore Isay that 
it is peifectlycertain that not less than from 15,000 to 20,001 English 
troops must be permanently stationed there if we are to iold that 
country by force and against the will of the inhabitants. And to 
what end are we to do this? To prevent the dismemberme1t of the 
Empire. Why, the annexation was only reluctantly acceptel by Lord 
Carnarvon three years ago. The territory has only beei in our 
hands for a short throe years, and it came into our possessnn upon 
information which we now know to be incorrect. And i we let 
them go, this population of 40,000-a population less tan that 
contained in any one of the sixteen wards of this town in wlich I am 
speaking-why this dismembered Empire of ours will sti contain 
250,000,000 of subjects to the Queen, to rule whom vell and 
wisely is a duty and a responsibility whic~ I think is mfficient 
even for the wildest ambition. 

·well, but we are told that there is another coms which 
has recommended itself to some of our critics, and that is 
that we should have used the overwhelming force; which 
we placed at the di. posal of ir Evelyn vV oocl n order 
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to attack the Boers, and that then, after we had defeated them in a 
bloody encounter-military honour being satisfied-we might have 
retired from the Transvaal, ·which we should have rendered desolate 
by the slaughter of many of its brave defenders. (Hear, hear.) 
Before snch a recommendation as that should commend itself to 
your minds, and to mine, let us consider for a moment what sort of 
people these are w horn we are asked to treat in this revengeful way. 
The Boers are not naturally a warlike race. They are a homely, 
industrious, but somewhat rude and uncivilised nation of farmers, 
living on the produce of the soil. They are animate~ by a deep 
and even stern religious sentiment, and they inherit from 
their ancestors-the men who won the independence of Holland 
from the oppressive rule of Philip II. of Spain-they inherit from 
them their unconquerable love of freedom and of liberty. Are not 
these qualities which commend themselves to men of the English 
race? (Applause.) Are they not virtues which we are proud to 
believe form the best characteristics of the English people ? Is it 
against such a nation that we are to be called upon to exercise the 
dread arbitrament of arms? These men settled in the Transvaal in 
order to escape foreign rule. They had had many quarrels with the 
British. They left their homes in Natal as the English Puritans 
left England and went to the United States, and they founded a 
little Republic of their O\ n in the heart of Africa; in 1852 we 
made a treaty with them; they agreed to give up slavery, 
which had hitherto prevailed in their midst, and we agreed to 
respect and to guarantee their independence ; and I say under 
these circumstances, is it possible "·e could maintain a forcible 
annexation of the country without incurring the accusation of 
having been guilty, I will not 8ay of national folly, but I say of 
national crime? (Applause.) That was the way in which the 
matter was understood by the late Government, who were not 
particularly scrupulous about these matters, but they distinctly 
instructed Sir Theophilus Shepstone, who was their representative 
in South Africa, not to take over the Transvaal unless he was satis
fied that the majority of the people wished for the change. He 
did satisfy himself, as we know now, upon insufficient and inacGu-
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rate information. The annexation was submitted to Parliament, 
and I am glad to think that on that occasion I was one of fae amall 
minority who voted against ;the proceeding. (Applause.) A; the 
same time, I ·will frankly admit, there were very strong argunents 
indeed to justify the majority in the course which they took
arguments based upon the assurances which were given t) us by 
the Government. That was in 1877. Shortly afterwards rn Zulu 
war broke out and the Boers remained quiet. I daresay trey were 
not unnaturally very well satisfied to see the English doing their 
work for them, nghting and destroying their former enem es. At 
all events, they contented themselves with protes;s, and 
memorials, and deputations to this country. The late Govt:rnment 
rejected their petitions, and refused to reconsider the question of 
annexation and so matters stood when vve came into office. About 
that time we were all agreed-there was no difference of opnion
that the original annexation was a mistake, that it ought rever to 
have been made-(hear, hear)-and then there arose the q1estion, 
could it then be undone 1 It is very easy to do evil; it i~ not so 
easy to escape the consequences of it-(applause)-or to p1L things 
back again in the same position in which they would have been if 
they had never been disturbed. We were in possession of iiforma
tion to the effect that the great majority of the people of the Transvaal 
were reconciled to annexation. We were told that if we reve:sed the 
decision of the late Government there was a great probabilityof civil 
war and anarr.hy, and, acting upon these representations, we ecided 
that we could not recommend the Queen to relinquish her sove:eignty, 
but we assured the Boers that we would take the earliest oppor
tunity of granting to them the freest and the most comple;e local 
institutions which might be found compatible with the wefare of 
South Africa. You know it is not difficult to be wise alter the 
event. It is not difficult to see now that we did wron~ in so 
deciding. I frankly admit that we made a mistake. I SLY that 
whatever the risk was-and I believe it was a great one-)f civil 
war or anarchy in the Transvaal, if we had reversed the dec:Bion, it 
was not so great a danger as that which we actually incurred by 
maintaining the wrong doing of our predecessors. But let ne show 
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you what was the kind of information upon which we acted. We 
received despatches to the same effect, which were continued almost 
to the actual outbreak of hostilities. We received a despatch, dated 
November 19th, 1880, from Sir Owen Lanyon, who was adminis
trating the Transvaal, in which he said "three-fourths of the 
population are secretly iu favour of annexation. The action of a 
few agitators must not be taken to be the opinion of the country, 
and there is not much, if any, cause for anxiety in the state of 
affairs." In a despatch, dated December 5th, he repeated similar 
sentiments. On December 16th, barely ten days later, the Boers 
broke out into open insurrectjon. They established a provisional 
government, and they hoisted the old flag of the Republic at 
Heidelburg. Well, there was then, at all events, no longer the 
possibility of a doubt as to the state of affairs. It was perfectly 
evident under those altered conditions that we should have to 
make new arrangements ; but at the same time it was necessary 
that we should be in a position to take guarantees, in the first 
place, for the safety of loyal settlers, if there were any such, in the 
Transvaal ; in the second place for the good treatment of the 
native population who had accepted our rule ; and, in the third 
place, against the recurrence of quarrels with native tribes across 
the borders, which might lead to difficulties in South Africa. And 
therefore we hurried forward reinforcements with such speed that, 
when later on the conditions of peace were arranged by Sir Evelyn 
Wood, he had under his command something like 12,000 troops
more than the total adult male population of the whole of 
the Boers in the Transvaal. Now just let me say in passing 
a word about Sir Evelyn Wood. He is known to you, he 
is known to every Englishman as one of the bravest soldiers, 
as one of the most skilful commanders in the British service. 
(Applause.) But I say that in my humble judgment he has 
earned a higher title to admiration and to the respect of his fellow
countrymen by his loyalty in carrying out satisfacto1y terms of 
settlement, by resisting the temptation which might well be strong 
to a soldier of using his overwhelming force in order to revenge a 
military disaster, than he would have done if he had won the 
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greatest victory, or had entered the Tl'ansva.al in triumph over the 
dead bodies of its slain. (Applause.) 

While then, the Government were preparing for every event, we 
did not think that we were justified-and it is for you to say how far 
you agree with us-we did not think we ware justified in clming the 
door to a peaceful settlement. (Hear, hear.) The overtures for this 
settlement came in the fir .3t instance from President Brand a man 
who is deserving of the hearty recognition of every friend cf peace. 
(Applause.) He is the President of the Orange Free State. He has 
done his best to prevent his fellow countrymen from going ~nto the 
war, and to put a stop to the unnecessary effusion of blood. And in 
the second place, overtures came from the Boer leaders. Mr. Kruger, 
their Vice-president, wrote to Sir George Colley to say that he was 
confident of the justice of his cause ; and he was so certr.in that 
the English people, if they only knew the true facts, would do him 
right, that he was willing to submit the case to a Royal Com ission, 
to be appointed by the Queen. Well, sir, we thought that th se were 
terms which ought to be accepted-(Applause)-and we instructed 
Sir George Colley, if certain conditions could be obta· eel, to 
arrange for a settlement upon that basis. Among the co1iditions, 
the first and most important was that the Boers should des:st from 
armed opposition. But while the correspondence was going on, in 
the midst of the negotiations, unfortunately, on three several 
occasions, the British troops marching in inferior Lumbers 
to attack the str0ng position of the Boers, met with a ~'epulse. 

