THE DISTRIBUTION OF LAND.

BIRMINGHAM, JANUARY 26, 1864.

[In Novewber, 1863, Mr. Cobden sad Mr. Bright spoke at a meeting st
Rochdale, on the subject of the English Iaws affecting Land and Labourers.
These speeches were gromly misrepresented by the Timer newspaper,
and Mr, Cobden charged Mr. Delaze, the Editor of that Journal, with
intentional and scandealous misrepresentation in bLiv comments upon them.
The correspondence between the Statesman and the Editor was instructive,
aod created much joterest st the ime. The following speech waa deliversd’
as & gomment oo the conduct of Mr. Delane, nnd as s defence of the opinions
expreseed at the meeting at Rochdale,]

ArraoucH I have often stood before you on this platform,
yet I can assure you that on no former occasion have I felt
it necessary so much to ask your forbearance and your silent
attention as on this orcasion. I had no hope a week ago
that I should be able to attend here to-night, and to address
this large audience, but being here in the performance of my
duty as one of your representatives, I shall endeavour to lay
before you the thoughts which are uppermost in my mind,
and which bear upon the questions in which we are all deeply
interested.

There are two subjects which have been treated upon by
my hon. Colleague, about which 1 would say a few words
before I come to that which I had intended to speak about.
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The first is the guestion which now keeps Europe in suspense,
which may end in & war, or may end in some diplomatic
socommodation of a long-standing quarrel. I will not go
into the history of the Danish and German dispute. I have
received since I came here a long and most able letter from a
German Professor resident in this country on behalf of the
German view of that question—probably he is now within the
sound of my voice. I can only tell him, in telling you, that
I agree entirely, and from my heart, with every word that
my hon, Colleague spoke upon that question; and I will
say further, that if there be a Government possible in our
day that will plunge this country into war under the pre.
tence of maintaining the balance of power in Europe and
sustaining any kingdom there, be it little or great, I say
that Government not only is not worthy of the confidence
of the people of England, but deserves our exscration and
abhorrence.

There is one other question fo which my hon. Colleague
has devoted a considerable portion of his speech. He said,
and T believe it, that a year ago he felt it a painful thing
to stand here and to avow opinions contrary to those of many
of his friends, and contrary to those which I had avowed
before. 1 told you then how painful a thing it was for
me to stand up and to controvert on this platform any of the
statements which he had made. I came here to-night in-
tending to say no single word as to the question between
North and South in the United Staies. My opinion is that
the unanimous judgment of the people of England, so far as
that is ever shown upon any public question, is in favour of
the course which her Majesty’s Government have publicly
declared it to be their intention to pursue. I believe that
my bon, Friend is mistaken in the view he takes of the
meaning of the result of what he calls a recognition of the
South. I have seen it stated by authority, North as well
ns South, and by authority which I may term English, and
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_ by suthority from France, that in the present condition of
that quarrel, recognition, by all the usages of nations, must
necessarily lead to sometbing more. And, therefore, although
there were no question of slavery, even though it were aimply
& political revolt, and though there were no special moral
question connected with it, I believe, looking to the past
usage of this country with regard to the rebellion of the
Greeks ngainst Turkey, and with regard to the revolt of
the colonies of South America agsinst Spain, that it can be
demonstrated that this case affords no eupport whatever to
the argument that we are permiited now to recognise the
South, and that if such recognition did take place now, it
could only exasperate still more the terrible strife which exists
on the North American continent, and would spread that
astrife even to Europe itself.

I am myself of opinion, as I have been from the first,
that the people of America—s0 numerous, so powerful, so
instructed, so capable in every way—will settle the diffi-
culties of that continent without asking the old countries
of Europe to take any share in them. I believe that in
the providence of the Supreme, the slaveholder—untaught,
unteachable by fact or argument, or Christian precopt—
bas been permitted to commit-—I will not call it the
crime—but the act of suicide. Whether President Lincoln
be in favour of abolition; whether the Northerners are
unanimous against slavery; whatever may be said or
thought with regard to the transactions on that continent,
he must be deaf and blind—and worse than deaf and blind—
who does not perceive that, through the instrumentality of
this strife, that most odious and most indescribable offence
against man and agminst heaven-—the slavery of man, the
bondage of four millions of our fellow-creatures—is coming to
a certain and rapid end.

8ir, I will say of this question that I look forward to the
time when I shall stand on this platform with my honourable
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Colleague, and when he will join with me—for he is honest
.enough and frank encugh to do that—when he will join with
me in rejoicing that there does mot breathe a slave on the
North Awmerican Continent, and that the Union has been
completely restored. And not only so, but he will rejoice
that England did not in the remotest manner, by a word
or a breath, or the raising of a finger, or the eetting of 2
type, do one single thing to promote the atrocious object
of.the leaders of this sceursed insurrection.

Now, Sir, I must ask yon to listen to me for a little on
matters less exciting—and our friends down below here who
are enduring a sort of purgatory,—I must nsk them to be as
compassionate to me ms they can, and I will commiserate
them as much as possible. About two monthe ago, on the
twenty-fourth of November, 1 had the opportunity of making
a speech in the town of Rochdale, where I live. The meeting
was, I suppose, nearly as large as this, It was called for the
purpose of affording an oppartomity to our distinguished
representative, Mr. Cobden, to addrees his conetituente. There
are very few meetings of that kind at Rochdale to which I
am not invited, and in which I am not expected to take part.
On that occasion I took the opportunity of objecting to
those persons who think that everything is done in this
country that needs to be done—that everybody is so happy
that politics are at an end. I spoke particularly of the ques-
tion of the million or million and a-half of our labouring
population who are employed in cultivating the soil. I need
not tell you that from that time to this there has been rather
a lively discussion in the newspapers about what was said
at that meeting.

