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you must look to the mature of*this property. It is vi.si-
ble property, and therefore it is responsible property, which
every ratepayer in the room knows to his cost. But, gen-
tlemen, it is mot only visible property; it is, generally
speaking, territorial preperty; and one of the elements of
territorial property is, that it is representative. ~Now, for
illustration, suppose—which God forbid—there was mo
House of Commons, and any Englishman—I will take
him from either end of the island—a Cumberland, or a
Cornish man, finds himself aggrieved, the Cumbrian says:
“This conduet I experience is most unjust. I know a
Cumberland man in the House of Lords, the Earl of Car-
lisle or the Earl of Lonsdale; I will go to him; he will
never see a Cumberland man ill-treated.”  The Cornish
man will say: “I will go to Lord of Port Eliot; his family
have sacrificed themselves before this for the liberties of
Englishmen, and he will get justice done me.”

But, gentlemen, the charge against the House of Lords
is that the dignities are hereditary, and we are told that if
we‘have a House of Pe(.al‘s they should be peers for life.
There are great authorities in favor of this, and even my
noble friend near me [Lord Derby], the other day, gave
in his adhesion to a limited application of this prineciple.
Now, gentlemen, in the first place, let me observe that
évery peer is a peer for life, as he cannot be a peer after
his death; but some peers for life are succeeded in their
dignities by their children. The question arises, who is
most responsible—a peer for life whose dignities are not
descendible, or a peer for life whose dignities are heredi-
tary? Now, gentlemen, a peer for life is in a very strong
position. He says: “Here I am; T have got power and I
will exercise it.” I have no doubt that, on the whole, a
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peer for life would exercise it for what he deemed was the
public good. Let us hope that. But, after all, he might
and could exercise it according to his own will. Nobody
can call him to account; he is independent of everybody.
But a peer for life whose dignities descend is in a very
different position. Ile has every inducement to study pub-
lic opinion, and, when he believes it just, to yield; because
he naturally feels that if the order to which he belongs is in
constant collision with public opinion, the chances are that
his dignities will not descend to his posterity.

Therefore, gentlemen, I am not prepared myself to be-
lieve that a solution of any difficulties in the public mind
on this subject is to be found by creating peers for life. 1
know there are some philosophers who believe that the
best substitute for the House of Lords would be an assem-
bly formed of ex-governors of colonies. I have not suffi-
cient experience on that subject to give a decided opinion
upon it. When the Muse of Comedy threw her frolic grace
over society, a retired governor was generally one of the
characters in- every comedy; and the last of our great ac-
tors—who, by the way, was a great favorite at Manchester—
Mr. Farren, was celebrated for his delineation of the char-
acter in question. Whether it be the recollection of that
performance or not, I confess I am inclined to believe that
an English gentleman—born to business, managing his own
estate, administering the affairs of his county, mixing with
all classes of his fellowmen, now in the hunting-field, now
in the railway direction, unaffected, unostentatious, proud
of his ancestors, if they have contributed to the greafness
of our common country—is, on the whole, more likely to
form a Senator agreeable to English opinion and English

taste than any substitute that has yet been produced.
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Gentlemen, let me make one observation more on the
subject of the House of Lords before I conclude. There is
some advantage in political experience. I remember the
time when there was a similar outery against the House of
Lords, but much more intense and powerful; and, gentle-
men, it arose from the same cause. A Liberal government
had been installed in office, with an immense Liberal ma-
jority. They proposed some violent measures. The House
of Lords modified some, delayed others, and' some they
threw out. Instantly there was a ery to abolish or to re-
form the House of Lords, and the greatest popular orator
[Daniel O’Connell] that probably ever existed was sent on
a pilgrimage over England to excite the people in favor
of this opinion. What happened? That happened, gentle-
men, which may happen to-morrow. There was a dissolu-
tion of Parliament. The great Liberal majority vanished.
The balarice of parties was restored. It was discovered
that the House of Lords had behind them at least half of
the English people. We heard no more cries for their
abolition or their reform, and before two years more passed
England was really governed by the House of Lords, under
the wise influence of the Duke of Wellington and the com-
manding eloquence of Lyndhurst; and such was the enthu-
siasm of the nation in favor of the second chamber that at
every public meeting its health was drunk, with the addi-
tional sentiment, for which we are indebted to one of the
most distinguished members that ever represented the House
of Commons: “Thank God, there is the House of Lords.”