Those events were deplored by us, as they must be by m·eryone, 
but they did not seem to us to constitute a reason why W t should 
withdraw the offer which we had previously made. (Ap lause.) 
In those attacks we were the aggressors-not the Bo..,rs- a.nd our 
losses, greatly as we grieve for them, did not make the Jriginal 
cause of war more just; they did not make the prolongJ.tion of 
this miserable and inglorious struggle more tlesirablc and ex?edient. 
(Hear, hear.) And therefore, when Sir Evelyn \Vood, acting on 
his own responsibility> arranged for an armistice, we apprcved his 
proceedings. (Applause.) And when the terms of peace were 
arranged, when the Boers acce]:Jted om offer, as " c lmd 01igtnally 
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made it, we rejoiced in the prospect of a settlement without further 
effusion of blood, whether of Englishmen or Dutchmen-(applause) 
-and we did not think the English people would feel themselves to 
be humiliated because their Government had refused knowingly to 
per.sist in a course of oppression and wrong-doiug, and because we 
had accepted, without a victory, t erms which were the best we 
could reasonably expect that even the greatest victory would give 
to us. (Applause.) We are a great and powerful .nation. What 
is the use of being great and powerful if we are afraid to admit an 
error when we are conscious of it? (Applause.) Shame is not in 
the confession of a mistake. Shame lies only in persistency in 
wilful wrong-doing. (Hear, hear.) And if Earl Cairns likes to 
sit in sackcloth and ashes-if he likes, in well-feigned abasement, to 
expiate the folly of the Administration of which he was a member 
in the hasty annexation which has led to all these trials-in 
Heaven's name let him have that gratification. (Cheers.) But 
when he dares to say that the English nation is shamed by the 
course we have taken, I deny him the right to be judge in such a 
cause, and I appeal to the impartial public opinion of Europe and of 
America, which has approved of the action of the Government in 
preferring justice to revengg-( cheers)--and the uest interests of 
South Africa to the vain pursuit of military glory. (Cheers.) 

Sir, I now ar proach the last subject upon which I shall 
venture to address you. In referring to the state of Ireland I do 
so under the gravest sense of the responsibility attaching to any
one who touches upon such a theme. At this moment an excit
able people, suffering under the sense of long-continued injustice 
li.nd wrong-(hear, hear)-only lately coming out of great tribula
tion, having endured hardship unexampled and extraordinary 
privation, having barely escaped starvation in consequence of the 
extraordinary efforts of public charity-these people, with such a 
character and under such conditions, are being encouraged by 
leaders in whom they have placed theil' confidence-(hear, hear)
to defy what they believe to be an unjust law~(cheers)-ancl to 
seek by disorder, and even by violence, to redress their grievances. 
Under these circumstances> when class is set against class> when 
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any moment may bring about a collision which will fil all our 
minds with horror, no true friend of Ireland would fa:e to say 

anything which could add fuel to the flame. (Cheers.) "The con
dition of Ireland is desperate and critical." These are net ny words; 
these are the words of Mr. Smith, the late First Lord of the Afmiralty, 
in the debate on the second reading of the Land Bill. :rv.r. Smith 

went on to say that this condition of things was the hul of the 
Government, who had delayed too long, and had been rehctant in 
applying for extraordinary powers, and who, when treyobtained 

them, had been weak and languid in enforcing them. Vell, that 
is an hypothe3is which might have some weight, to wlich some 
importance might be attached, if it were not unfortunatalythe case 
that the state of Ireland, desperate and critical as it .s, is not 
exceptional. The state of Ireland during the last half ce1tury has 
been one of almost chronic disorder. Here you have a ecple who, 
by consent of friend and foe, are remarkable in ordinOTy jiJ.nes for 
their obedience to the ordinary law-(hear, hear)-a pmJie whose 
history is signalised by a singular and admirable abience of 

ordinary crime, and yet you have them from time to tine reaking 
out into paroxysms of agrarian violence and disordn-. Under 
these circumstances it is perfectly evident, I think, to tve.·y right
thinking man that the causes of this disorder are more leqJ-seated 

than Mr. Smith chooses to suppose, and that they an 1ot to be 
found solely in the action of this or of any previous (oV3rnment. 

They are to be found in the condition of the people thEl'.l1$elve§1 

and we must cut deep if we want to get at the bofom of the 
matter. In past times English statesmen, unfortunate! , mve only 
had one way of dealing with what they call Irish lis~ffection. 

They have applied coercion quickly enough, and they lnve applied 
it stringently enough to satisfy even the Tories ; and t cmnot be 
said of them, at all events, that the restrictive mea~ures which 

they have adopted have been languidly enforced. W3 have had, 
I have read somewhere, fifty Coercion Acts-Acts of r<pression in 
Ireland since 1830. (Shame.) That is one for every year in the 
half century which has elapsed since that date. Well, wlat has been 
the result 1 Ireland is still discontented. Ireland is stll mffering 
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from periodical fits of disorder. Now, I want to call your attention 
to one illustration of past policy in reference to this matter. In 
1831 there was an outbreak of disorder which in many respects is 

very similar to the one which we are now witnessing. It was a strike 
by the !Tish people against the payment of tithes, and is known in 
history as the tithe war; and when it broke out the Government 
took the usual steps-they passed Whiteboy Acts, they passed an 
Arms Act, they passed the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act ; 
but in spite of this action on the part of the English Government, 
outrages, and secret outrages especially, still continued, and in 
1833-two years after the disturbances first broke out-Lord 
Stanley, who is better known as the late Earl of Derby, but who 
was then Chief Secretary for Ireland in the House of Commons, 
told the House of Commons that " the record of crime in Ireland 
almost surpasses belief." In one county-the county of Kilkenny
there were 32 murders and attempts at murder, 34 burnings of 
houses, 178 assaults with danger to life, 519 burglaries, and 34 
houghings of cattle. Bad as is the state of things which we now 
recognise in Ireland, it is nothing bke so bad as things were in 
1833. But why have I laid before you this statement of what 
happened so long ago ? It is because I think that this experience 
and much which has happened since is a proof of the truth of the 
maxim which Mr. Bright laid down in this hall-(cheers)
some months ago, and which has been much questioned 
since, and which says that force is no remedy. (Applause.) Mind, 
that does not say that force may not be necessary - (bear, 
hear)- but it is no remedy. If a man is ill-if he suffers 
from fever, and becomes delirious, his friends may properly 
put a straight waistcoat on him to prevent him from injuring 
himself and those around him. (Applause.) But if in doing 
this they said that they thought it to be a cure and a spedfic 
for the fever, they would be considered by all of us to be out of 
their senses. The Government of a free country is bound to take 
every step, every means in its power, in order to secure obedience 
to the law. (foud cheers.) The law is the safeguard of the liberty 
of every one of us. (Cheers.) The law means the protection of 
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the weak against the strong, and if any class sets itself above the 
law, and if a Government should abet them in doing so, then I say 
there '\vould be an end of all the constitutional guarantees of our 