I have had no opportunity of epeaking eince, and I have
not thought it necessary to write anything on the matter,
but if you will give me your attention for » short time I
should like to eay a little about it. What I said at that
meeting on the snhject of the land was this:—
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* 1 should eay, if we were fairly represented, that fendalism, with regand to the
land of England. would perish, and that the agricultural labonrer throughout the
United Kingdom wootd be redesmed from that poverty and serfdom which, up
fo this time, bave boen his lot. It would iake & night, it, would take a long
speech, to go into the gueation of the condition of that unfortunate class ; but
with laws such as we have, which are intended to bring wast tracks of land into
the possession of ome man, that one man muay exerciss great political power,
that system i & curve to the country, and dooms {hs agricultural labourer, I
say, to perpetual poverty and degradation.’

There were comments on that speech, but I will only refer
to the comments of one paper, the Zimes. The Times, in an
article upon foreign politics, and spenking of small States in
Europe who may have something fo guin by change, said that
they might look upon these changes with something of that
satisfaction with which the poor might regard Mr. Bright’s
proposition for the division among them of the lands of the
rich. Well, you know that a correspondence took place almost
immediately, and in consequence of that passage, between my
friend Mr. Cobden and Mr. John Delane, the editor of the
Times. Now, this is what the Times hed said, that I am now

abont to read, two days after the speech :—

*This lsnguage’'—
that is the language of Mr. Cobden, and yet my language, I
am free to say, was more strong upon the general question,
T think, than Mr. Cobden’s—

* w0 often repeated and so often calovlated to excite discontent among the poor
and half-informed, hya really only one intelligille mesning. * Reduce the
electoral franchise ; for when you bave done so you will obtain ax smembly
which will seize on the estates of proprietors of land and diride them gratui-

"

toualy among the poor.

Well, Sir, when this notable newspaper editor was brought to
book, what did he say ? On the rame day he wrote a letter to
Mr. Cobden, the 18th December, and also published an article
in his newspaper, In his letter he says: ¢ You seem to assume
that I charged you with proposing that this division shounld
be accomplished by violence.” Does anybody believe that any
one without violence can seize upon the lands of the rich, and
VoL IL z
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distribute them gratuitously, that is, for nothing, amongst
the poor? On the same day, in an article, he made thix
statement :—

* Nobody was likely to charge thows two gentlewmen with recommending
“ agrarian” outeages, for their interest is an much boond up with secial order,
the rights of properiy, and the Queen's peace as thut of the whols peersge.’
Which is true; bnt why did not he find that out before he bad
made that charge ? He says,—

* Nobody who read the single line which Mr. Cobden has seized for s peg to
hang his defenca upon could imagine for & moment that it pointed to violence.'
This is the gentleman who professes fo counsel and lead
the nation. Now, suppose he had charged Adam Smith, the
great apostle of political economy, with approving piracy, or
if he had charged John Wesley with being an encourager
of drunkenness and profanity, would it have been more extra-
ordinary than that he should charge Mr. Cobden and myself
with instigating agrarian outrages and the seizure of the eatates
of those who now hold them, for the purpose of dividing them
among the people, of course taking nothing from the people
for them, and therefore giving nothing to the rich for them ?
If there be two men in England, I will undertake to eay,
who have more conscientiously and more faithfully preached
for twenty-five years the doctrines of absolute honesty with
regard to political questions in England, those two men are
Mr. Cobden and myself. But Mr. Cobden came forward to
sesail Mr. Delane when he made this charge against me.
He found a man in & mask endeavouring to stab me in the
back,—for he bad not seen that the same man had been, in
a previous article, also stabbing him,—and he came forward,
and dragged his mask from him, and he showed him to the
gaze of the whole nation snd of the world. And at last,
after denial and equivocation of every kind, this unmasked
editor of this great journal was obliged to retire from the per-
sonal part of this controversy, and to skulk back into his
anonymous hiding-place, which suits him befter.
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I will tell yon how it was. Neither Mr. Cobden nor I
have ever said anything to show that we thought it desirable
to abolish by force of law anonymone writing in our news-
papers; but Mr, Cobden laments, as I do, and as you all do,

. ibat the anonymous system is inevitably a shelter for 8 man
who has no sense of honour. I recollect a description which
I am sure will suit Mr, Delane admirably, It was published
some time ago in the city of New York, and described a
notortous politician there who, if I am not mistaken, has
been at the elbow of the New York correspondent of the
Times for the last twelve monthe—with what happy success
to the forccast and the honesty of that paper we all know,
It was gaid of him that ‘he was a just man and a righteous
man, ‘and that he walked uprightly d¢fore fhe world, but when
he was »of before the world hie walk was slantindicular,” Sir,
the Times newspaper, notwithstanding all this, is a power in
thie eountry, and a power in Furope. No man laments more
than I do that so much power shonld be associated with what
I will eall a godless intelleet and a practical atheism. No
one laments more than I do that a paper which was once
great in its independence has become now—what chall T say ?
— domesticated, for the editor of the Times iz now domes.
ticated in the houses of Cabinet Ministers and members of
high families in London. He has learned now,—in this day,
when that paper might bave been more useful than ever,—to
fetch and carry for Cambridge House. And, Sir, for aught
I know, looking at what is said in the clubs in Loudon about
the dispensation of patronage to men who bhave been writers
for that journsl, I am not sure, unless what I say now may
make it difficult, that some day or other some proprietor
(or chief proprietor} of that paper may not find himself
placed in the House of Peers as compensation for the servicea
offered to the present Prime Minister of England.

