BY

* 7 _RICHARD COBDEN

MACMILLAN’S

. . Hondon
- MACMILLAN AND CO, Liurten

-7 TONEW YORK T THE MACMILLAN COMPANY

igo3 .~

A Fights aespriied. - A




SPEECHES ON
FREE TRADE

BY

RICHARD COBDEN

Lonvon
MACMILLAN AND CO., LimiTeD

NEW YORK : THE MACMILLAN COMPANY

1903

All righis reserved






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

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 'This statesman continued in office till he repealed those Corn-laws which he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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

VILLIERS’

ANNUAL MOTION.

HOUSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 24, 1842,

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

determine.’
{393 to go}, on Feb. 24

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

On the

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

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

IF the hon. Gentleman (Sir Howard |

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

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

To this view of the subject T will
therefore proceed to call the attention of
the Commiittee ; and I call upon hon.
Gentlemen to meet me upon neutral
ground in discussing the question in
connection with the interests of those
worling classes, who have no represent-
atives mn this House. While I hear
herem strong expressions of sympathy
for those who have become paupers, I
will ask hon. Gentlemen to give some
attention to the case of the hard-work-
ing man before he reaches that state of
abject pauperism in which he can only
1ecelve sympathy. In reading the de-
bates upon the passing of the first
stringent Corn-law of 1814, I am much
struch to find that all parties who took
part in that discussion were agreed upon
one point,—it was that the price of food
regulated the rate of wages. That prin-
ciple was laid down, not by one side of
the House, but by men of no mean emi-
nence on each side, and of course of
opposite opimons in other respects.
Mr. Horner and Mr. Baring, Mr. F.
Lewss, the present Lord Western, Mr
(now Sir) G. Philips, were all agreed on
that head, though some advocated and
others opposed the measure. One of
the speakers, indeed, went so far as to
make a laboured computation to show
the exact proportion which the price of
food would bear to the rate of wages.
The same delusion existed out of doois
too. A petition was presented to the
House 1 1815, signed by the most -
telhgent of the manufactuning and work-
ing classes, praying that the Corn Bill
might not be passed, because it would
so raise the rate of wages, that the
manufacturers of this country would not
be able to compete with the manufac-
turers abroad. In reading the debates
of that date, I have been filled with the
deepest sorrow to find how those who
passed that measure were deluded. But
I believe that they were labouring under
an honest delusion. I firmly believe,
that 1f they had been cognisant of the
facts now before the ITouse, they would

FREE TRADE. II 9

never have passed that Coin Iill
Every party in the House was then de-
luded : but there was one paity, that
most inteiested, the woiking classes,
who were not deluded. The gieat mul
titude of the nation, without the aid of
learning, said—with that intuitive and
mstructive sagacity which had given nise
to the adage, ¢ The voice of the people
is the voice of God *—what the effect of
the measure would be upon wages, and
therefore it was, that when that law was
passed this House was suriounded by
the multitudes of London, whom you
were compelled to keep fiom your doors
by the point of the bayonet. VYes, and
no sooner was thelaw passed than there
arose disturbances and tumults every-
where, and 1 London bloodshed and
murder ensued ; for a coroner's jury re-
turned a verdict of wilful murder against
the soldiers who were called out and
fired upon the people. The same hos-
tility to the measure spread throughout
the whole of the north of England ; so
that then, from the year 1815 down to
1819, when the memoiable meeting was
held at Peter’s-field in Manchester, there
never was a great public meeting at
which there were not borne banners
inscribed with the words ¢ No Corn-
laws.’

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS, FEBRUARY 17, 1343.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The same intelligent farmer may tell
you i—

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

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

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

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

Noith Lancashire has said that the

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

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

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

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

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

After the discussion had

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

(381 to 125).]

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

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

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

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

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

ing at 365. Then came general distress,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[Colonel Sibthorp: ‘Not long

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

-pared to lose all the influence which they

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

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

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

satisfaction.]