personal liberties. (Applause.) On the other hand, the Govern
ment--any Government-is bound to do its best to alter and 
amend the law where it think it to be unj st. ("Hear, hear," 
and applause.) These are two dutiea of a Go-rernment which run 
together, and which cannot be separated. The late Lord 
Beaconsfield, when he ''as Mr. Disraeli, and w s addressing himself 
to a somewhat similar subject, said one of the wisest things which, 
I believe, he ever spoke. He described to the House of Commons 
the then condition of Ireland, and he wound up by saying, "What 
should be the duty, under these circumstances, of an English 
statesman 1 Your duty is to effect by peacefu: and constitutional 
means all that a revolution would effect by force." ("Hear hear," 
and applause.) We11, sir, that was precisely what Mr. Gladstone 
attempted to do by the Land Act of 1870. That Act, as we all 
know, was not a complete success. Its partia: failure was due to 
two things. It was due, in the first place, fo the action of the 
House of Lords, who on this, as on so mmy other previous 
occasions, mutilated and destroyed the effect o: ills sent up to it 
from the Lower House, and it was partly due tD the action of some 
of the landlords of Ireland, who unwisely en ·eavoured to escape 
from the conditions of the Act-conditions which might have 
enabled them to establish on a firm and fr:en ly footiug their 

relations with their tenants, and who by slow degrees raised the 
rents upon the holders of land until the burden became too great 
to be borne. Between 1870 and 1876 there w1s over a large part 
of Ireland a great rise in rents. This took plare, not in jumps, but 
in small gradual advances, no single one of whic the tenant felt 
himself justified in refusing, although the efLct of the whole of 
them together was that, although he could just pay his way in good 
times, when the bad seasons came he was nn1ec1 hopelessly, and 
had to leave and give up his means of liYE.lihood. vVell now, 

these facts were laid before Parliament from time to time. Un
fortunately they could not secure either the 1ttention of the last 
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Parliament or the attention of the Government. I have seen it 
stated in a pamphlet wrjtten by an Irishman of some note and 
wejght, that if in 1875 the then Government had brought in a bill 
to protect the tenants against the exaction of unfafr rents, there 
would have been no agitation and no trouble whatever in Ireland. 
(Applause.) Unfortunately they did nothing, and I am sorry to 
say it has been only too often the ca~e in Irish affairs that we have 
attempted to red ress grievances after too long a delay, and we have 
had to pay an increasing penalty every day that we have postponed 
our necessary action. "\¥ell, now, after this there came the recent 
famine. The Government made large grants of money in aid of 
the Irish people, grants which, I am afrajd, in a great number of 
cases never reached the sufferers for whom they were intended; but 
they refused absolutely to do anything towards amending the law. 
Under these circumstances it was that the Land League was first 
formed. ("Hear, hear," an l applause.) It was started in the last 
years of the late Government, and from that day Irish djscontent 
has assumed an organised form. Then, we took office; we took 
office pledged by the declarations of almost every member of the 
Ministry, by our avowed sympathies, by our known convictions, to 
do our very best at the earliest possible moment to seek out the 
cau~e, the deep underlying cause, of Irish disaffection, and, if 
possible, to remove it by legi fation. (Applause.) Events moved 
too quickly for us. Before we were well seated in office, before we 
had obtained the report of the Commissioners whom we appointed 
to examine into this matter, we were called upon to deal with one 
phase of the Irish difficulty. Well, we did not hesitate. We 
sacrificed all our pre-conceived plans and schemes, we gave up the 
programme which we had recommended to Parliament; we stopped, 
we delayed proceeding with English and Scotch business, and we 
intro luced a bill, the Compensation for Disturbance Bill
(applause)-which occupied many weeks of time, and which, as 
you know, led to a very protracted session. You will recollect the 
solemn warning which Mr. Gladstone, in urging the acceptance of 
tl~at bill upon the House of Commons, addressed to us in reference 
to the state of affairs. He said, "Ireland stands within measur-
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able distance of civil war," and he urged that this bill should be 

accepted as> in the opinion of the Government, necessary to 
strengthen their hands, and to enable them to secure obedience to 

law and order. The warning was neglected-the House of Lords 
-(hisses)-rejected the bill-(shame)-and I say, never in the 
history of that House has it committed a more unwise and a more 

·unpatriotic act. (Applause.) If that bill had been passed we 
have the assurance of the leaders of the Irish Land League them

selves that they could not have successfully continued their 

agitation. The bill was rejected, and civil war has begun. Class 
is arrayed against class in social strife, and now 30,000 soldiers and 

12,000 policemen are barely sufficient to enable the Government 
to protect the lives and the property of the Queen's subjects in 
Ireland. Well, it is said sometimes that we ought to have had 
another session of Parliament, and that the bill should have been 
sent up again to the Lords. Our critics seem to forget that we are 
not a despotic Government: and that we have not the power to do 
what we will. We can only act within the limits of the constitu
tion, and if we had called another session of Parliament, and if we 
had sent up the bill to the House of Lords, inasmuch as we were 
only able to secure a comparatively small majority in its favour in 

the House of Commons on the first occasion, I believe it is 
probable that the bill would have been again rejected. It is said 
we might have dissolved Parliament; but if you consider that we 
had only had a general election a few months befgre, and tlrn ~tf12ct 
of such a proposal at a time when Ireland was seething with 
disaffection, I think you will feel that it is one which no 
reasonable man would make, and which no prudent Govern
ment would be able seriously to consider. 

What is to be done now? (Applause.) Well, the Tories have 
no doubt whatever as to the course which we ought to pursue. By 
the mouths of their leaders, by their organs in the press, they urge 
upon the Government to put aside at once the Land Bill, to give up 
any attempt at remedial legislation, and to go to Parliament for more 
and more coercion, for the abolition of trial by jury, for the sup

pression of the Land League, and for other stringent and a1•bitrary 
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measures. Well now, for my part I hate coercion. (Applause.) I 
hate the name and I hate the thing. (Renewed applause.) I am 
bound to say that I be1ieve there is not one of my colleagues who 
does not hate it as I do. But then we hate disorder more. (Cheers.) It 
seems to me that the issue is now with the Irish people and those 
who lead them. They can have no doubt any longer. It mjght 
have been possible before; they can have no doubt any longer as 
to the intentions of the Government. vVe have brought in a Land 
Bill. (Prolonged applause.) We have offered our message of 
peace to the Irish people. It is a bill, indeed, which Lord 
Salis bury professes that he cannot UIJ.derstancl ; but I don't find 
that his want of intelligence has prevented him from denouncing it 