But now, passing from that eubject, you will remember
that my argument at Rochdale was that the agricultural

23
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labouring population of this country were in a deplorable
oondition, and that I believed that to a large extent it was
to be attributed to the unsound and unjust laws which regn-
late the possession and distribution of land. Now you know,
of course, living in Birmingham, as well as we know, that,
contrary to what exists in some countries, we have three great
classes connected with land. We have the landowner first,
who is always becoming richer—that is if he does not spend
too much. His land is always Lecoming more valuable. You
find him living in a better house, with more gorgeous fittings,
with a more splendid equipage, and following more expensive
amusements. [A Voioe: ‘I thought the cotton lords did that.”]
No doubt. If you pursue it further, you find the tenant-
farmers ocoupying larger farms, and in connection with the
tenant-farmers there is & much greater apparent wealth. But
if you come to the labourers, who cultivate the land, by whose
toil and whose swea$ your tables are furnished with bread and
with beef, and with many other things that they produce, yon
find theee labourers at this moment, I believe, at a compars-
tively greater distance from the landlord, and from the tenant
probably, than they were at any former peried. [* No, no.”)
There is & gentleman present who differs from me; I am
glad he ie in the meeting.

I will ask you whether, Quring past years, you have read
any letters in the Zimes newspaper signed by the initials
‘8. G. O’ These letters were written by a gentleman of rare
inteiligence and of great benevolence. Hie descriptions I
believe may be entirely relied upon. If any of you have
read some letters written three or four months ago from
parte of Buckinghamshire and published in the Sfsr news-
paper, with regard to the condition of that population,—
you will kmow what it is that I mean,—but if you are un.
willing to take their evidence, lot us take the evidence of
& witness that nobody here will call in question, and that
is the evidence of the Safwrday Review. On the 26th of

-
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Beptember last there was an article in that journal on
¢ Agricultural Labourers’ in which it said—and I beg you
to listen to it, for, in point of fact, it is the great part of my
speech. 'The extract from the article reads thus :-—

* When the dull sesson of the yesr cotnes roand [it is between October and
the meeting of Parlizment] all sorts of odd persons and things bave their share
of publio attention, and even agricultural inbourers are pitied and discomed.
A other timea they live on with no one nmuch to oare for them—the farmer
looking on tham as his natural ensmies, the parson’s kindly sou} getting weary
of his long nombat with their Lalpless stolid ignorance, mud the squire not
knowing what he can do for them further than build two or three Elisabetban
oottages, covered with honeywockle, closs to his gatea'

And then the writer of the article proceeds to say that when
foreigners come here and read of the condition of agricultaral
labourers they must be much shocked, for he adds :—

*Weo ave movsd to & languid shama and sadoess by thinking how true the
pictare is, and what wreiched, sncsred-for, unianght brufee the psopls are who
ruise the crops on which we live.’

And then ;—

*There iz & wailing over the dirt and vice and misery that mast prewsil in
houses where seven or eight persons, of both sexes aud all ages, are penned up
together for the might in the ona rickety, foul, varmin-hsunted badroom. The
picture of agricultural life unrolls iteslf before us ms it is painted by those who
know it best. We see the dull clonded mind, the bovine gase, the brutality
and recklemness, the simple andacity of vice, the confused batred of his betters,
which mark the English peasant, unless some happy fortune bas saved bim
from the general lot, and parsusded him that life ** has something besides beer
that the poor man rany have and may relish.”’

He then goes on to declare that * the old feudalism’—feudal-
ism is precisely the thing I mentioned—
*The old feudalizn of England—the state of things when thers yet werw

serfs, and when the lords of the soil were alniost a diffarent order of beinge—
still coloars the relations of the rich sod the poor.”

And perhaps you would like to know what he says an agri-
cultiral labourer should be. The writer states: —

*I# s looked on s the duty and place of the poor man to stay in his nasive
village for aver ; to work hard for ten or twelve shillingw w-week, snd bring up s
large family respectably on the money ; to touch bis hat to the gentry, to go to
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church vegularly, and to make out ss much as he oan of the service ; to hate
the public-house, and feel no Jonging for company and & bright dre or goesip,
and to be guided towards heaven by the surate and the young Indiss. This is
ths poor man which modern fendalism actually produces, and who may be
seen by sy one who siands opposite the door of the village beershop on a
Saturday svening.’

