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THE RADICAL PROGRAMME. 

On Thursday evening, March 5th, Mr. C. Bradlaugh, 
M.P., visited Ipswich for the purpose of delivering his 
presidential address to the members of the Ipswich 
Radical Association. The Public Hall was chosen for 
the scene of the gathering, and it was well that so 
large a building was selected, since, in spite of the 
charge for admission there, the hall was full. 
Immediately over the table on the centre of the 
platform was the motto " Liberty, Equality, and 
Fraternity." The chair was occupied by Mr. James 
Youngman, and there were also present on the 
platform Mr. 0. Bradlaugh, M.P., Lord John Hervey, Mr. H. P. Nash, Mr. 3. A. Smith, (Akeuham), Mr. 
A. Hill, Mr. Geo. Gosa (Kelsale), Mr. A. Cattermola, Mr. R. A. Cooper (Norwich), Mr. J. Calver, Mr. T. 
Tunmer, Mr. W. Versey, Mr. P. Southeron ; Mr. S. 
Foulger, and Mr. R. S. Pengelly, the hon. secretaries 
of the association; Mr. W. M. Banks, Mr. R. 
Fountain, Mr. S. Scarfe (Capel), Mr. J. Goody, Mr. 
G. Berry, Mr. W. Sutton, Mr. Wilkins, Mr. W. 
Mallett, Mr. H. Norton, Mr. W. H. Hudson, Mr. Trevor (Sudbury), Mr. S. Oliver (Sudbury), Mr. Addison, Mr. Richardson, &c. The address 
of Mr. Bradlaugh was a rhetorical performance 
of no mean order, and contained an excellent ex¬ 
position of the programme of the advanced 
section of the Liberal party. Whilst abstaining from personalities he effectually controverted 
statements recently made by Mr. Ashmead Bartlett. 
The audience throughout was very enthusiastic, and 
Mr. Bradlaugh was welcomed with loud and hearty cheers. AllusiouB to the Rev. Oanon Garratt were met 
on the other hand with universal groaning. Through¬ 
out the meeting perfect order prevailed, and though there were several Conservatives present they were 
entirely swamped by the enthusiasm of the audience. 
A rush of a few roughs at the back early in the even¬ 
ing was effectually frustrated by the doorkeepers, and 
they subsided. The only other feature "was a raid by 
some members of the Association on a distributor of 
pamphlets, reflecting on Mr. Bradlaugh's character, at 
the door, and his store was seized and speedily 
scattered to the winds. 

The Chaieman, in opening the proceedings, said he 
felt some diffidence in acceding to the request of the 
Ipswich Radical Association to take the chair at that 
meeting, but he acceded to it because he felt it was 
his duty to do so. [Cheers.] He was glad to take 
part in a Radical meeting, not that he was sure that 
he was altogether a Radical in the sense of the word 
in which some of them would use it. He should be 
glad, however, if at the close of that meeting, after 
listening to one so able to speak upon the subject, he 
should find himself totally in accord. They had no 
doubt noticed, as he had, that the term Radical had 
often been applied by their enemies to any or every 
wild or Billy or wicked scheme that mig ht happen to 
be.'set afloat, and if they could damage them by doing it he had no doubt they would. He thought, there¬ 
fore, they had done wisely in getting a man there who 
was able to speak with so much authority on the 
Radical programme. He was sorry to have noticed 
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in the local papers during the past few days that the 
religious element had been imported into the ques¬ 
tion. There was no occasion for that—[cheers] 
—except it had been possible to have had one 
of their excellent clergymen in the chair 
that night to show that he would, by his 
practical protest, do justice to those with 
whom he did not agree, and surely if their re¬ 
ligion was anything more than a profession they 
would do justice to their enemies as well aB to their 
friends. [Cheers.] There was a letter a few days 
ago not written by Canon Garratt—[hisses and groans] —but by a much cleverer man, he should say. The 
Rector of Tattingstone wrote a letter which might have 
been written by a Jesuit priest, a letter assuming that 
his type of religion was the only one to be considered 
in such questions as this. [Laughter.] They knew 
there was more religion in practice than in profesison. 
[Cheers. 1 He was glad the working-men of this 
country and their leaders knew how to link their po¬ 
litical principles with the highest of other principles, 
and that by their political principles and their political 
actions, they were feeding the hungry and clothing 
the naked and viBiting the sick, and comforting the 
oppressed and imprisoned. He had great pleasure in 
naming Mr. Bradlaugh as the chief speaker that 
evening. [Cheers.] But he knew him only as a poli¬ 
tician and as a persecuted man. [Loud cheers.] As a 
politician his name had gone over the world, and 
as a persecuted man it had also done so, and 
he had no doubt that in other lands they were asking 
what was coming to old England. Had they been 
fighting the battle of civil and religious liberty tor 
centuries and were now going to cling to the last 
miserable rag of intolerance [Cheers.] Were they 
going to rob Jews and Catholics of civil and religious 
liberty again No, they would give every man the 
right to his belief. If he was an honest man they 
would work with him as far as he would go with 
them. It was easy enough for the dishonest man to 
take his seat in Parliament ; it was the honest man 
that had the difficulty. [Cheers.] He hoped that 
Radicalism would help to do away with that state of 
things. [Loud cheers.] Mr. S. Foclgee (joint sec.) then read letters of 
apology from various gentlemen, among them Mr. H. 
Labouchere, M.P., who wrote:— 

