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PARLIAMENTARY REFORM.

Wren this Journal was begun in the month of May 1827
its . cenductors: maniuily set themselves in opposition to the!
fashionable prineiples of LinxraLIsM in all its branches and |
modifications—regarding it as a spurious and monstrous nﬂ'-i
epring of Jacobinism and Popery,—and that oppmesition, how- |
ever pewerless and ineffectual it may have beon, has never)
been relaxed er swerved from during a season of unsxamplmii
trimming and tergiversation among public men and public joor- |
nals. This consistency, in the midst of seductions and exnm-‘
ples which might have emabled them to glide gantly into the |
prevailing current of popular versatility without incurring mnch |
reproach, 13 & fact that refleets credit en the individuals whoe
bave suscessfully presided over the political and leading de-
partment of *‘ Tuw Posr;’—for although that succession has.|
been as frequent mearly as changes im higher spheres, and
lhhou;h untoward cireumstances bave, from tise to {time,
cramped the means which were essential te give full energy to
this publication—its praiseworthy steadtastness, in thie parti-
cular, has reeured for it the centinued support of those who
oviginally patrenized it, and has gradually acquired an acces
sion to the wumber of ite readers, who concur in its prin-
eiples, and sympathise in the feelings that’ have wniformly
characterized _it, notwithstanding the w quantum of minar
blemishes incideat to every newspaper. This ‘circumstance is
peculiarly gratifying at a time when events have oecurred 1o
stamp with the autherity of faet and of experience, the sound-
ness of the primeiples which 1t has all along inculeated—and
when political clouds are fast gathering around us, and over the
face of the world, that are likely ere long to drive thousands

who had veen deluded from the standard of econstitutional
doctrines, to seek shelter omce more from the stormn, within
that ‘pale which they had abandoned and assisted to break

down, but which it has been eur endeavour and our pride to
uphold and to defend.

We are again called on by new occurreaces to persevere in
the direct and straightforward course which has heretafere
baen pursued. We allude particularly ta the recemt agitation
which has been created on the subject of PARLIAMENTARY
Rerorm. This subject has been the favourite atalking-horse
of every pseudo patriat for the last half century, who in Par-
liament had an eye te the treasury bemches, as his ultimate
retreat, or who out of dosrs affected more than erdinary wis-
dom and publie spirit; or of those fanatics, who, uniting the
morality of the pot-house with the caat of the conventicle, or
Shej philautrophy ef the infidel, aspired to be the lights and
liberaters. of the world. This mania was at ‘#s hsight soon
ufter the commencement of the first French Revolution, and it
hns been agitated from time to time with a greater or less
degree of intensity, until at length its mest strencus suppor-
lers were aveise to, er sigk of their werk; and even Sir
Francis Burdett, declined teo urge his eft reiterated common-—
places on the subject, and consented to lay them onm the shelf,
when he agresd to hecome the follower of Mr. Canning, its
Fea; oppoment, in 1827. Of late years the only movement in

arliament was an aborative effort made by Lerd John Rus-
sell, in which he met with very sleader support or sympathy is
the country. -

Within these fow days, however, strong symptems have ap-
P'ﬂl'ed. of a revival of the project; and meetings have been held
' various parts of the kingdom for the purpose of awakening
onte more the flame of internal dissension. Mr. Jehn Law-—
less, Hr. Henry Hunt, and Mr. Joseph Hume, have taken
the measure under their especial patronage, and have respec-
tively harangued, almeost simultaneously, the LABOURING
clﬂﬂ-‘el‘ in Scotland, England, and Ireland, om the absolute
lllﬂt'{ltv of & reform in Parhiament, as the only means of
""t.mn for the country. Lawless and O’Connell excite their
esuntrymen to ence more becoms ‘- United Irishmen.”” Hume
exhoris them 10 become * Friends of the People,”” (omineus
designations truly,) while Henry Hunt and his myrmidens in-
';ke the memory of Watt Tyler as ene that is consecrated in
;uto' cause of liberty. Kindling at the blaze of the iate reyo-
h.lon in France, .(helc worthies recommend te the people of
this country to unite 1in measures for dissolving the united em-
l::.l;;, and for transferring by violenee the gevernment from the
"mﬂ(;ﬂl;li te which it was intrusted at the revolution, and
. .h' lv the umion of the three kingdoms, to a demscracy,
- f‘ ¢ RVERY MAN of every description shall be placed on

eoting of equality. Nay mere, they urge them to Iinsist

:}!‘)qn lhll‘lo. say that they are determined to have it se; and
"‘; lterating ‘erators at Carlisle, for instance, declare epen-
'YDR at unless what they demand is conceded, they will FIGHT
i o :1:.!! the people of Paris, of Brussels, and of Brunswick
e t ; imaginary i

they hb“u(‘;.u-ody the evils, real or imaginary, under which
oW this i a preject which every honest man in the coun- |
gg" and every honest journalist must eppose stoutly imstantly.
Wesndiarios have ome and all of them attemptad to inflame

e

the minds of their humble anditors with false representations
regarding (1o 873t of the ceuntry, and the causes of indivi-
dual dizty ascribing every evil to the curruption of Parlia-
ment, ¢ aliege, by the ascendency of the aristo-
eracy, and nothing te the extravagance, he folly, and the
vices. of those whom they address. This is the never-lailing
artifice of ull demagogaes. They distort and exaggerate every
fact, and then they foilow up their urgid declamations by
preseribing the quack medicine of RADICAL REFORM as an
infallible =wre for all evils, political, mersl, and physical.