Now this is the testimony of the Ssixrday Review, and
what do you think the writer of the article from whioh I
bave just quoted proposes?—he proposes that instead of a
man receiving parochial relief from the parish, he shall be
allowed to receive it from that larger area, namely, froml
the Union ; and that a law which he says is hardly ever put
in practiee should be repealed, by which a working-man
breaking a contract to work is treated as a felon. I do not
believe those remedies would be enfficient for the terrible
malady which ke has described in such powerful language.
May I ask you this question? Is it the unchangeable law
of Heaven that the agricultural population of this country
shall continue in that condition? Writers tell you, that yonr
agriculture is far better than eny other agricultere, that you
produce a larger quantity of wheat or any other produce over
a given surface. We know that there is the greatest market
in the world close at their doors, and the means of conveyance
to every part of the kingdom. Then I want to know why
it is that the labouring population upon the farms of this
country are in the condition I have just described. Is it so
in the most civilized parts of Europe; is it so in the United
Btates of America? No. I could give you, if it were not
that reading evidence from books is not suited to a speech,
and to a great meeting like this—I could read you evidence
from every kind of man—from the highest in rank—from the
most cultivated in mind—from the most extensively known
in public affaire—I could prove to you, beyond all doubt, that
in all these countries in Europe where the land is divided and
the people have a chance of having some of it—those in fact
who are industrions and frugal—that the condition of the
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agricultural and peasant population is infinitely superior to
anything that is to be seen in Great Britain and Ireland.

Well, then, you may ask me very reasonably,—what is the
difference between the laws of these countries and the laws
of ours, und what changes do you propose? I will tell you
in as few words as I can. In the greatest portion of the
Continent of Europo—in France, in Germany, in Belgium, in
Holland and in Norway, and in point of fact it is likely to
become general throughout Europe, the law follows what is
believed to be the natural law of affection and justice between
parent and children, The large portion of the property of
the parent must be by will {or if not by will the law will
go order it) divided amongst the children; not land alone,
but all the property of the parent, according to the number
of his children. And you are to be frightened by this
law of bequests as if it were something very dreadful. It
only follows the rule which the majority of yonr merchants,
your manufacturers, and of all the people in the world have
followed in these later daye, of treating their children with
equal affection and with equal justice. On going to the
United Stiates, you find s very different state of the law.
There & man may leave his property as he likes amongst
his children, because the United States’ law believes that
natural affection and justice are of themselves a sufficient
law in the majority of cases, and therefore that it is mnot
necessary to enforce these moral duties by any statate. But
if & man dies without leaving a will, the law of the United
States takes his property, and looking upon his children with
equal affection and equal justice, makes that distribution which
it believes the just and living parent would have made.

But if you come to this country what do you find ? You
find this, that with regard to all kinds of property, except
what is called real property, (meaning the land of the
country and the houses upon it,) the law does exactly the
same thing. It divides it equally amongst the children,
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because it knows that this is what the parent should have done,
and would have done, if he had been a just parent. But when
it comes to the question of the land, our law is ocontrary
to the European law which makes a statute according to
natural justice, contrary to the United States’ law, which, when
_there is no will, makes a distribution also in accordance with
natural justice. Thus our luw steps in and does that which
natural justioe would forbid. Now I should like to lmow
if anybody is prepared to deny this. Personalty, that is,
property which is not land, is divided equally; the property
which is land is not divided equally, but is given to the eldest
son in one lump. Now, tell me whether the principle which
the law of Europe for the most part wishea to enforce, that
which' the law of America enforces when there is no will,
that which we enforce when land is not in question—whether
that is not a more just law, does not approve itesif more to
the hearts of men, and before the eye of Heaven, than a law
by which we send beggars into the world,—it may be half-
a~dozen children,—that we muy make one rich in the possee-
sion of unnecessary abundance ?

What are the reasons—these things are not done without
ressons-—ask anybody what are the reasons, and you are told,
perhaps, that they are high political reasons. These high
political reasons are often very curious. In some countries—
in Turkey, for example—it has been the custom for & long
time, and is bardly abandoned yet, thut the wielder of the
soeptre should destroy his younger brothers, lest they should
become competitora with him for the throne. What would
you think if the law of thia country doomed all the younger
children to a want of freedom and to a total want of educa-
tion,—if it econferred all the freedom and all the education
on the eldest sons, and left the others to go to the streeta?
It would be as reasonable to cut off all the yonnger boys
and girls from all education and all freedom, as it is to ent
them off from their share of their father’s property. Bat
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you will find to-morrow morning, in all probablility, that
the editor in this town,—who does not generally, as T have
notficed, serve you up very strong meat,—will say, if he
comments on this part of my speech, what nse would it be
to make a law that the property shall be divided in cases
where there is no will, when ‘-men die so seldom withount
making & will, and will argue that the difference will be
very emall. I will tell you what difference it would make.
It would take the tremendous sanction of the law from the
side of evil, and put it on the side of good.