11 the strongest terms. It is a bill which Sir Stafford Northcote 
appear.s to consider of no importance, for he urges the Government 
to give to the House of Commons some proposals of really serious 
legislation which would justify the absence of obstructive 
proceedings. But this bill which Lord Salisbury cannot under
stand-this bill which Sir Stafford Northcote thinks to be of no 
importance has been, I am glad to say, accepted generally as to its 
m1in principles, in the spirit in which it has been conceived, by all 
that is most reasonable and intelligent amongst the Irish people. 
(Applause.) I <lo not say that it may not be susceptible of 
amendment, but I say that, as it stands, and, speaking generally of 
its main provisions, tha,t it has been welcomed by the majority of 
the Iri h press. It has been frankly accepted as satisfactory by 
the whole of Ulster. It has been approved-I am always speaking 
of its main proposals-it has been approved by the Roman 
Catholic clergy, and let me say, in passing, that although there hava 
been of course some exceptions, I think the action of the Roman 
Catholic clergy in Ireland during these disturbances has been on 
the whole worthy of their cloth~(applause)~and of their religion, 
and that the influence to which their sympathies with the people 
justly entitle them has been exercised on the whole on the side of 
law and order. Well, sir, this bill, as I say, has been accepted in 
its main provisions by the Roman Catholic clergy. It has been 
accepted by the representatives of Ireland. Out of 101 of them, 
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only seven were found to vote against the second reading of the 
bill, and of those seven, three, I believe were members of the late 
Government. This Bill has been accepted as, at all events, a basis 
of a satisfactory settlement. We have pledged ourselves to do 
everything which lies within our power to carry it to a speedy and 
satisfactory conclusion. We have ataked our existence upon it. 
(Loud cheers.) There is no possibility of retreat. And now, just 
let me tell you in a few words what this bill which Lord Salisbury 
cannot understand really is. I fcti1cy that the intelligence of 
Birmingham working men will at least be equal to a demand which 
has proved too great a strain on Lord Salisbury's attention. 
(Laughter.) This is a bill which provides, in the first place, for an 
impartial tribunal, to which every small tenant in Ireland can go 
in order to fix a fair rent between himself and his landlord if they 
should happen to disagree. This bill permits e_very small tenant 
to sell his good will or tenant-right for the best price he can get for 
it, if he wishes to exchange or leave his holding ; and in this way 
it secures him absolutely in all the 'mprovements which he may 
make upon the land. It gives to him aho security of tenure in his 
holding, provided he fulfils the reas nable requirements and con
ditions of the tenancy. And, in addition to that, it affords 
facilities greater than have ever been suggested before, whereby 
many of these tenants, at all events, will be able on reasonable and 
moderate terms to acquire full possession of the land which they 
now till as occupying tenants. ( Applau e.) A. fow week§, or at 
most a month or two, must settle the fate of the Government and 
the fate of this measure. M:ay we 1 ot call a truce, under these 
circumstances, in the bitter civil war, which, as I have said, is 
going on 1 I appeal to the landlords fir t, who have in many cases 
been very long-suffering and patient, to have yet a little more 
forbearance with their tenants, at all events during the time which 
must intervene before their relations with them are finally settled. 
I hope, also, that I may venture to appeal to the Irish people. 
(Applause.) I appeal to them as I appealed to them, I am sorry to 
say without success, before-I appeal o them not to play into the 
hanus of their enemies. (Cheers.) I appeal to them not to make 
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the policy of conciliation difficult or even impossible for us by acts 
of violence and disorder which every honest man condemns. 
(Applause.) I believe that if we could tide over this intervening 
time, or if we could by sone magic power secure the immediate 
passage of this bill, that we should have a settlement of this 
disastrous state of things. The Tories say that it would not be a 
final settlement. Well, perhaps not. There is no finality in 
politics-(applause)-and every generation in turn must solve its 
own problems, and carry forward to a successful issue its own 
reforms. (Applause.) But at least we should have done our duty 
-at least we should have dealt with the question of the moment, 
and until some new grievance might ::Lrise to be dealt with, with 
equal justice, and I hope with greater I romptitude-until such 
time, at least, we should have established the relations of the Irish 
people on a satisfactory footing. 

Sir, I am afraid there are two parties who do not want 
a settlement of this question-(applause)-and those are the 
Tories and the leaders of the Land League. (Applause.) 
Since the Easter holidays every day of Government time 
has been given, without intermission, in order to promote the 
progress of this great and vitally important measure, and yet, up to 
the present day only six lines of the bill, which consists of over a 
thousand lines, have passed through Committee. There are some 
people who think that the time may shortly come when a review 
of the position and functions of the House of Lords may not be an 
inappropriate subject for the consideration of the English people
(applause)-but I venture to say that the urgent question of the 
moment, the point to which every reformer should now direct his first 
attention, i the reform of the procedure of the House of Commons. 
The House of Commons has ceased to be able to represent or give 
effect to the will of the majority of the nation. Tt has sunk into a 
great debating society, without power to come to a decision, or to 
register and carry out the mandate which it has received from the 
constituencies. And while discussion is prolonged in the House of 
Commons the gloom of the situation in Ireland extends and deepens. 
Our talk never slackens : neither does the agitation in Ireland. 
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And I am sometjmes afraid lest even this giea measure Jf reform 
may come too late, and provisions which ould be satisfactory, 
which would be gratefully accepted, if they could be imnediately 
accorded, may yet be rejected if they are idefinitely pmtponed. 

Now, why is it this important decision is so long Jelayed? 
In the first place the Government has to Ieal with the ill-con
cealed-I might almost say the avowec1-h0 tility of t certain 
section of the leaders of the Jri h party. Tl'ere is no sec:et about 
what I am going to say. There is no dispute ibout it.. Ml. Parnell 
and those who follow him liaYe never concealed the fact 1bat thefr 
chief object is not the removal of grievanc~s in Ireland but the 

separation of Ireland from England. (Hear hear.) Why only a 
few mouths ago, Mr. P arnell, speaking in Ireland, said that he 
would never have joined the Land League, he "·ould have taken no 
part in this great agitation which has been called into exi3tence to 
redeem the Irish people from the consequences of centuries of 
wrong, he would have taken no part in that a5itation if h had not 
thought it 'rnuld have helped him in the N.ttionalist an· Separa
tist movement in which he chiefly takes an i:derest. How can we 
safaify these men? Our object is not the sarre as theirs ; we want 
to remove every just cause of grievance. 'Iliey want to magnify 
grievances and to intensify differences. vVi want to nite the 
Irish people and the English and the 'cotc1 in bonds cf amity. 
We want, I say, to bind the Irish people to this country ·n bonds 
ofamity and cordial union-(hear, hear)-jus1 as much as c tland 
is united to England, although the time was when Scotchmen felt 
as bitter a hostility to the union as Irishme now profess to feel. 
vVell, under these circumstances, I find tlnt the gentlemen to 
whom I have referred do not openly oppose tle Land Bill, because, 
I believe, they are well aware that their c nstituents would not 
justify them in such a course. (Hear, hear.) But they are not 
unwilling to put obstacles in its way. They are not unwilling to 
raise motions for adjournment or to put que3tions which lead to 
debate, and which take up the precious time of the House, which 
ought to be expended solely in the promotion o: this measure ; and, 
above all, they try by agitation to force upon tlu Government impos-
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sible concessions-(hear, hear)-the fffect of which, if onJy we were 
to accept them, they know would be that the bfll wot1ld wry likely 
be rejected by the House of Commons, and wot1ld ce1fainly be 
rejected by the House of Peers. Now, I observe, at a meeting which 
was held on Sunday last, in Hyde Park, Mr. Parnell made a sugges
tion that the Government should refuse in the future to allow the 
soldiery or police in Ireland to be Employed in the protection of 
the officers who are carrying out the law. I do not think that 
Mr. Parnell himself sees exactly the whole of the fatal conse
quences which would follow the adoption of such a suggestion. 
Let us see what it amounts to? It amounts to tLiE_:_that any 
Government which thinks a law unjust should at once set itself 
above the law, and should refuse to allow that law to be put in 
force. (Hear, hear.) What is it which gives security to all of us? 
What is it which enables every one of you-the humblest among 
you-to feel that your homes are protected from violence, and that 
the persons and lives of those who are dear to you are safe from 
outrages ? Why, it is the sense that you have the support and 
assistance of the law, so long as you obey the law. (Loud 
applause.) And it is the sense that behind the law there is all the 
force of a mighty empire, all the power that the strongest 
Government can wield. I say if you take this security from us, 
you take from us everything which guarantees our liberties and 

our freedom. It is all very well for us now to say this law is 
unjust. The Tory Government which follows us may think 
another law equally open to objection, and Government after 
Government will set up a separate despotism of its own, and the 
freedom and liberties of three kingdoms will be destroyed. 
(Applause.) Well, but there are other considerations also which 
must be weighed in this matter. An eviction may be, and in 
some cases it is, a harsh and oppressive act-(hear, hear)-but on 
the other hand it may be-no one can deny it-it may be 
the only . way in which a landlord may be able to obtain a 
fair and moderate rent, upon which the livelihood of himself and 
family depends. I say that in such a case as I have described the 
landlord's rent is as much his property as your coat or your money 
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is yours. (Loud applause.) Mr. Parnell tells us-in the House of 
Commons-that the advice which he has given tu Irish t:mants is 
that they are not to pay unjust rents. (Hear, hear.) Well, there 
is a good deal to be said about such a proposition as that. Is every 
man to be judge in his own case what is just an l what i unjust? 
I don't think even the best and most honest amongst us coulcl be 
trusted in every case to pay his full debts under such circumstances 
as these. (Applause.) But unfortunately this is not all. Whatever 
Mr. Parnell may do, other leaders of the Land League ir Ireland 
and elsewhere have advised the people not to pay any re:it at all. 
And it is a fact that in hundreds and thousands of cases, the Irish 
tenants are following this baneful advice. The problem tefore the 
Government is not a small one. What we want to find out is this. 
We want to try how we can protect the honest tenant .rom the 
unjust procedure on the part of a cruel and harsh landlord, and we 
want, on the other hand, to do that so that we may not at he same 
time protect the dishonest tenant in his dishonesty-(hcar, hear)
and help him to take advantage of this agitation to rob his 
creditors, refusing, with money in bis pockets, to pay his landlord, 
who, perhaps, is poorer than himself. (Applause.) 