10, Queen Anne's-gate, St. James's Park, 
February 18th. 

Dear Sir,—I am afraid that I shall not be able to attend 
your meeting, as Parliament will be sitting. This will be 
my loss rather than yours, as my views are so identical with 
those of Mr. Bradlaugh and of your excellent member, Mr. 
Jesse Collings, that I should only be able to say " ditto " to 
them.—Yours truly, H. Labouohehe. 

Mr. H. W. WeBt, Q.C., M.P., and Rev. J. P. A. 
Hervey were unable to be present, the latter gentle¬ man writing :— 

I must add that I read with great regret Canon Garratt's 
attack upon your association. To say that a political body of which Mr. Bradlaugh is president must necessarily be 
atheistical is just as reasonable as it would be to argue that, because Canon Garratt presided at a meeting of the London 
City Mission, that society must, therefore, be composed of 
bigoted and narrow-minded Tories. [Loud cheers.] 
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I have no doubt myself that a man may be a so-called 
infidel or atheist and yet be a lover of right and a seeker after truth, and that, being- so, he may be nearer the 
kingdom of heaven than some of the most orthodox chief 
priests, scribes, and Pharisees of the day — [Cheeis ] Mr. Come Grant, who was announced to be pre¬ 
sent, at the last moment, was unable to attend He 
wrote: — 

1, Mitre Court Buildings, Temple, E C 
March 4th, 1885 Dear Mr. Pengelly,—I was just sitting down to write to 

you this evening when your letter came Unfortunately my business engagements to-morrow prevent my getting away, and so, much, to my own disappointment, I am obliged to 
forego the pleasure of being on your platform m the 
evening Had I been able to come I should have seconded the re¬ solution m reference to the Affirmation Bill with the greatest readiness and heartiness It is nothing short of a national scandal that this question has so long remained unsettled, and it is not much satisfaction to be quite certain, as I am, that the new Paihament will make a clean sweep of these last efforts of bigotry out of the order-book of the House of Commons 

I really feel that it is a loss to me not to hear Mr Brad- 
laugh's definition of our programme, but I shall, of course, see his speech in the papers Mr Bradlaugh is entitled to 
speak for Radicals for years he has fought their battle with the only weapons we recognize in a free country—argument, eloquence, and agitation, and his steady sturdy fight for what h* believes to be light, and his success in winning it area lesson and an example which will not be thrown away on us 
younger men Will you please to explain to the meeting the cause of my 
absence, and believe me to be 

Youis very faithfully, Mr R S Pengelly. Corbie Grant. 
Mr J. Gurnev, of Northampton, wrote — 