The fundamental doctrine of all these preachers of sadition
is, that all men have an equal right to a participation in the
government of the gountry—a matural and umalienable right—
that ,there is no property except labeur—and by the assumption
of these two theories, thay very easily reach their eonelusion,
that the Jubourer wha earns a shilling per diem, is equally
enfitled with the noblenan or the eapitalist worth £200,600
pec annum, to be a legislator in the land. This, passing over
entireiy all the miserics which have ever attended mob-govern-
ments, founded on such principles, s the most monstrons nonsense
that ever was maintained.

In the first place it is an absolute fiction, that every indi-
vidual, in a s06IAL community, is on a footing of equality
with respsct to PoLITICAL rights. Such a state of sooiety
never existed, and never can exist. 1n a metaphysienl and
abstract sense, the NATURAL rights of all mankind are the
same; but in a social mtate this is impossible: for the very
idea of a social union, presupposes the existence of laws for
their common government, and therefore necessarily excludes
the recognition of any natural rights that are iuconsistent with
these social regulations. And it 18 impossible that what are
called the natural rights of mankind, canm ever be brought
into full operation except by the absolute and complete aisso—
lation of society to ita primary elements—namely, by the aboli.
tion of all laws—all individual property—and every thing else
that constitutes civilized society. I'hese reformers, then, can
only mean ruch a dassolation when they fouad upaen their sup-
pused natural rights: for if they talk of rights referable to exis-
ting gevernments, they cun have no rights whatever exgept
such as are established by the existing laws of that commu-
nity of which they are individual members. L

Taking this test, therefore, as the only admissable criterign
of the rights now elaimed—universal sufferage for example®—
we wowld ask them, whers is there in the whole range ol faws
and wvaages which (orm the constitution of this country, any
declaration that every individual has an equal rightto a vote
for a member of Parlinment? We say there is none, and de-
fy Mr. Hume er Mr. O’Connell to point out any wueh maxim,
or to addwce from the whole volume of the hirtory of this
ceuntry, a single instance of any such right being enjoycd at any
period. They must confine their pretensions, therefore, on the
matter of right, 1o the sacial right recognised by existing law,
unless, as already stated, they contend for an absoluta abro-
gation of every thing in the shape of eonstitution—recnrring to
that blessed state of savagism in which every man is a law
unto himself. This they will scarcely ventnre to do; but un-
less they do so, all their claims as matter of right are
baseless.

If, however, driven fiom their plea of natural and secial
right, they resort to that of expediency andutility, asa reason
for admitting every man to the privilege of voting for a mem-
ber of Parliament, they take up another ground which is not
more tenable than the former-—although, doubtless, it may be
urged with more effect in so far as practicability and useful-
nesy can be satisfactorily established. By the constitution of
this coantry, the Legislature alone, consisting of King, Lords,
and Commons, can, practically speaking, judge of the wulleged
utility of such a elaiwm being admitted. The claimants may
try to econvince them if they can, that it is just and expedient
te grant wniversal sufferage; hut if they fail and ave still dis-
satisfied, their only remedy is to retire from the oontrol of a
government repugnant te their feelings or their supposed inter—
ests, and te place themselves under those more happy insti-
tutions in other countries, where Prafessor Mylne of Glasgow
tells them, * pure goveraments ara established.” They may
tell us indeed that the majority of the people have a right to
contrel the mmority—the many te govern the few—=but that is
not an admitted doctrine of the British constitution, ner is it
consistent even with those individual natural rights, of whieh
we liear so much. It is a theory—but it is only a theory—and
eannot be binding on those who do not assent to 1t ‘They
may also, asisnow the fashion, say, we are PETERMINED to
have uaiversal sufferage—we will FreuT for it. But what is
such language and such conduct if resorted to, buta direct appeal
to farce—to that sort of foree too which iz the essence and great
engine of pure despotism, no matter whether rezal or demo-
cratical.