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

manufactures, for they tell you that this

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

¢ 2



36 SPEECHES OF RICHARD COBDEN.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Gentlemen, I have said my say.
There are others to follow me, and I
will only say, unfeignedly, that we are
engaged in an agitation which has no
ulterior views, and that while so engaged
we are utterly regardless of the imputa-
tions that may be cast upon us by our
opponents. I could spare the monopo-
List prints oceans of ink, and great mid-
night labour in preparing their viupera-
tions, if I could only make them believe
that their attacks upon me fall as harm-
less as the water-drops from the sky do.
‘We have no desire to be pohticians. I
say it, without affectation, that there is
not a man amongst us who amms at
makmg a political life his profession.
We are aware that this great question
must be carned i Parliament, not by
us, but by some statesman of established
reputation ; but while we possess the
power that we do possess out of doors—
and it is nothing to what 1t will be
twelve months hence—the canse shall
never be suriendered to any Ministe,

SEPT. 28, 1843.

to promote the purpose of any political
party ; and, so far as the labour goes,
so long as I am blessed with health, I
shall give it cheerfully; nay, I shall
consider it a privilege to labour m the
cause. If I were not convinced that
the question comprises a great moral
principle, and involves the greatest
moral world’s revolution that was ever
yet accomphshed for mankind, I should
not take the part I do n this agitation,

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

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

Thomas Baring, a Protecuomst—came forward as nval candidates

Mr. Pattison

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

scribed 1n Manchester 1n a single day ]

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Now, what 1s the pretence for mono-
poly 1n sugar? They cannot say that it
benefits the revenue; neither 1s it 1n-
tended to benefit the farmer mn England,
o1 the negro 1n the West Indies  What,
then, 1s the pretence set up? Why, that
we must not buy slave-grown sugar. I
believe that the ambassador from the
Brazils 1s here at present, and I think I
can 1magine an interview between him
and the President of the Board of Trade.
His Excellency 1s admutted to an inter-
view, with all the courtesy due to s
rank, He delivers his credentials; he
has come to arrange a treaty of com-
merce. 1 think I see the President of
the Board of Trade calling up a solemn,
earnest, pious expression, and sayng,
¢ You are from the Brazils; we shall be
happy to trade with you, but we cannot
conscientiously recewve slave-grown pio-
duce.” His Excellencyis a good man
of business (most men are who come to
us from abroad to settle commercial
matters) : so he says, ¢ Well, then, we
will see if we can trade together in some
other way. What have you to sell us?’
¢ Why,” returns the President of the
Board of Trade, ‘cotton goods; in these
articles we are the largest exporters in
the world.” ¢Indeed,” exclaims his Ex-
cellency, * cotton, did yousay? Where
15 cotton brought from>’ ¢ Why,” re-
phes the Mimster, ‘ hem ! —chiefly from
the United States;’ and at once the
question will be, ¢ Pray, is 1t free-grown
cotton, or slave-grown cotton?’ Now,
1 leave you to mmagine the answer, and
I leave you also to picture the counten-
ance of the President of the Board of
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Trade. [At this moment sometlung
gave way at the back of the stage, and
a tnfling interruption ensued.] Do not
be afraid (continued the hon. Gentle-
man), it 1s only a form which has fallen;
it is symptomatic of the fall of the mo-
nopohists. Now, have any of you had
your humanity entrapped and your sym-
pathies bamboozled by these appeals
against slave-grown produce? Do you
know how the law stands with regard to
the sugar trade at present? We send
our manufactures to Brazil, as it 155 we
bring back Brazilian sugar; that sugar
15 refined 1 this country — refined n
bonded warchouses, that 1s, warehouses
where English people are not allowed to
get at it—and 1t 1s then sent abioad by
our merchants, by those very men who
are now preaching against the consump-
tion of slave-grown sugar. Ay, those
very men and their connections who aie
loudest in their appeals agamnst slave-
grown sugar have bonded waiehouses in
Laverpool and London, and send this
sugar to Russia, to China, to Tuikey, to
Poland, to Egypt; m short, toany coun-
try under the sun; to countries, too,
having a population of 500,000,000 ;
and yet these men will not allow you to
have slave-grown sugar here. And why
151t so ? Because the 27,000,000 of peo-
ple here are what the 500,000,000 of
people of whom I have spoken are not
—the slaves of this sugar oligarchy.
Because over you they possess a power
which they do not over others, Oh,
hypocrites! The Mahometans have
gradations of pumshment in a future
state for different kinds of sins, and the
very lowest depth of all is assigned to
hypocrites. I should not wonder, when
the Turks hear of Mr. Baung, and the
arguments uttered in the House of Com-
mons, if they were to offer up prayers
for the poor hypocrites of this country.
And these are the grounds on which, in
this eighteen hundred and forty-third
year, you are called upon to ieturn a
man to Parliament to uphold monopoly,
in order that a few men m the City may
sell you your sugar 205 per cwt. dearer
than’ the natural price of the market of