Elysium Cottage, Northampton, March 4th, 1885 
Dear Sir,—Many thanks to yosrself and your committee for the kind invitation for Thursday evening next I am 

very glad to find, by the election of Mr Bradlaugh as your 
president, that there is in Ipswich such a strong Radical 
feeling and love for perfectly equal rights for all I trust 
that Mr Hopwood's Affirmation Bill will pass, and thus get rid of the last remnant of religious intolerance, and put an end to Mr Bradlau-h's long and harassing fight (not only for the rights of the Northampton electors), but for the inde¬ 
pendence of every constituencv in the country I should very much have liked to have been with you, but 
my nealth has been so very unsatisfactory lately that I dare 
not undertake the journey at this time of the year, and my 
age (nearly seventy-one) forbids mj doing many things I 
used to do I trust you may have a good and pleasant gathering I am, gentlemen, yours truly, Jos Gurvey. 

Messrs Poulger and Pengelly P S —Please, give my kind regards to Mr Bradlaugh 
Mr. R L. Everett wrote as follows: — 

Rushmere, Feb 19th, 1885, 
Dear Sir,—I thank you for enclosing me the ticket I 

have no sympathy whatever with the exclusion of Mr. 
Bradlaugh from the House I think it is both unjust and 
unwise Also I think his conduct all through hie long con¬ test with this Parliament has been very highly creditable to 
him But you must please excuse me from coming on to the 
platform —Tours truly, R L Everett. 

Mr Joseph Arch— [cheers]—was prevented by an en¬ 
gagement in Oxfordshire from attending, but hoped the 
meeting would be a successful one Mr Manning Pren¬ 
tice, Mr. E. Burgess, of Norwich, and Mr. F. H. Vertue, 
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of Southwold, expiessed similar wishes, but were 
unable to be present 