Ifsuch be their meaning, tet them, with all tieir vaunted
boldness. say so explicitly as they do substantially 1n other words.
They say they are PETERMINED to have universal sufferags, &c.,
and tha t they will seek it with the tri-coloured flag in the one
hand, and the standard of ¢ liberty or death’” in the other—
masking this treasonable purpose all the while under the coward-
ly and hypoeritical veil of sesking what they want by petition—
by peaceable means—and aceording to the constitution! Such
jargon iv all self-contradictery. There are only two courses fov
them—either in bonest and sincere peacefuluess te apply to the
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leg'slature by patition, er by waving the bleody symbols of Jaco-
bin murder and ris ng inrebellion, forcing at the point of the
sword their favourite sufferage. There is no middle eourse.
Tiey may bawl as LouDLY as they choose—for they seem (o
think there is great virtue in loudness; but if they go further—and
they have already gone further—they must at once be put down,
before their aspiracy has attained such a height as shall endaoger
the peace and safety of the country.

The other dectrine already alluded to, whish has been main-
tained by Mr. Hume and his Carlisle friends, that the labour,
of the poorest man in the land is equivalent te the property of the
richest Duke, and is therefore equally arailable to them as a
grewnd of title to a sufferage—is uiterly false.;n a phifosophical
and in 2 commen sense point of view. The labeur of the peasant
is as wuch his patrimony as the title and estate of the peer; but
it is not commensurate to it in a pelitical paint of view, nor does
it furnish any groand whatever for the inference dedusted from it by
the radicalapostles—for this plain reasen, that the law has not
said wo. If the peer were to mam‘ain that the peusant’s
labour belonged to mim (viz. the peer)—that the peasant in
a word, is or ought to be his slave, and were to seek am act
of Pariiament to that effect, the latter, would be entitled 1o
p'ead that the' value of his labeur, his righty, and his perrenal
liberty were secured to him by law. But he cannot go fu.-
ther, and contend that he, or those delegated by him, and- a
majority of labourers, have a natural or legal right, as a sub-
ject of this country, to legislate in such a manner as perhaps
to deprive the peer of his whole pioperty and vested rightr.
The distinctions 1n soeiaty created by differences in point of
property are indafeasible (10 use acant tesm), and in every
society, howsoever comstituted, must be regarded. If ihe
labouring classes will aliew themselves to look at the uvue
state of matters, they willat once see through the sophistry
by whieh it is attemipted 1o mislead them. Take the cases
putby Mr. Hume—that of a duke with a prineely estate. and

the ‘abouring man who has nothing but the produee of ks
daily work for his subsistence, and examine closely the 1eason
why the former is declared a legislator by Dbirth, and (he
the other has not ® veie for a member of Parliament—ard
thiv inequality of fortune is not the result o° any soeial statore,
{ but arises from the courre of providence, and the necessariy

unegial condition of men as to worldly circumstances, Iatie
case of the peer, his land estaie is an inheritance ¢ieated
pethaps by the arrangements of society at a remete pericd,

or the immediate result ef suceessfu! industry in tade or o her—
The labourer, on the other band, has nething tat b
ewn industry as his feriune. The stake which taose
persons have in the state is ‘very dfferent:—the in'e €.«
which the former hes in the good government of his canntry’y
immeasureably greater than that ef the latier;—and besdox,
the ene 6 ¥1XED 10 the territory, woile the laiter can
his labov) to anv oilier and bette- country irhe can fiad i1,
Tke stake of the one is inseparable from the couniry— ie
other has no local habitationy and the efme 1t 1s that onr jawy
have conferred a political wiatue and privi'eze on the pee,
while it has withe!d 1t from the mere labouier,

Liet us not be misundersteod or supposced to be insensible
or hostile to the rights of the peop'e taken in their p opo
}senu—-fm all our sympathies are with and for our eoun rymen
—for the humblest in the land, mo e than with the highe-
classes, while we respect as politically just and expedieat tbe
privilezes of the aristocracy. Al a e children ol the sune
Heavealy Father, and are alike enti led ta enjoy in their 1e-
specuive spheres the blessings of vur fiee government, ace -
ding to their several conditions in woviery, Bu it in a wan
and fantastical conce’t to imagine that it is practicalle, wi
out an entire subveision of the whole frame of vociery,
every individual In the country o have a voice in 1l
tution of the legislative government of the coun'ry.
not say that there should be no change—no impiovemen
but we pegard all the movements which bave hitherio
made on this subjsct as tond@g the wrong way—us calculs
to throw the franchise opento the poarest—the most iznorent,
and the most unqaalified electors, instead o! conferring it on
those who, fyom their psssessionss ther in'cligence, and their
characters, may be presumed best quahified' to caoose the fii-
test representatives of the people. The great vice we think
of the existing system is thatthe elective franchi
burghs vested in persons not always or oiten the fittewt o
their inhabitants t» possess such a power,ond in counties iat
it is enjoyed by ethers whe have only a nominal and
real interest as the foundation o! their votes We
disposed to devise schemes of reform, we «hould say tha
property is the true and best ciiterion of therizht to a franchie,
and that the payment of taxes, to a ceptain amoin’, 1z the
best evidence of a voter being 1 a conditien to exe-cise hi.
privilege judiciously and independeztly. An exteasion of
the franchlse en this principle might check rome p eva'ent

wise.,
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