There is & case—it is the only one which occurs {0 moe—
bearing upon this point. Abont the time when the American
colonies were severed from this country, the laws of primo-
geniture and entail were enforced in the State of Virginia
in the most rigid manner. Mr. Jefferson, who was after-
wards President of the Republic, considered it omne of the
greatest acte of his life that he prevailed upon the Legisla-
ture of Virginia to abolish these laws. You will find this
statement in his Life,~—The class which thus provided for
the perpetuation of its wealth also monopolized the civil
bonoars of the colony.’ You will be able to judge whether
that is not very much the case in this country. Amongst
the reasons which he gave for abolishing the law of
entails was that he wished ¢to make an opening for the
aristocracy of virtue and talent, which nature has wisely
provided for tho direction of the interests of soeiety, and
scattered with equal hand throughout all its eonditions.’
And when he came to the abolition of the law and custom
of primogeniture, that is, by the enactment of a law that
property should be equally divided wheoever the parents
did not leave & will, it is said by his biographer that these
laws—

* Have not insrely altered the distribution of that part of the landed pre-
perty whizh is transmitied to surviving relatives by the sileut operation of law,
but they bave aluo operated on public opinion 80 as to influence the testamen-
tary disposition of it by the proprietors, without which laat effoct Lhe pucpuse
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of the Legislature might bave boen readily defemted. The cnses are vow very
rare in which & parent makes, by his will, a much more unequal distribution
of his praperty samong his children than the Isw itself wonld make. It is thua
that laws, themselves the creatures of public opinion, ofien powerfully re-act
on it.’

And he goes on to show that the eflect of the distribution was
to lessen the chances of a man being so enormously rich, and
to give an apportunity to & large number to become moderately
so. He eaid further, that if there were fewer coaches and siz
in the State of Virginia, there were twenty times as many
carriages and pairs.

I bave thus briefly touched upon the question of primo-
geniture. The question of entails is much of the same
kind, and with regard to its effect upon the public I shall
only say a sentence or two. The object of entailing land is
to keep great estates together, and to keep them in one
family. Upon this system land in thie country is sometimes
tied up for fifty, or eighty, or a hundred years, no person
having power to sell it, however advantageous it might be to
the proprietors that the land should be sold. And then, if you
come to the question of the difficulties of tranefer, I might
ask gentlemen near me connected with the law—and they
will tell you that it always takes months, and it sometimes
takes years, to prove a title; and the cost of this in money
comes to no inconsiderable portion of the purchase money of
the property.

Now, may I ask you what is the political reason for
which this state of things is maintsined? It is for the very
reason for which this system was established eight hundred
yesrs ago—that there may be in this country a handful
of persons, three or four times as many as there are here—
twice sa many perhape—whe are the owners of nearly all the
land, in whose hand is ooncentrated nearly all the power, by
whom the Government of the country is mainly conducted,
sad amongst whom the patronage of the Government is
mainly distributed. In every country in the world, as far
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36 1 know, the posseseors of land are the possessors of power.
In Prance, st this moment, we all know perfectly well that,
notwithetanding there may be a revolution now and then in
the streéts of Puris, if you come to the guestion of voting,
the majority of the voting population at this moment are
found in the number of the proprietors of the land. Ten or
twelve years ago it was their suffrages which .conferred the
supreme power on the present Emperor of the French. If
you go acrose the Atlantic, and study the political system of
the United States, where almost all the farmers are owners
. of their farms, you will find that they are the holders of
political power. The city of New York may denounce the
policy of the Government at Washington; but it is the
Jand-owning farmers—the cultivators of the great Btates
in the interior of the country—-who are the real holders
of political power, aud by whose will alone the President
of the United Stales ie able to carry on the great matters
which belong to his exalted station. It is the samec in the
Southern States, for the great planting population-—the
owners of immense plantations—are the life and soul of
Southern politica. And if you come to our own country—
to your own county, Warwickehire, or any county you
choose to walk into—you will find that two or three great
landowners can sit down together and determine who shall
or who shall not go to Parliament, as the pretended repre-
sentative of the population in that county.

I believe that with these vast properties, which are of
no real advantage io those who hold them—for 100,000/
' a-year, or 200,000{. a-year, can give no man greater
real happiness than 10,000l or 5,000l a-year,—I say these
great properties, with great political power, form what we
call onr great territorial system—a system which prevails
to an extent in this country which is probably unknown in
any other, but which leaves the cultivator of the soil ignorant,
and hopeless, and dependent, and degraded. There 18, as you
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know, & great tendency to increase the #ize of farms throughout
the country, a practice which makes it still more difficult for the
labourer ever to become a tenant, or to rise from the condition
“in which he is. You see a ladder—the social ladder—upon
which you wish to see the poor, and depressed, and unfortunate
nine-or-ten-shillings-a-week-labourer ascend gradually. You
would rejoice to see him get up a few steps and become a farmer,
although but in a small way; or the owner of a small piece
of land. But you find that for six or eight, or ten feet up
the ladder, the steps are broken out; and, in his low position,
he has not a chance of beginning the aseent. Lat there be
stepe in the shape of small farms and small estates, and land
freely bought and eold, and then he will have something to
hope for, something to save even his small earnings for, that
he may be enabled to purchase or to occupy one of thees small
farms and get away from the humble and melancholy position
in which he is now, to one which I wish, from my soul, every
labourer in this country could find himself placed in.