Mr C Beadlaugh, M.P who was received with 
loud and piolonged cheering and numerous demon¬ 
strations of enthusiasm, when the applause had sub¬ 
sided, said Friends, there is one matter that I should 
like to put to you before my lecture begins and that 
is that I always speak from a free platform At the 
conclusion of this lectuie any of you will have the 
right of questioning if I do n >t make myself clear 
any of you will have the right of opposition if you 
think you can answer me but questions and opposition muit necessarily be limited to the Radical programme on which it is my duty to address you [Cheers.] 
Although 1 speak here to-night as the President of 
the Ipswich Badical Olub, and am honoured in being 
permitted bo to speak, it is quite possible tfeat even 
some Radicals may think my programme too extreme, 
others may think it does not go far enough At the 
end the opportunity of supplementing if, hs well as of 
criticizing it, is equally open to the members as to 
everyone else Some may ask outside the Radical 
ranks—why announce a Radical programme p Why should Radicalism assume that it has a title to formu¬ 
late a programme and, to answer that it is neces¬ 
sary to dtal with the growth of parties during the 
laBt few years Once there were only two great 
parties m this country, the Whig and the Tory These 
were the outgrowth of 1688, and Whiggism meant the 
right of tbe nation to select its own chief magistrate, the right to dismiss him if be bioke his contiacc with 
the nation or as Pitt-, in one of his speeches in the 
Regency debate, put it, Whiggism affirmed the right of revolution Toryism affirmed that the succession 
was by heirship, and that the succession was divinely 
authorized, the people having no right, no duty, save 
that of submission Until 1760 that was pretty much 
the state of things, but, witii the failure of the Stuarts, 
modification of party grew very quickly, and Whig- 
gisra in tne latter half of the last century and in the 
nr»t quarter of this century might be fairly identified 
with efforts at progress Toiyism with steady and 
consistent resistance to everything that was good— 
[cheersj and although to-night, in the ground I 
have to take, I shall take ground hostile even to the 
Whigs, it would be ingratitude on the pait c f any Radi¬ 
cal who did not recognize that the platform we use to¬ 
day and the means we wield to-day for extending our 
political liberty, we owe in great part to the en¬ 
deavours of the Whigs during the Time when reac¬ 
tion threatened to annihilate free government in this 
oountry. [Cheers] Whiggism, however, has been 
modified ver> much, firBt by the contest between Eng¬ land and the thirteen colonies a little more than a 
hundred years ago, and next by the wave of feeling which passed all over Europe connected with the 
great French Revolution at the close of the century I am not sure whether m this country the result of 
the Revolution was not rather to retard liberty than 
anything else the result of the American struggle was clearly in favour of liberty During this century the development of industry, the accumulation of 
wealth in the hands of men who hitherto had it not 
opened out the possibility of a new party, a party 
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oomposed at first chiefly of men of the upper middle 
classes, a party which had but little influence in 
Parliament, because early in the present century 
scarce anyone could sit—except for one or two popu¬ 
lous places—except at the will of some great lord or 
landholder The aristocracy owned one House en¬ 
tirely, and had the complete monopoly of control id 
the other With 1832 a great change came Little it 
seems to us to day looking at what we have gained 
since—small it seems to us to-day regarding larger 
•victory later achieved—but you must see what Eng¬ 
land was prior to 1832 you must see what an utter 
sham the House of Commons was bo far as repre¬ 
sentation was concerned you must see men sitting 
for ruined walls and places that once had populations, 
and had nothing left except some few houses to give 
a sort of warrant for the seat Look at what was 
the state of things between 1819 and 1832 
In 1819, when there was great misery, great 
distress, great anguish, great agitation, Graggin? 
Acts were passed that m any other cou try 
but this would have compelled revolution Free meet¬ 
ings were forbidden, the lending of papers by one to 
another without magistrates' license was made an 
offence The right of association was, as far as the 
masses were concerned, utterly withheld from them, 
and when you look at the Six Aets of 1819 and 
take the 13 years which intervened between them and 
the achievement of the great Reform Bill, when you look at other countries and seethe revolutionary crises 
through which they have passed, there is great hope 
that England, which went through that without civil 
strife, may achieve everything in hkemanner [Cheers J 
After the Reform Bill of 1832 changes came quickly 
The first fight was a slow fight, a fight that was not 
completed for nearly 25 years—the fight for a cheap 
press and, speaking for Radicals to-night, I have the 
right to say that you owe the freedom of the press not 
to the Whigs and to the Liberal party who ultimately carried it, but to the poor Radicals —[cheers! —who 
went up and down the country selling Berthold's 
"Political Pocket Handkerchief" and a number of 
other unstamped papers aud some of you who may think I am not fair and do not pay tubute where 