Then the bill has al o been delayed by the action of t e Tories, 
who are striving by amendments and by discussion to force upon the 
Government provisions for the compensation of the lamllorcl for what 
they call the confiscation of their property. I very much doubt 
whether these amendments are really suggested by Irish landlords, 
who, I believe, as a rule, are only anxious for a reasonable settlem nt. 
I am inclined to think they are s11ggested by English landlord , who 
are afraid of inconvenient precedents. (Applause.) But in nny 
case I say that these amendments are unreasonable, and ought to be 
rejected. (Applause.) What have we to compensate the landlords 
of Ireland for ? vVe do not propose to do anything above and 
beyond this-to make compulsory upon all landlords the practice 
which we are assured the majmity of landlords, and certainly of 
good landlords, already adopt. Good landlords do not rack their 
tenants. Why should bad landlords be compensated for a legal 
right which they cannot equitably exercise_? A good landlord will 
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ot forfeit the properLy or tlie improvements of his tenants, and 
e will not lightly evict from his holding-which perhaps i · 
he only means of livelihood which the t nant has-a man 1vho, by 
imself and his family, has remained perhaps longer on the ground 
ven than the landlord who is in authority over him; yet bad 
ancllords have done this in some cases, and might do in many 

ore, and I cannot conceive that they have any right to claim 
ompensation for the restriction and limitation of powers which 
hey ought never to have been permitted to enjoy. In our 
nglish legislation there are numberless precedent in ·which legal 

'ights have been found to be in conflict with public morality and 
ublic interest, and have been restricted and limited, and I am not 

, ware of any such ca es in which compensation has been given to 
hose who have been thus treated. Irish landlords must look for 

their real compensation for any sacrifice, if sacrifice it be which 
.hey are called upon to make, in the fact that it is only in some 
estriction of their rights that their relations with their tenants can 
ossibly be replaced in a friendly and satisfactory condition ; and 

the rights of Irish landlords are now only maintained by the 
resence of an English garrison, and would not exist for a moment 

'f that garrison were removed, it appears to me that the English 
ople which maintains this garrison is entitled to a voice in 

·ettling the conditions under ·which the protection which they give 
hall continue to be afforded. (Applause.) 

vV 11 now, bentlem n, I have brought down the narrative to the 
resent time. I cannot attempt, I will not ventur to predict the 
uture. The }overnment is striving to steer an even course 
etween extremes. \Ve have been told that the bill which we have 
rought in is the minimum which the frish I eople can accept. I 

Jelieve it is the maximum which any English Parliament will pass. 
!Ve pursue the work in ·which we are engaged under circumstances 

of some discouragement. ·vv e cannot count upon, we do not ask for, 
the assistance of our opponents. We meet with scant considera
tion from those whom we are attempting to serve. I feel that I 
iav detained you too 10110-. (No.) I thank you most sincerely 
or the patience with which you have listened to me. I shall have 
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serve<1 some pmpose if I have brought before you the dfficulties 

by which the Government finds itself encompassed; and if I have 
shown you also the spirit in which we are endeavouring to over
come them. I trust also that I may have made clear to you the 
alternative policy which is offered by our opponents for your 
adoption. It is now for you to choose between us. I can only say 
for myself, that I have not found office so free from care and from 

anxiety that I am greatly desirous of its long continuance. I 
accepted it with hesitati n ; I shall resign it without reluctance. 
But there is one thing in connection with it which I shall never 
forget, and that is-that I have been permitted, for however short 

a time and in however humble a capacity, to be associated with 
the ablest and the noblest of English statesmen-(cheer )-in a 
policy which I believe to be just and wise in its conception, which 
I know to be humane and beneficent in its intention, which I 
firmly trust will yet be crowned with signal success, and which, I 
think, will be recognised by future generations as the greatest 
achievement of a long and splendid public lif . (Loud ch crs.) 
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MR. GLADSTONE'S ADDRISS. 

TO THE ELECTORS OF GREENWICI. 

Gentlemen,-Her Majesty has been advi!ed by Hr Ministers, 

and has graciously accepted the advice, to dissolvethe present 
Parliament and immediately to summon a new one, :Dr the trans

action of the regular business of the year. 
In that new Parliament I respectfully solicit tJe honour of 

representing you. 
I am too well aware that in the choice of a persorcharged as I 

am with official duty, you forego for the public good many special 

claims which you would otherwise justly make on ~he time and 

attention of your representative. This sacrifice, s freely and 
honourably incurred five years ago, I once again presune to ask at 
your hands, under the circumstances and for the spcial purposes 

which I shall now proceed to describe. 
Of the House of Commons now about to be diss1lved, no one 

will deny the remarkable amount of its labours, :md 0£ those 
legislative results which, but for untoward and <h.iefly recent 
circumstances, would have been greater still. I taro upon me t.o 
affirm that those great labours have likewise been geat services, 
and that they will give to the Parliament of 1868 a iistinguished 

place in the annals of our country. 
It is not to be wondered at if, after five years of anxious and 

varied effort, the strength both of the House of Conmons and of 
the Administration for the concurrent discharge of their arduous 

duties has been impaired. 
The welfare of the country can never be e:ffectuilly promoted 

by a Government which is not invested with adequatf authority. 
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That authority, which was, in 186~, amply con.:fided )y the 

nation to the Liberal Party and its leaders, if it has no.,. sunk 
below the point necessary for the due defence and prosem:;ion of 
the public interests, can in no way be so legitimately and e:ffctually 

restored as by an appeal to the people, who, by their reply o such 

an appeal, may place beyond all challenge two great que · ons
the first, what they think of the manner in which the cofillis ion 

granted in 1868 has been executed; the second, what 'urther 
commission they now think :fit to give to their representati~s, and 
to what hands its fulfilment and the administration of the Covern
ment are to be intrusted. 

I will not attempt to set out in full the causes whib have 
convinced the Government that the time has now come fir thu 

appealing to the country, but I will refer to such of them as Eil.brace 

matters or' fact rather than of opinion. 

In the month of March last the Government were defated in 

their effort to settle upon just and enlarged principles th• long
disputed question of the higher education in Ireland, if n<t by a 

combined, yet by a oncurrent, effort of the leader of the >ppo i
tion and of the Roman Catholic Prelacy of Ireland. Upon s1:ffering 
this defeat, the Government, according to the practice of ou· Con
stitution, placed their resignations in the hand of the So~reign. 
Her Majesty, in the just and wise exerci e of her high office, 
applied to the leader of the opposition. He, however, declaring 
that he was not prepared with a policy, and could not go-ern in 
the existing Parliament, declined to :fill the void which te hacl 

made. Under these circumstances, we thought ourselves bomd by 
ioyalty to the Queen not to decline the resumption of our offices. 
:But this step we took with an avowed reluctance. We fet that, 
in consequence of what hacl happened, both the Crown and <ountry 
were placed at a disadvantage, as it was established that, dming the 
existence of the present Parliament, one party only could ~overn, 
and must, therefore, govern without appeal. We also felt that a 
precedent had been et, which both diminished our streng;h and 
weakened the general guarantees for the responsibility and ittegTity 
of Parliamentary oppo ition. 
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Of this diminution of strength we were painfull· ard sensibly 

reminded during the Session by the summary and r.pi dismissal, 

in the House of Lords, of measmes which had co t num time and 
labour to the House of Commons. 