Now, Sir, for fear that the Man in the Mask-—he has
got his mask on again for & time—for foar that the Man in
the Mask shonld misrepresent me to-morrow, let me tell yon
that T am not against great cetates, or great farms, or
great ‘factories, but I have s very great liking for small
eatates, emall farms, and small factories. In this country,
where there is such a rapid creation of wealth, there is
always a great power urging to the accumulation of land.
I koow the case of a nobleman now, in a southern county,
from report, who is stated to have an income of 120,000l
s-year; and being a wise man, as regards his expenditure
oompared with his income, he only spends—though it is =
mystery to me how he spends it—be only spends 40,000/
a-year, and he has 80,0001. a-year left. What does he do with
this? He buys up every farm, every estate, big or little, ail
ovar the district, and the consequence iz that bis immense
estate is constantly becoming larger. I do not blame him for
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that. Y appland him 8o far, that he is 8 man who does not waste
his property, and I bave heard that among thoee with whom
he lives he is 8 man of excellent character. There are persons
who come from Manchester, from Leeds, and there are some
in Birmingham who are able to purchase large estates.
There is a tendency to this in this country, where we have
so much manufacturing and commercial industry, and wealth
to buy estates with. In addition to this, their posses-
sion gives great social position and great political influence.
I am not complaining of this. It is & natural, and advan-
tageous, and healthy thing; for it is desirable that farmers
should have the stimulus of ambition to have a larger farm,
and that the men who have an estate should bave an ambition
—if they can entertain it honestly—to have a larger estate.
The etimulns by which men strive at something honoursble is
usefal to the country; but at the same time, to add to
this the force of a most intricate and complicated system
of law, to give to this force greater force, is, in my opinion,
contrary to all the trne interests of England; and 1 believe
if it goes on for another balf-century, as it has for the last
half-century, it will cause great discontent and great embar-
rassment within this now peaceful kingdom.

What I propose is this—it is nothing that I have not
stated before—it is the most moderate thing that can be pro-
posed. If you want to eee an admirable description of what
I think it would be wise to do, yon will find it in a paper
which certainly is not very Radical—is rather, in my opinion,
thongh conducted with considerable ability, conceited in some
of ita eriticisms upon us—I mean the Specislor. There was
an article on Saturday last in this paper on the subject of
land laws in New York, and although there are only three
or four lines about New York in the article, that does not
mafter, for it is admirably written. In one place it reads as
follows :—¢ No doubt Mr. Bright would consider this not
sufficient change for the purposes he wishes” He is quite
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mistaken. The changes which he proposes are more ex-
tensive than any changes I have ever proposed, either in
public or in private. What are these changes? First of
all, that the law shall declare that when any person owning
property diee without making a distribution of it by will,
the law shall distribute it upon the same principle that it
pow adopte when it divides—I am now spesking of landed
property—any other kind of property. For example: Sup-
pose & man has got money in the bank—I wish everybody
bad—suppose he has machinery in his mill, merchandise
in his warchouse, ships upon the ocean, or that he has shares,
or the parchments for them in his safe—if he dies, the
Government by the law, or rather the law itself, makes a dis-
tribution of all that property amongst all his children, in
necordance with the great universal law of matural parental
~ affection and justice. Then, I say, let that principle be ex-
tended to all the property which & man may die possessed of;
and, so far os that goes, I want no furtber change. Then,
with regard to the question of entails, I would sy this:
the Spectator proposes that a man, by entailing his property—
so far as I can understand—shail only prevent himself and
his next heir from disposing of it—=that there shall be, in point
of fact, only two persons in the entail. Now, what I propose
is, that a map may leave his property to as many persons
as ho likes, to A, B, C, D, and E and F, and so0 on all through
the alphabet, if they ace all alive at the time be makes his will,
and he can put all their names into it. But at present he
can leave it to these people, and to a child then unborn, and
who shall not be born, it may be, till twenty years after
he bas made hiz will. I would cut that off. I contend that
it should be left to persons who are in existence, and whose
names are in the will, and you will find that as A, B,and C
died it would finally come into the hands of a man who would
have the absolute disposal of it, and who could keep, or sell,
or give, or waste it as he pleased.
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And T believe it will be much better for the public when
that freedom of transfer is given to the possessors of land
which is given to the poasessors of every other kind of pro-
perty. If I were to sit down for ten minutes and a lawyer
were to take my place, he could tell you what a trouble our
law iz; and—although I am sorry that eeme of them think
that they make a good thing out of it—what a curse it is
to & man who buys landed property or who sells it. Every-
thing which I am proposing ie carried out, I believe, through
most of the States in the American Union, and to a greater
extent on the Continent of Europe, and is being adopted in
the Australisn colonies. It is the moet curious thing in the
world that whenever an Englishman leaves these shores—
whether it is the effect of the ealt air, or of sea-sickness,
or the result of that prolonged meditation which a voyage of
some weeks’ duration invites, I do not know—but whenever
an Englishman leaves these shores, the effect is to peel off, not
the rags of his body, but the verminous rags from his intellect
and soul. He leaves behind him in England alt the stupidity
which some of us cherish, and he lands in Australia with his
vision B0 clear, that he can see things in a common-sense
manner,

I want to ask you as reasonable men, as men of business
~~there is not 8 man who cannot understand this guestion
modemtely well—is this spoliation ? Is this agrarian outrage?
Is this stimulating the working-man aod the agricultural
labourer to—what shall I say ?—to, it may be, incendiarism
or to something worse? It is nothing of the kind; it is but
laying before them those just principles of law and practice
which are admitted to be just in every otber country in the
world than this, and which we admit to be just with regard -
to everything else, except the single article of land.

We are charged with all sorts of dreadful things by that
gentleman in the Mask. On the 27th of November he
wrote this of Mr, Cobden. He said :—
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+He [Mr. Cobden] stoaps down and picks up s woapon which has never yat

been used but for anarchy and revolution, Is it not in fact to tell the
Iabourer and the workman to look over the fence of the neighbouring pro-
pristor, and learn to think that they have a matursl right to & alice of the
soil *
Surely, if they are indusirious and frugal, and can eave the
means to purchase, and there be anybody who wonld wish fo
gell, and the law steps in and makes it diffieult to eell and to
buy, then, I sny, that labourer has o right to look over the
hedge, and to feel that the law deals a grievons injustice to
him.