tribute is due, I will ask to take a Parliamentary report made m 1855 about the time of the abolition of the stamp 
duties, ana you will find that, for the three years which 
succeeded the passing of the Reform Bill of 1832, in 
one of the schedules of that reoort there is a list of the 
people sent to gaol in connection with press offences, and the men who went to gaol were poor men, men 
whose wives and children hungered, save for the 
support their fellows gave while they were there 
[Cheers 1 And I hope that the day may come when 
in this country where you honour generals, where you make statues to princes —[laughter! —you will rescue 
from the records of the dungeons where these men lay their names that they may be handed dowu as an 
example to those who follow [Cheers ] Oue thing which made the Radicalism of to day possible was the 
great political agitation which, m connection with 
what I have been putting to you, stirred the whole 
heart of England—the political agitation against the 
Corn Laws and the political agitation for the Charter. 
The political agitation againBt the Corn Laws was 
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chiefly a middle class agitation, and we Radicals, who 
sometimes think that the middle class want too much of 
power and take too much of power, muBt remem* 
ber that if it had not been for the way they led, the 
way they organized, and the way they worked in that 
great agitation our agitation of to-day would be utterly 
impossible. | Cheers.] But we have the right to ask that 
those who contended 45 and 50 years ago for 
what were known as the five points of the Charter shall 
not be forgotten. [Cheers.] Read the Chartist circular 
of 1839, take the fact that on Christmas Day of that 
year there were more than a hundred poor men in 
gaol for advocating points many of which have since 
been enacted and are now lawful by Statute— 
[cheersl—and the bulk of the remainder of which 
will be advocated by me in the course of this evening's 
speech; and no one will dream of making them a 
matter for prosecution. [Cheers.] But our Radicalism 
has been rendered still more wholesome, still more 
possibly useful, by the perpetuation of that cheap press 
for which the Radicals went to gaol. [Cheers.] Those who are against us taunt us with our ignorance ; 
many a man who knows nothing of me glibly measures 
the amount of my knowledge. [Laughter.] But it is 
true that 60 years ago the poor only knew their 
wrongs; and it is not enough for a Radical to know 
his wrongs ; he must know how to achieve his rights. 
[CheerB.] It is not enough for him to make a com¬ 
plaint against those who aggrieve him ; he has to do 
more than that. He must know that his duty as a citizen of the State ia as large and as full as 
that of every other man. He must make him¬ 
self acquainted with the questions of the day, 
and it is only by the cheap press that 
it has been possible to do that. In 1867 
that which men were being gradually educated 
up to was achieved in the boroughs. In boroughs 
power was given to the mass of the people, and by the 
Redistribution Bill, Blight as it was, of 1867 the power of the aristocracy was further diminished, and Bince 
then they have marched with tremendous strides. 
Take the growth of political clubs in every district, in 
every provincial town, in London itself, which is the 
most Bluggish of all the boroughs of England. ("Hear, 
hear.] Look how these clubs have grown. I'ormy 
part I don't care whether the club is Liberal or Con¬ 
servative or Radical so long as it is a place where men 
meet and think and examine and discuss the questions of the day. [Cheers.] I admit that Conservatives 
have wonderful facilities for concealing from them¬ 
selves the truth— [laughter] - and, therefore, not 
communicating it to other people. But it is simply 
impossible for a man to read much and talk much 
without becoming better acquainted with what is 
passing around him. And then I say it is important that the great trades organizations of thiB country have during the last twenty years paid attention to 
politics. It used to be a doctrine in all trade 
societies, it is a doctrine in some still, that 
political questions ought not to occupy them. No 
greater mistake is possible. You cannot make social 
reform except by means of your political opinions and 
political action. [Hear, hear.] You cannot remedy the wrougs of which you complain except by in¬ 
fluencing the whole of the State through the Legisla. 
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ture of your country. It has been pleasant to me in 
the great organizations of the miners in Durham, in 
Northumberland, in Yorkshire, and in Wales to find 
political resolutions year after year figuring upon their programme, and it is something to boast for 
them that the County Franchise, which has been enacted this last year, formed part of the political 
requirements of each of the great mining organiza¬ tions I have spoken of for at least the last 15 years. 
[Loud cheers.] It is important as Bhowing that these 
men felt the need of it; it is important as showing that this country was patient enough to agitate for it 
through all that long period without riot and without disorder. [Cheers.] There is one name which you cheered amongst the letters which were read which 
ought not to be passed over. From a national point of view no man amongst the agricultural labourers 
has done more than Joseph Arch—[loud cheers]—in 
educating them in their political responsiblities. 