But we remembered that in the years 1868 and B7 when the 
mind of the country was unambiguously expressed, till Bouse of 

Lords had, much to its honour, deferred to that elpre>sion upon 
matters of great moment ; and I cannot doubt that it vould have 
continued in this com e, had the isolated and less cetaii, but still 
frequent and fresh, indications of public opinion at sng:e elections 
continued to be in harmony with the powerful and ufuentic, but 
now more remote judgment of 1868. 

This state of things, which was not satisfactory tt fue close of 
the last Session, and which has not admitted of ·err.edy by the 

method of resignation and a change of Governnent, has not 
improved during the reces , especially the latter par1 of the rece ; 
and the time has now arrived when the Adminis;ration, able to 
anticipate and survey the principal parts and the ge1ertl characte 
of the work which awaits it, has been called on to cmsiler whethe 

it could reasonably undertake such work without a fresh access o 
strength, and to frame its advice to H er Majesty acmrclingly. 

The question whether Ministers ought to retai1 or to abando 
office should be decided by a general election, with :he opportuni 
which it affords for broad declarations of policy aid issues trul 
national, and cannot be satit:;factorily solved by isohte contests, o 

which the issue i in a greater degree dependent on clo'e discipllii 
and finished and concentrated organization. 

From a state of things thus fitful and casual, ~e esire to pas 
to one in which the ndion will have had full oppJrt nity of ex 
pressing will and choice as between the political parties. Th 
Go ernment of the day, whatever it be, will le armed 
its just means of authority both within and without the Legislatur 
The opposition will enjoy the power, and doubtless will not s · 
from the duty, of taking office. The Hou8e of Ccmmons will 
reinstated in its full possession of constitutional authority, 

when it shall see cause to withdraw its confidence from an Ad 

istration, it will not leave the Sovereign without re urce. 
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Such will be tho general objects, then, with which a new 

Parliament will be summoned. I proceed to speak of tle work 

which it will have to do. 

I need not dwell on the elementary and ever-abiding dities of 

the Ministry, such a the maintenance of the country's ho1our~ of 

the general peace, of the rights of all lasses, of our insular 

security; but I will state that we desire to found the crelit and 

influence of our foreign policy upon a resolution to aik from 
foreign Powers nothing but what in like circumstances we should 

give ourselves, and as teadily to respect their rights as we 

would tenaciously uphold our own. 
With regard to the unhappy war on the Gold Coast, ow object 

has been to pro ecute it with vigour, subject to a due regart to the 

exigencies of dimate and the value of human life, ard only 

within the limits which justice and future security prescrik We 

shall aim at the establishment, not only of peace, but of frimdship 

with the .A.shantees, and we shall, I hope, seek to draw fron what 

has happened a lesson on the duty of avoiding in future the first 

entrance into equivocal and entangling engagements. Memtima, 

we repo e the utmost confidence in the J3riti h General, Jfficer.·, 

and soldiers ; and we cherish the hope that we are about to emerge 

at an early date, ancl on good terms, from the conflict. 
When I turn to the general subjects of internal legisla.tion, I 

have to speak rather as a member of a party than as a menber of 
a Cabinet. For it is not the duty of a Cabinet to bind itsel~ or to 
mature its collective views on all subjects of public interest, but 
only upon such as are to form the early imbject.- of p.actical 

treatment. 

I fear that the time has not yet come when you can an~icipate 

a diminution in the calls for legislative labour. Permanent and 

solid as is the Union of the three Kingdoms, they present v:irieties 

of circumstance, of organization, and even of law. These v::.rieties, 

combined with the vast development of Imperial interests, add 

seriously to the duties of Parliament, which, indeed, have reached 

a point where they seem, for the present, to defy all efforts to over

take them. I think we ought not only to admit, but to welcome, 
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every improvement in the org~p,isation of local and sut rdinate 
authority, which, under the unquestioned control of Paiiament, 
would tend to lighten its labours, and to expedite till public 
business . 

.A.s regards the important .A.ct of 1870 for the pronotion of 

education, I am one of those who had no preference for tie later 
over the earlier adjustments of the Bill. But they wen adjust
ments adapted to the state of public opinion at the time ; and it 
appears to me that no main provision of the measure car advan
tageously be reconsidered without the aid of an experie1ce such 
as we have not yet acquired. With regard to one or twc points, 
calculated to create an amount of uneasiness out of prop1rtion to 
their real importance or difficulty. I do not doubt that th wisdom 
of the renovated Legislature will discover the means lf their 
accommodation. 

Both in Scotland and in Ireland there are many questiorn requir

ing the attention of Parliament. Among such, howeve:i, as are 
peculiar to them, I will only now mention the completior of the 
weighty legislation of last year by the reconstruction cf their 

judicial establishments, and by admitting them to the advmtages, 
not yet measured by experience, of the new Court of Appeil. 

It is more appropriate to the nature of an address such as this 
that I should touch upon subjects which are, in the man, of a 
common interest to all the three countries. I will, howeTer, say 
with special relation to England that it seems almost a rep~oach to 

our Parliaments that, down to the present time, we sholLd have 
been unable to deal effectively with the Local Go-vernmmt and 
institutions of this great metropolis; and I must also e:x:p ess. my 
hope that the inquiries of the Commission appointed to examin into 
the property and income of the Universities and Colleges of Oxford 

and Cambridge may lead to a great further extension of the enefits 
conferred by those great and powerful bodies. 

The laws respecting the transfer, the descent, and the Jcc-upa
tion of land; the laws respecting game; the laws respectng the 
sale of spirituous liquors, the laws affecting the relations letween 

employer and employed, the laws of rnting and of local government• 
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are among tho subjects likely to come in turn under tho notice of 
the new Parliament. In some of the e matters there :s, in my 

judgment, room for extensive improvement; and they al, I trust, 

will be dealt with in a spirit of impartial justice. 
Of all the changes marking the present day, there is none 

which I view with more heartfelt satisfaction than the progressive 
rise of wages in the agricultural districts. I view this rise as the 
natural und proper, though long delayed, result of economic laws, 
as tho removal of something like a national discrc<lit; as carrying 

with it a. groat addition to the stock, never too abundant, of human 
happiness ; and as a new guarantee for the stability of the Throne 
an<l institutions of the country. 

I have never conceal d my opinion that those institutions will 

be further strengthened by granting to the counties generally that 
extended franchise which has been conceded with general satis
faction to the towns, and to the populations of a number of rural 
districts with a central village, which may perhaps be called 

peasant-boroughs. I earnestly desire to witness the formation Of 
a mature public opinion on a subject which has hardly yet obtained 

all the attention which it deserves. I, for one, will say nothing 
upon it that could tend to arouse the jealousies of class or of party; 
and I cherish tho hope that at no distant day our loyal, patient, and, 
as I hold, intelligent, peasantry may, together with other important 
clas es now unenfranchised, for no other reason than that they reside 
beyond the boundaries of boroughs, receive this boon at the bands 
of the Legislature, without conflict, without intrigue, and by genera
consent. 

I come now to questions of expenditure and finance, 
It may be stated with truth that next to tho great Irish 

questions of Church and Land, now happily dispoeed of, the 
elections of 1868 turned, in no small degree, upon Exp nditure. 
I do not deny that we charged our predecessors with improvidence 
in the stewardship of the public funds. 