Gentlemen, you will, perhaps, not be surprised that,

having made some remarks upon the monarchy and the

House of Lords, I should say something respecting that
House in which I have literally passed the greater part of
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my life, and to which I am devotedly attached. It is mof
likely, therefore, that I should say anything to depreciate
the legitimate position and influence of the House of Com-
mons. Gentlemen, it is said that the diminished power of
the throne and the assailed authority of the House of Lords
are owing to the increased power of the House of Commons,
and the new position which of late years, and especially
during the last forty years, it has assumed in the English
constitution. Gentlemen, the main power of the House of
Commons depends upon its command over the public purse,
and its control of the public expenditure; and if that power
is possessed by a party which has a large majority in the
House of Commons, the influence of the House of Commons
is proportionately increased, and, under some circumstances,
becomes more predominant. But, gentlemen, this power of
the House of Commons is not a power which has been
created by any reform act, from the days of Lord Grey, in
1832, to 1867. It is the power which the House of Com-
mons has enjoyed for centuries, which it has frequently
asserted and sometimes even tyrannically exercised. Gentle-
men, the House of Commons represents the constituencies
of England, and I am here to show you that no addition
to the elements of that constituency has placed the House
of Commons in a different position with regard to the
throne and the House of Lords from that it has always
constitutionally occupied.

Gentlemen, we speak now on this subject with great ad-
vantage. We recently have had published authentic docu-
ments upon this matter which are highly instructive. We
have, for example, just published the census of Great Brit-
ain, and we are now in possession of the last registration
of voters for the United Kingdom. Gentlemen, it appears
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that by the census the population at ‘this time is about
32,000,000. Tt is shown by the last registration that, after
making the usual deductions for deaths, removals, double
entries, and so on, the constitueney of the United Kingdom
may be placed at 2,200,000. So, gentlemen, it at once ap-
pears that there are 30,000,000 people in this country who
are as much represented by the House of Lords as by the
House of-Commons, and who, for the protection of their
rights, must depend upon them and the majesty of the
throne. And now, gentlemen, I will tell you what was done
by the last Reform Act. : ‘

Lord Grey, in his measure of 1832, which was no doubt
a statesmanlike measure, committed a great, and for a time
it appeared an irretrievable, error. By that measure he for-
tified the legitimate influence of the aristocracy, and ac-
corded to the middle classes great and salutary franchises;
but he not only made no provision for the representation
of the working classes in the Constitution, but he absolutely
abolished those ancient franchises which the working classes
had peculiarly enjoyed and exercised from time immemo-
rial. Gentlemen, that was the origin of Chartism, and of
that electoral uneasiness which existed in this country more
or less for thirty years.

The Liberal party, I feel it my duty to say, had not
acted fairly by this question. In their adversity they held
out hopes to the working classes, but when they had a
strong government they laughed their vows to scorn. In
1848 there was a French revolution, and a republic was
established. No one can have forgotten what the effect
was in this country. 1 remember the day when not a wo-
man could leave her house in London, and when eannon
were planted on Westminster Bridge. When Lord Derby
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became Prime Minister affairs had arrived at such a point
that it was of the first moment that the question should be
sincerely dealt with. He had to encounter great difficul-
ties, but he accomplished his purpose with the support of
a united party. And, gentlemen, what has been the result ?
A year ago there was another revolution in France, and a
republic was again established of the most menacing charae-
ter. What happened in this country? You could not get
half a dozen men to assemble in a street and grumble.
Why? DBecause the people had got what they wanted.
They were content, and they were grateful.

But, gentlemen the constitution of England is not
merely a constitution in State, it is a constitution in
Church and State. The wisest sovereigns and statesmen
hate ever been anxious to connect authority with religion—
some to increase their power, some, perhaps, to mitigate its
exercise. But the same difficulty has been experienced in
effecting this union which has been experienced in forming
a second chamber—either the spiritual power has usurped
upon the civil, and established a sacerdotal society, or the
civil power has invaded successfully the rights of the spirit-
ual, and the ministers of religion have been degraded into
stipendiaries of the State and instruments of the govern-
ment. In England we accomplish this great result by an
alliance between Church and State, between two originally
independent powers. I will not go into the history of that
alliance, which is rather a question for those archzological
societies which occasionally amuse and instruct the people
of this city. Enough for me that this union was made and
has contributed for centuries to the civilization of this coun-
try. Gentlemen, there is the same assault against the
Church of England and the union between the State and
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the Church as there is against the monarchy and against the
House of Lords. It is said that the existence of noncon-
formity proves that the Church is a failure. I draw from
these premises an exactly contrary conclusion; and T main-
tain that to have secured a national profession of faith with
the unlimited enjoyment of private judgment in matters
spiritual, is the solution of the most difficult problem, and
one of the triumphs of civilization.