And it is this gentleman in the Mask that frightens the
landed proprietors. I met the other day with a gentleman con-
nected with one of the largest properties in the kingdom. He
eaid to me,—and he is a very liberal and thoughtful man,~he
eaid to me, ¢ You have no idea of the terror which your speeches
create amongst landed gentlemen.” Now, I never frighten
any of my neighbours. I do not know why I should be
g0 alarming to those gentlemen who live in their great houses
and castles. But the fact is the landed gentlemen are mot
a wise class. There are brilliant exceptions. There are
men amongst them, many of whom cannot be surpassed by any
of their own class, or of any other class in the world. But nse
& class, and, perhape, one might say it of nearly every class—I
believe it is true of that to whick I belong in Lancashire—
they are not & wise class. They know something of agri-
culture—county Members have to get it up for agricultural
dinners—and they know something of horses—and they know
all that can be known on the subject of game. But on
the principles of law and of government, spesking of them
as 8 whole, and judging of them by their past conrse, they are -
dark as night iteelf. Would you believe it—young men here
do not recollect it—that the landed proprietors could wever
find out, till Mr, Cobden and a few others told them, that the
Corn-law was a great injury to them ? They did not know that
it actnally lowered the value of their land, and diminished
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the security of their rents, and that it loaded them with an
inconceivable amount of public odium ; whilst, at the same
time, it beggared hundreds and thousands of the people, and
it menaced this nation with rebellion.

Mr, Cobden and I, and others who acted with us, but
we chiefly, because perhaps we were the most prominent,
were alundered then by the gentleman in the Mask, juet ae
we have been now. The Times was as foul-mouthed npon us
twenty years ago as it is at this moment. It said that we
went abont the country setting class against class. It said
that our views led to the confiscation of landed property.
It said everything that was spiteful and untrue, as it sayns
now. And yet, is there any man in this country who will not
admit that property is more gecure in consequence of the abo-
lition of that law, which landowners believed 1o be the anchor
of their safety, and that animosities between class and clase
have been allayed ? And who shall tell how much it is owing
to this reform that onr Queen at this moment wields an unchal-
lenged sceptre over a tranquil realm? A landowner in the
House of Commons, an old Member of the House, & represen-
tative of & sonth-western county, a man of excelient character,
for whom I have always had the greatest respect, even when
he was most in the wrong,—he told me not long ago, speak-
ing-about the Corn-law, that they did not then know the
good we were doing to his class. I smiled and auid to him,
*If you would only have faith I could tell you one or
two other thinge that would do you just as much good if you
would let us try them.” But he had no faith.

Now, I will just say to the landowners that I was never more
their friend than when discussing this guestion which I am
occupied with to-night, without the least animosity to them,
and with a belief as firm as I ever had on the question of the
Corn-law, that their interests are bound up with the interesta
of the people in the right solution of this question. I would
ask, then, to what are they tending under the operation of

voL. 11 A
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these laws? They are becoming every year smaller and
smaller in number. The large owners are rapidly eating up
the smaller ones. The census returns show that the number
of landed proprietors is but a handful in the nstion, and
every day becoming fewer and fewer. Their labourers remain
at the g4. or 104 a-week. Somebody will write to the paper
to-morrow and say they get 12s.; bot bear in mind that they
do not always receive wages on wet days, and I believe the
average money-income of the agricultural labourer throughout
the United Kingdom will not exceed—and mauny persons will
say it will not reach—10s. a.week. Now the smaller in
number these landed proprietors become, the more, it may
be, these labourers will become discontented. There may arise
some political accident, and political accidents are almoet as
unlooked-for e other accidents, You do not hear the tread
of the earthquake which topples down your firmest architecture,
and you do mnot see—the country gentlemen do not see—the
tread of that danger, it may be that catastrophe, which
inevitably follows upon prolonged unjust legislation. There
may come & time, and I dare prophesy that it will come
if there be an obetinate retention of our present sywtem,
when there will be & movement in this country to establish
here, not what I believe to be the just and moderate and
sufficient plan which I recommend, but a plan which shall
be in accordance with that which is established by the Code
Napoleon in Franee, and which ias spreading rapidly over the
whole of the Continent of Europe. And I would ask them
again how do they purpose to keep their population if this
sywtem is to be maintained ?

And now, addressing yon working-men who are here, I beg
your attention to two or three observations om this point.
America, though three thousand miles off, is not eo far off but
that people may go there in about twelve days, and may go
there for & sum varying from 2/, to 5/. You know that in this
very yesr—I mean the year which is just passed-—1 50,000 or
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160,000 persons have sailed from this country to New York.
Every man who settles there is not blinded by the mystifica-
tions and the falsities uttered by the New York correspondent
of the Tisees. He is there and can see what the working-man
earns, and how he is treated, and what he is, and he writes
over to hig friends in this country--as has been the casa for
years in Ireland—and the result is that Ireland is being
drained, not of its surplus population, but of the population
absolutely necessary to the proper cultivation of the soil.