It has been shown by my friend Mr. Childers, in his place in 

Parliament, conclusively, and without reply, that w have not forl 

gotten tho declarations of 1868, nor receded from them. In th 
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estimates of our first two years for the defensive services >f army 
and navy we were able to propose reductions amounting ii. round 
numbers to £4,000,000 in the charge of our peace establimments. 
It is true that we are not able at this moment to place such a sum 
to our credit in comparing our estimates with those of he last 
Government I am far from saying that we have perfect reason to 
be satisfied with our own efforts or with the results of them Still, 
let it be considered, fir st, by what special and necessary acts of 
policy they have been hindered; secondly, what the results 1ctually 

are. · We cannot escape the effect of such calls as that for the 
abolition of purchase, which was, I think, well described as the 
redemption of the army, or for the augmentation of the education 
vote, to the great and unquestioned benefit of the country. 

But, notwithstanding these demands, notwithstanding the calls 
arising at the period of the great war of 18 70, notwithstanling the 
serious burden of the rise of prices, something not wholly insig
nificant has been achieved. Setting aside the Debt, and founding 
the comparison on the basis of what may be called the ::iptional 
expenditure, derived from taxes and forming the proper teEt of the 

disposition of a Government, it was shown that a saving rod been 
effected at the close of the very last :financial year amounting to 
£2,350,000, and this, as we ·contend, with no diminution, but with 
a great increase, of our defensive force, both naval and military. 

Upon a review of the finance of the last five years, we are 
enabled to state that, notwithstanding the purchase of he tele
graphs for a sum exceeding £9,000,000, the agregate amount of 
the National Debt has been reduced by more than £20,0 0,000; 

that taxes have been lowered or abolished (over and above any 
amount imposed) to the extent of £12,500,000 ; that during the 
present year the Alabama Indemnity has been paid, and the 
charge of the Ashantee War will be met out of revenue; and that 
in estimating, as we can now venture to do, the income of the 
coming year (and, for the moment, assuming the general scale of 
charge to continue as it was fixed during the last Session , we do 

not fear to anticipate as the probable balance a surplus exceeding 
rather than falling short of £5,000,000. 



REMAHKS. 



'l'he existence of uch a surplus will offer, in our judgnent, a 

grent opportunity of affording relief to the community, and an 

opportunity which ought to be turned to the very best accomt. 

I have accepted with much reluctance the charge of the inances 
of the country, in addition to my other duties. But as thif is now 

the tenth occasion on which I am called, as the Minister mmedi

ately responsible, to consider the :financial arrangements of the 

coming year, you may be willing to believe that I am not Bleaking 

lightly when I proceed to indicate an outline of the boons, which, 

in the absence of some gravely unfavourable and un:'oreseen 

incident, it will be in the power of the new Parliament at Jnce to 
confer. 

In the first place, there is a very general desire that sone new 

assistance should bo afforded to the ratepayers of the country from 
funds at present under the command of the State. 

The Government have been unable to meet the views cf those 

who appear to have thought that, provided only a large armnnt of 
public money could be had in any form to relieve the ntes, no 
great heed need be paid to anything else. But they ha e never 
felt themselves compelled to deny the wish of such as thinl that a 
further portion of tho charges hitherto borne by real md im -
movable property should, with judicious accompanying crrangc
ments, be placed upon property generally. Their endea'"our bas 
been, and their resolution is, to have a thorough and compre ensive, 
not a partial, handling of the question, and in our future proceed

ings we shall, I trust, exert ourselves to keep in view al that it 
involves : to strengthen the invaluable traditions and to :mpro-ve 
the organs of Local Government, to keep central control wi1hin the 
limits of sound policy, to maintain, and if possible, to enhance, the 
guarantees for provident administration, to avoid the repetition of 
unseemly contests, and the danger which would arise if Parliament 
were gradually to lay upon lo.bour a portion of the burdens iitherto 

borne by property; in a word, to reform as well as enlarge the aicl 
granted by the State to local expenditure. The fast iten, then, 
which I have to set down in the financial arrangements pnper for 
the year is relief, but relief coupled with reform, of local taxation. 
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What I have said refers properly to England, but it woull be 

impossible to exclude from view the case of Scotland, which is 

very closely analogous, or that of Ireland, which presents la-ger 
variations. 

I now turn to a subject of a less complex character but of tven 

greater importance ; I mean the Income Tax. 

According to the older financial tradition, the Income Taxwa. 

a war tax. For such a purpose it is invaluable. Men am willing 

to sacrifice much, not only of their means, but of their priVlcy, 

time, and comfort, at the call of .Patriotism. 

In 1842 the Income Tax was employed by Sir Robert leel, 

partly to cover a serious deficit in the revenue, but principall; to 

allow of important advances in the direction of Free Trade. I teed 

not dwell on the great work of liberation which has been accom

plished by its aid. Mainly perhaps on this account, it has been borne 

with an cxemplarly patience. But no Government has been able to 

make it perpetual, like our taxes in general, or even to obtain it 

renewal for any very long term of years. Since 1860 it has leen 

granted by an annual Act. During a long time, for reasons on 

which it is not necessary for me here to dwell, the cou try 
cherished, together with the desire, the expectation or hope of it 

extinction. But the sum annually drawn from it formed so h vy 
an item in the accounts from year to year that it appeared to have 

grown unmanageable. It has, however, been the happy fortune of 

Mr. Lowe to bring it down, first from 6d. to 4d., and then from 4d. 
to 3d., in the pound. The proceeds of the Income Taxfor the present 

year are expected to be between 5,000,000l. and 6,000,000l., and 

at a sacrifice for the financial year of something less than 5,500,0001. 

the country may enjoy the advantage and relief of its total repeal. 
I do not hesitate to affirm that an effort should now be made to 

attain this advantage, nor to declare that~ according to my judg
ment, it is in presrmt circumstances practicable. 

And yet while making this recommendation and avowal, I hav 
more to add. It will have been ob erved that the proposals I hav 

mentioned c ntemplate principally the relief of rateable and othe 

property, although there arc many among the payers of Income 
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Tax the association of whom with -that term seems almost to mock 

them. nut it is manifest that we ought mt to aid the rates, and 

remove the Income Tax, without givinO' to the general consumer, 

and giving him simultaneously, some marked relief in the class of 

articles of popular consumption. 

It may be observed that the changes I hav indicated would 

dispose of more, indeed considero.bly more, thnn the surplus I have 

named; and that I am not entitled to anticipate any larger balance of 

available revenue during the coming financial year from the present 

Rources as they are fixed by law. nut I have said nothing to 

preclude tho Government from asking Parliament to consider, in 

conjunction with those great remissions, what moderate assistance 

could be had from judicious adjustmeuts of existing taxes. And it 

is scarcciy necessary for mo to add that, admitting, ns I do admit, 

the declarations of 1868, I for one could not belong to a Govern

ment which did not on overy occasion seek to onln.rge its resources 
hy a wise economy. But these, I admit, are general declarations. 

Their whole value depends upon their future and practical dcvelop

mout. On this subject I will frankly allow that the question is for 

th moment one of confidence. The policy of the Gov rnmcnt for 

tho last five years in particular, the character ancl opinions of my 

colleagues, and tho financial and commercial lcgi~lation with which 

I may say that, since 18'12, I have been associated, arc bcfo1e you. 

I can only add that I have not spoken lightly, but deliberately, and 

with full pcrnuasion. 
I have now, Gontlomon, endeavoured to . upply to \OH thr 

means of o timating generally, but with, I hop , sufficient accuracy, 
tho views and intentions of tho Government with respect to policy 

and immediate legislation, bnt more eRpecially with reference to the 

financial work which they now offer themselves to undertake and 

to perform. U ndertakon and pm·formed I trust it will be, whet her 

by us or by others. It is for you to say by whom. A for all t hut 

lies beyond, in tho region of the many and arduous questions to 

some of which I have referred, I can give no unlimited pledge of 

personal aid or ervicc in tho 42nd year of a laborious public life, 

and with the desire which 1 feel both entitled and Lound to cherish 
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for repose. But for the present issue I am at your service, and so 
I trust are the colleagues who have performed the work and made 
the character of the present Government, and to whom I owe a 
li.vely and unending gratitude. 