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Well, what 1s his remedy ?—

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

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

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

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

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

Well, gentlemen, then it seems that
one of the effects of the agitation of the
League 1s, that agriculture 1s to improve,
and we are to have at least one-fourth
more corn produced at home—we may
have double ; with all my heart, and we
may then do very well without going
3000 or 4000 miles for corn: but, m
the name of common sense and common
justice, I say, don’t starve the people
here till your prating statesmen, that
come down once a year to talk at their
agricultural dinners, have devised some
plan by which the people may be fed at
home, according to their notions of
production—don’t presume entirely to
stop any inlet for corn from abroad
which the people here may require to
keep them from starvation. I have
never been one who believed that the
repeal of the Corn-laws would throw an
acre of land out of cultivation But not
only now does 1t appear that land 1snot
to be thrown out of cultivation, but, if
we may take the testimony of these gen-
tlemen themselves, all that 1s required
1s free trade m corn, in order that they
may produce one-fourth more than they
do now. And that, recollect, when we
are told by the very same paities—and
their newspapers are now rife with the
same arguments—that our object 1s to
bring agricultural labourers into the
manufacturing districts 1 order to re-
duce wages there, But what do these
very gentlemen admit? That you must
increase cultivation, and that increased
cultivation, as they well know, can only
go on by additional employment of Ja-
Lour upon the soi. You must have
more labour to lay down the diaming
tiles of which Lord Stanley speaks, and
which he recommended to the land-
owners of Vorkshire and Lancashire.
You cannot giub up hedges, you cannot
grub up thorns, you cannot diam or
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ditch, or make any improvement, but
you must call into employment more
agricultural labour.  Our object, there-
fore, 1s not to diminish the demand for
labour 1n the agricultural districts, but
I venily believe, if the principles of Free
Trade were fairly carried out, they would
give just as much stimulus to the demand
for labour in the agiicultural as m the
manufacturimg districts.  Oh, but 1t 1
pleasant to find gentlemen who have
been asleep (for they have been quite as
much asleep as the farmers have), going
down to their agricultural dinners, and
paymg these tributes to the men of
Manchester, who, by these fly-flappers,
have managed to rouse them into a hittle
activity. These squires at dinner re-
mind me of the story of Rip Van Win-
kle, who awoke from his thirty years'
sleep, rubbmg his eyes, and looking
about him for his old scenes and old
connections, and wondermg where he
was. So these squues are rubbing their
eyes, and opemng them, for the first
time, to a sense of their real situation.
Having worked round our agitation to
this point, I think that, so far as argu-
ment goes, our labowms are nearly at an
end. I think the whole case, su fa1 as
discussion goes, is given up, by the re-
ports of the late agricultural meetings.
‘We are the great agricultural mm-
provers of this country. Amongst the
other gloties which will attach to the
name of Manchester will be this, that
the Manchester men not only brought
manufactures to perfection, but that
they made the agriculturists also, in
spite of themselves, bring their trade to
perfection. Now, though the agricul-
turists have much to learn, and many
improvements to make, they are doubt-
less very much in advance of most of
the agriculturists m other countries.
The only fault 1s, that they don’t keep
so much inadvance as the manufacturers
do But that they aic in advance of
most other countries I think we have
sufficient proof: and I was readmg an
American paper this very moining which
gives an illustration of that in a way
that must be quite consolatory to those
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squires who are afraid that they cannot
compete with the Americans 1 see
that at an agncultural meeting m the
State of New York, held at Rochester,
on the 20th September, Mr. Wadsworth,
their president, m the course of his
speech, said, m speaking of this coun-
try,—

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

EFFECT OF PROTECTIVE DUTILS

HOUSE OF COMMONS, MARCH 12, 1843

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

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

g1 {133 to 224).

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

Lhe motion was rejected by

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

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

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

I do not deny that you may regulate
prices for awhile—for awhile you have
regulated them by forcing an artificial