It is said that the existence of parties in the Church also
proves its incompetence. On that matter, too,- I entertain
a contrary opinion. Parties have always existed in the
Church; and some have appealed to them as arguments in
favor of its divine institution, because, in the services and
doctrines of the Church have been found representatives of
every mood in the human mind. Those who are influenced
by ceremonies find consolation in forms which secure to
them the beauty of holiness. Those who are not satisfied
except with enthusiasm find in its ministrations the exalta-
tion they require, while others who believe that the “an-
chor of faith” can never be safely moored except in the dry
sands of reason find a religion within the pale of the Church
which can boast of its irrefragable logic and its irresistible
evidence.

Gentlemen, I am inclined sometimes to believe that
those who advocate the abolition of the union between
Church and State have not carefully considered the con-
sequences. of such a course. The Church is a powerful
corporation of many millions of her Majesty’s subjects,
with a consummate organization and wealth which in its
aggregate is vast. Restricted and controlled by the State,
so powerful a corporation may be only fruitful of publie
advantage, but it becomes a great question what might be
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the consequences of the severance of the controlling tie
between these two bodies.” The State would be enfeebled,
but the Church would probably be strengthened. Whether
that is a result to be desired is a grave question for all men.
For my own part, I am bound to say that I doubt whether
it would be favorable to the cause of civil and religious lib-
erty. I know that there is a common idea that ifsthe union
between Church and State was severed, the wealth of the
Church would revert to the State; but it would be well to
remember that the great proportion of ecclesiastical prop-
erty 1s the property of individuals. Take, for example,

the fact that the great mass of Church patronage is pat-

ronage in the hands of private persons. That you could
not touch without compensation to the patrons. You
have established that principle in your late Irish bill,
where there was very little patronage. And in the pres-
ent state of the public mind on the subject, there is very
little doubt that there would be scarcely a patron in Eng-
land—irrespective of other aid the Church would receive
—who would not dedicate his compensation to the spirit-
ual wants of his neighbors,

It was computed some years ago that the property of
the Church in this manner, if the union was terminated,
would not be less than between £80,000,000 and £90,000,-
000, and since that period the amount of private property
dedicated to the purposes of the Church has very largely
increased. I therefore trust that when the occasion offers
for the country to speak out, it will speak out in an un-
mistakable manner on this subject; and, recognizing the
inestimable services of the Church, that it will call upon
the government to maintain its union with the State.
Upon this subject there is one remark I would make.




156 TORD BEACONSFIELD

Nothing is more surprising to me than the plea on ‘which
the present outery is made against the Church of England.
T could not believe that in the nineteenth century the charge
against the Church of England should be that churchmen,
and especially the clergy, had educated the people. If I
were to fix upon one circumstance more than another
which redounded to the honor of churchmen, it is that
they should fulfil this noble office; and, next to being
“the stewards of divine mysteries,” I think the greatest
distinction of the clergy is the admirable manner in which
they have devoted their lives and their fortunes to this
greatest of national objects.

Gentlemen, you are well acquainted in this city with
this controversy. It was in this city—I don’t know
whether it was not in this hall—that that remarkable
meeting was held of the Nonconformists to effeet impor-
tant alterations in the Education Act, and you are ac-
quainted with the discussion in Parliament which arose
in consequence of that meeting. Gentlemen, I have due
and great respect for the Nonconformist body. I acknowl-
edge their services to their country, and though I believe
that the political reasons which mainly called them into
existence have entirely ceased, it is impossible not to treat
with consideration a body which has been eminent for its
conscience, its learning, and its patriotism; but I must ex-
press my mortification that, from a feeling of envy or of
pique, the Nonconformist body, rather than assist the
Church in its great enterprise, should absolutely have
become the partisans of a merely secular education. I
believe myself, gentlemen, that without the recognition of
a superintending Providence in the affairs of this world all
national education will be disastrous, and I feel confident
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that it 1s impossible to stop at that mere recognition. Re-
ligious education is demanded by the nation generally and
by the instinets of human nature. T should like to see the
Church and the Nonconformists work together; but I trust,
whatever may be the result, the country will stand by the
Church in its efforts to maintain the religious” education of
the people. Gentlemen, I foresee yet trials for the Church
of England; but I am confident in its future. I am confi-
dent in its future because I believe there is now a very gen-
eral feeling that to be national it must be comprehensive. 1T