It is sometimes said, Gentlemen, that we of the Liberal Govern
ment and Party have endangered the i:r:istitutions and worried all the 

interests of the country. . As to the interests, I am aware of no one 
of them that we have injured. If we have unhappily offended 

any, it ha been neither our intention nor our wish, but the con
sequence of our anxiety to consult the highest interest of all, in 
which all others are involved-the interest of the nation. 

As to the institutions of the country, Gentlemen, the charge is 
the very same that you have been accustomed to hear urged against 

Liberal Governments in general for the last 40 years. It is time 
to test by a general survey of the past this trite and vague 
allegation. Now, there has elapsed a period of 40, or more 
exactly 43, years since the Liberal Party acquired the main 
direction of public affair . This followed another period of 
about 40 years, beginning with the outbreak of the Revolutionary 
War, during which there had been an almost unbroken rule of 

their opponents, who claimed and were reputed to be the great 

preservers of the institutions of the country. But I ask you to 
judge the men by the general results. I fear we must admit that 
the term of 40 years of Tory rule, which closed in 1830, and to 
which you are invited to return, left the institutions of the country 
weaker, aye, even in its peace and order, less secure than at the 

commencement of the period it had found them. I am confident 
that if now the present Government be dismissed from the service 
of their Gracious Mistress and of the country, the Liberal party 
which they represent, may at least challenge contradiction when 
they say that their term of 40 years leaves the Throne, the Jaws, 
and the institutions of the country not weaker, but stronger, than 

it found them. 
Such, Gentlemen, is the issue placed before you, and before the 

nation, for your decision. If the trust of thi Administration be 

by the effect of the present elections virtually renewed, I. for on , 
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will serve you, for what remains of my time, faithfully; if th 
confidence of the country bo taken from us and hamed over 
to others whom you may judge more worthy, I, for or.e, shull 

accept cheerfully my dismissal. 

I have tho honour to be, 

Gentlemen, 

Your most obliged and most faithful servant, 

W. E. GLAD1 TONE. 

11, Carlton Hou -terrace, Jan. 23, 1874. 
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MR. DISRAELI'S ADDR.ESS. 

TO THE ELECTORS OF 'l,HE COUNTY OF BUCKINGHAM. 

Gentlemen,-Mr. Gladstone has informed the elector of Green

wich that Her Majesty has been advised by her Ministers to di solve 
the present Parliament. 

Whether this step has been taken as a mean of avoiding the 

humbling confession by the Prime Minister that he has, in a fresh 
violation of Constitutional law, persisted in retaining for several 

months a seat to which he was no longer entitled ; or has been 
resorted to by his Government in order to postpone or evade the 

day of reckoning for a war carried on without communication with 

Parliament, and the expenditure for which Parliament has not 
anctioncd, it is unnecessary at present to consider. It is sufficient 

to point out that if, under any circumstances, the course, altogether 
unprecedented, of calling together Parliament by special summons 
for the dispatch of business, and then di solving it before its 

meeting, could be justified, there is in the present case no reason 
whatever suggested why this was not done six weeks ago, and why 
the period of the year usually devoted to business before Easter, 
which must now be wasted, should not thus have been saved. 

Gentlemen, I appeal to you again for the continuance of that 
confid nee which you have extended to me on nine different 
occasions, running over a period longer than a generation of men. 

The Prime Minister has addressed to his constituents a prolix 

narrative, in which he mentions many of the que tions that have 
occupied or may occupy public attention, but in which I find 
nothing definite as to the policy he would pursue-except this, that 

having the prospect of a large surplus he will, if retained in power, 
devote that surplus to the remission of taxation, which would be 
the course of any party or any Ministry. But what is remarkable 
in his propo als is that on the one hand they are accompanied 

by the di quieting information that the urplus, in order to 
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make it adequate, must be enlarged by an " adlllstment," 
which must mean an increase of existing taxes; and thtt, on the 
other hand, his principal measures of relief will be the dminution 
of local taxation, and the abolition of the income tax-measures 

which the Conservative party have always favoured, md which 

the Prime Minister and his friends have always opposed. 
Gentlemen, I have ever endeavoured, and if re1urned to 

Parliament I shall, whether in or out of office, <lortinue the 

endeavour, to propo e or support all mea ures calcnlated t:> improve 

the condition of the people of this kingdom. But I do not think 

this great end is advanced by incessant and harassing Lgislation. 

The English people are governed by their customs as mteh a by 

their laws, and there is nothing thei more dislike than umecessary 

restraint and meddling interference in their affairs. 

Generally speaking, I should say of the administration of the 
fast five years that it would have been better for us all if there had 
been a little more energy in our foreign policy and a little less in 
our domestic legislation. 

By an act of folly or of ignorance rarely equalled, tie pi.·esent 
Ministry relinquished a treaty which secured us the freecbm of the 
Straits of Malacca for our trade with China and Japan, and they at 
the same time entering, on the West Coast of Africa, into those 

"equivocal and entangling engagements" which the Prime Minis
ter now deprecates, involved us in the Ashantee war. T e honour 
of the country now requires that we should pro ecute that war 

with the vigour necessary to insure success; but when that honour is 
vindicated it will be the duty of Parliament to enquir by what 
means we were led into a costly and destructive cont ~t, which 
neither Parliament nor the country has ever sanctioned, and of the 
necessity or justice of which, in its origin, they have not een made 

aware. 
The question of a further reform of the Hou e of C mmons is 

again suggested by the Prime Minister. I think unwi ely. The argu
ment for extending to the counties the householJ franchise of the 

towns, on the ground of the existing system bein~ anomalou , is 
itself fallacious. There has always been a difference ctwoon the 
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franchises of the two divisions of the country, and no me has 
ar<>'ued more strongly than the present Prime Minister agaiist the 

contemplated identity of suffrage. The Conservativ1C par;y -.Jew 

this question without prejudice. They have proved that tie; are 
not afraid of popular rights. But the late Reform Act was a hrge 

measure, which, in conjunction with the Ballot, has scarce.y leen 

tested by experience, and they will hesitate before they 1anction 

further legislation which will inevitably involve amon~ d;her 
considerable changes the disfranchisement of at least all bcrolghs 

in the kingdoms comprising less than 40, OOOinhabitants. 
Gentlemen, the impending general election is one of m nean 

importance for the future character of this kingdom. 'Ib.e1e is 
reason to hope from the address of the Prime Minister, ?Uting 
aside some ominous suggestions which it contains as to the ex:pe
diency of a local and subordinate legislature, that he is not, 
certainly at present, opposed to our national institutions, or to the 

maintenance of the integrity of the Empire. But unfortuna.tely 
among his adherents some assail the Monarchy, o_thers impt.gn the 
independence of the House of Lords, while there are those who 
would relieve Parliament altogether from any sha1·e in the oooTem 
ment of one portion of the United Kingdom. 

Others again urge him to pursue hi peculiar policy by diseatab
lishing the Anglican, as he has despoiled the Irish Church, hile 
trusted colleagues in his Cabinet openly concur with them in their 
desire altogether to thrust religion from the place which it ougnt to 

occupy in national education. 
These, gentlemen, are solemn issues, and the impending general 

election must decide them. Their solution must be arrived at 
when Europe is more deeply stirred. than at any period since the 
Reformation, and when the cause of civil liberty anl religious 

freedom mainly depends upon the strength and stability cf England, 
I ask you to return me to the House of Commons to resist every 
proposal which may impair that trength, and to suppor~ by every 
means her Imperial sway. 

B. DISlAELI. 

Huo·hendcn Manor, Ja11uary 24, 1874. 