Let me tell you a fact, and if you do not treasurs it
up in your minds, I hope some of thosa gentlemen, the
landowners, who think I am very hostile to them, will juat
consider it, if they have time, as they eat their breakfast and
read the paper to-morrow, or the next day. In America there
are 140,000,000 of acres of Jand, surveyed, mapped ount, set
apart for those who are ready to settie upon them. In the
year 1861 (that was the first year before the war atfained
ita present proportions), there were not less than 40,000 new
farms, averaging eighty acres each, occupied in the Western
States. PBut the Government of the United States, not
content with that mesasure of progress, framed an Act which
came into operation on the 1st of January, 1863, called the
Homestead Act. I have a copy of the Aect here, and the
circular which was issned from the Department of State, -
giving directions as to how this Act should be worked
throughout the Union. What is the Homestead Act? It
is this. It says that any man of twenty-one years of age,
or younger, if he has been for a fortnight or a little more
in the service of the United States, whether in the army
or navy—any man of twenty-one years of age may come
into these territories, may choose what is called a section,
which is 160 ncres of land, being one-fourth of a square
mile, and on payment of a fee of ten dollars, which is
equal to two pounds English, may apply to have this
land conveyed to him for no other payment for a term
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of five years. It cannot be alienated, he is not allowed to sell
it, it remains in his possemsion, At the end of five years, he
baving done to it what the Government requires, that is, settled
wpon it and begun cultivation aud so forth, the law gives him
what ig called a patent, but what we should call & Parliamen-
tary title, and the land is his own abeolute freehold for ever.
Now it would pot take more than 15/ for a man to go from
Birmingham to the territory where this land ie to be disposed
of. If he had not got any money by which he could take
up 160 acres, he might engage himself to a neighbouring
farmer, and would get, I believe, now, about twenty shillings
a-week wages, besides his board and lodgings, and if he
worked us a labourer for two or three years he would le
able to save a sum sufficient for him to commence the culti.
vation of a portion of his farm, and wounld be settled down
there as a farmer and freeholder on his own estate.

Do not let me leave you with the idea that there in no
rongh and ragged career in this, There is much that is
rough and much that is rugged, but there is a good desl of
that sort in this country now. And when a man looks upon
those children that eremte even in the poorest house, some-
times, & gleam of joy,—when he thinks what those boys and
girls must be in this country,—that they can never rise oue
step higher than thet which he occupics now as an agricul-
tural labourer, and when he locks abroad and he sees them,
not labourers in the sense in which we speak hore, not tenants
even, but freeholders, and landowners, and farmers of their
own property—then, I say, that the temptation held out to
men here to emigrate, if men knew all the facts, would be
irresistible to hundreds of thousands who have now no
thought of moving to another country. But the agricultural
labourer is not as he onoe was, in one respect. There are
some feeble efforts made to give bim some little instruction.
There are newspapers published at & price which at one
time was deemed impossible, and these find their way into
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agricultural villages. And the labourers will graduoally begin
to open their eyes, and to see that a change of their position
is not so imposgible as once they thought it was. What is
it the United States offer more? They offer social equality—
they offer political equality—they offer to every child of every
man in whose face I am now looking, education—from the
learning of his alphabet to, if he has the capaeity to travel
so far, the highest knowledge of classics and mathematics
which are offered to the best students in the colleges of
this country. And sl this withont the payment of one
single farthing, except that general payment in which all
the people participate in the school-rate of the various States
of the Unicn.

I aek you if I om wrong in saying to the rich and the
grest, that I believe, if they knew their own interests,
that it would be worth their while to try to make this
country a more desirable country for the labourer to live in.
If they disregard this great question, we, who are of the
middle, and not absolutely powerless class, shall have to
decide between the claims of terriforial magnates and the
just rights of millions of our countrymen. Some men I
meet with-—and now and then I wouder where they were
born, and why they came into the world—regard these
territorial magnates as idols before whom we are alt to bow
down in humble submission. Travellers teil us there is a
tribe in Africa so entirely given up to superstition that
they #ill their hute and hovels with so many idols that they
do not even leave room for their families. It may be so in
this country. We build up a system which ia injurious to
our political freedom, and is destructive of the intelligence,
and the comfort, and the morality, and the Lest interests of
our producing snd working classes. Now, am I the enemy
of sny class, when I come forward to state facts like
these, and to explain principles such as these? Shall we
go on groping continually in the dark, and make no effort
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to strengthen our position? Do not suppose because I
stand here oftener to find fault with the laws of my country
than to praise them, that I am less English or less, patriotie,
or that I have less sympathy for my country or my country-
men than other men have. I want onr country to be populous,
to be powerful, and to be happy. But this can only be done
— it never bas been done in any conntry—but by just laws
justly administered. I plead only for what I believe to be
just. T wish to do wrong to no man. For twenty-five years
1 have stood before andiences—great meetings of my eountry-
men—pleading only for justice. During that time, ae youn
know, I have endured messnreless insult, and have passed
through hurricanes of abuse. I need not tell you that my
clients have not been generally the rich and the great, but
rather the poor and the lowly. They cannot give me place
and dignities and wealth; but honourable service in their
yields me that which is of far higher and more lasting value
—the conscionsness that I have laboured to expound and
uphold laws, which, though they were not given amid the
thunders of Sinai, are not less the commandments of God,
and not less intended to promote and secure the happiness
of men,