will not use the word “broad,” because it is an epithet ap-

plied to a system with which I haye no sympathy. "But L
would wish churchmen, and especially the clergy, always
to remember that in our “Father’s home there are many
mansions,” and I believe that comprehensive spirit is per-
fectly consistent with the maintendnce of formularies and
the belief in dogmas without which I hold no practical re-
ligion can exist.

Gentlemen, I have now endeavored to express to you
my general views upon the most important subjects that
can interest Englishmen. They are subjects upon which, in
my mind, a man should speak with frankness and clearness
to his countrymen, and although I do not come down here
to make a party speech, T am bound to say that the manner
in which those subjects are treated by the leading subject
of this realm is to me most unsatisfactory. Although the
Prime Minister of England is always writing letters and
making speeches, and particularly on these topies, he seems
to me ever to send forth an “uncertain sound.” If a mem-

_ber of Parliament announces himself a Republican, Mr.

Gladstone takes the earliest opportunity of describing him
as a ‘“fellow-worker” in public life. If an inconsiderate
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multitude calls for the abolition or reform of the House of
Lords, Mr. Gladstone says that it is no easy task, and that
he must think once or twice, or perhaps even thrice, before
he can undertake it. If your meighbor, the member for
Bradford, Mr. Miall, brings forward a motion in the House
of Commons for the severance of Church and State, Mr.
Gladstone assures Mr. Miall with the utmost courtesy that
he believes the opinion of the House of Commons is against
him, but that if Mr. Miall wishes to influence the House of
Commons he must address the people out of doors; where-
upon Mr. Miall immediately calls a public meeting, and

alleges as its cause the advice he has just received from

the Prime Minister.

But, gentlemen, after all, the test of political institutions
is the condition of the country whose fortunes they regu-
late; and I do not mean to evade that test. You are the
inhabitants of an island of no colossal size; which, geo-
graphically speaking, was intended by nature as the ap-
pendage of some continental empire—either of Gauls and
Franks on the other side of the Channel, or of Teutons
and Seandinavians beyond the German Sea. Such, indeed,
and for a long period, was your early history. You were
invaded; you were pillaged and you were conquered; yet
amid all these disgraces and vicissitudes there was gradually
formed that English race which has brought about a very
different state of affairs. Instead of being invaded, your
land is proverbially the only “inviolate land”—*“the invio-
late land of the sage and free.” Instead of being plun-
dered, you have attracted to your shores all the capital of
the world. Instead of heing conquered, your flag :
many waters, and your stafdard qwaves,i:; eit}iibz{jzzfs OII;
may be said that these achievements are due to the race
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that inhabited the land, and not to its institutions. Gentle-
men, in political institutions are the embodied experiences
of a race. You have established a society of classes which
give vigor and variety to life. But no class possesses a
single exclusive privilege, and all are equal before the law.
You possess a real aristocracy, open to all who desire to
enter it. You have not merely a middle class, but a hier-
archy of middle classes; in which every degree of wealth,
refinement, industry, energy, and enterprise is duly repre-
sented.

And now, gentlemen, what is the condition of the great
body of the people? In the first place, gentlemen, they
have for centuries been in the full enjoyment of that which
no other country in Europe has ever completely attained—
complete rights of personal freedom. In the second place,
there has been a gradual, and therefore a wise, distribution
on a large scale of political rights. Speaking with reference
to the industries of this great part of the country, I can
personally contrast it with the condition of the working
classes forty, years ago. In that period they have attained
two results—the raising of their wages and the diminution
of their toil. Increased means and increased leisure are the
two civilizers of man. That the working classes of Lanca-
shire and Yorkshire have proved not unworthy of these
boons may be easily maintained; but their progress and
elevation have been during this interval wonderfully aided
and assisted by three causes, which are not so distinctively
attributable to their own energies. The first is the revolu-
tion in locomotion, which has opened the world to the work-
ing man, which has enlarged the horizon of his experience,
increased his knowledge of nature and of art, and added
immensely to the salutary recreation, amusement, and