[A Voice : Jesse Colliugs.] I cannot possibly name everybody, and I don't want to do 
any injustice to your member—[cheers]—but I am quite sure he would be one of the 
first to Bay that the wordB I used in reference to the 
agricultural labourers were strictly true. In 1880 
Radicalism was not only recognised as a party in 
Parliament, but it is recognised in the Ministry itself. 
[Cheers.] It puts upon us the duty of declaring what 
we want. It puts upon us the duty of not standing before the public with simply vague denunciations of 
people with whom we do not agree. We are bound to 
tell, so that men may plainly know, what it is we are 
aiming at, and how we hope to get it. [Cheers.] Mr. 
Goschen—[groans and hisses]—in a very able speech, 
perhaps too able—[laughter]—made in Edinburgh, 
says that democracy is now enthroned in the seat of 
power. That is not true. There are great possibilities for democracy at the next General Election, but men 
don't swim with their firBt plunge into the sea, when 
they have never been taught to Bwim. They make 
many a foolish plunge and waste much strength, and 
all that we have is the possibility of future develop¬ 
ment, the possibility of future power, a possibility that 
is clear if we open our eyes and look around 
us, a possibility that is clear if we listen 
to what our antagonists Bay of our remarks, and what we say of ourselves. But it is not 
certainty, and struggles against vested interests 
are long and heavy, and need patience on the part of 
the poor. [Cheers.] I do not intend to discuss the 
question to-night of any enlargement of the Franchise, 
although I am one of those who have held, and Ihepe 
always shall hold, that the Franchise Bhonld be com¬ 
plete, and be given to every citizen required to 
obey the law, to every citizen required to con¬ 
tribute to the expenditure of the country, without dis¬ 
tinction of classes. [Cheers.] I regard the step which 
has just been taken as one which is so great and so 
vast that we may well truBt to the legitimate effect of 
the influence which thus arises for the practical 
achievement of the addition which must come, and I 
assume that the redistribution of political power will 
be very much upon the lines of the Bill which is now 
before the House of Commons. I regret frankly the 
fashion in which the Bill haB been arrived at. I think 
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that such compromises may possibly be disastrous to 
the political power of the nation. [Hear, hear.] I 
assume that the Redistribution Bill is wider 
than we could have got by a fight. I assume 
there would have been no possibility until, at any 
rate, the expiry of another Parliament, and perhapB 
years then, of achieving all that has been 
achieved by this compromise- But I say that, in 
a country which professes to have representative 
institutions, every matter of legislation should be 
discussed openly, and that there ought not to be any 
committee of men on either side or on both sides 
sufficiently powerful to plan such a measure that no 
discussion on it of an effective nature is to be allowed, 
and that the men on both sides are pledged to it. In 
fact the better the compromise the more I shall object 
to it, because if you have a tyranny, and the tyranny 
is good, you pass a bad thing for the sake of the good 
results. Kow, whenever the people abandon their 
initiative, whenever they abandon their right of 
criticism, whenever they leave one man or a com¬ 
mittee of men to do that for the nation which the 
nation should do for itself, however good the thing 
may be, they hare abandoned part of their aelf- 
reKanee, they have abandoned part of their political 
vitality, and that is a matter which good men should 
ever regret. [Cheers.] As it wi]I have an effect on 
the programme I submit to yon, It is right I ahsrald 
tsfl yon Ism going to assume two thmg? cr= ft&ft 
ttra Gtaneral ISkction ia likely to take _. ^ \L& 
month,offKbvember, and nest that Bsi r_ ...eft 
moan, and ought to mean, Beinn n : re¬ 
volution.. [Hear, hear.] And I *..; _ to 
yon * praposiStau thai lerohfe ~ - -~j 
HasSffiaHfe, whine thcsrais no JreeEtoas, w _ - - - - m 
no froe speech, whero thesis m^oppaarituiak'./ : -<*-: .^a*- 
tjiBot^ whcrai fthws us no ©|»p©irSmi]sity at tfelii&ltoG>-bjjca &£ 
x%tmrniiii|g sl w®m 1foa> aj»ak for ywn im the Cbiuu^l of 
©t the rAtsffiA n tttait St ttum ©amly lb© jtmsti&l!!^, Dff St M 
$>v®f jwtiiBailbll^ vtInb») right isj fcaanjtal $m fey torn® 
amidl what® ifti® Mteraftfy ®£ th© sqiL%>J<fi£^: is ©vaiMiftifaia 
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not rich, unless they pay them. [Cheers.] I say that, while there are many men who, in spite of their riches, in consequence of good use of their leisure, are as 
devoted to Radicalism as the best men we could select, the general tendency must be the reverse. I say that 
to explain a man's wrongs you need that the exponent shall have himself suffered, or know and be in sym¬ 
pathy with those who have Buffered—[cheers]—and I 
urge that members should be paid. I will show you, too, the grave difficulty of members being paid merely by the constituencies who return them. In the present Parliament we have one man, Thomas Burt, the mem¬ 
ber for Morpeth—[loud cheers]—he is paid by the 
Northumberland miners, whose servant he is, and no 
body of men will ever have a more loyal, more 
honourable, purer, more honest, more thorough, more 
devoted servant than Thomas Burt is and has been. 
[Much cheering ] But I say that a man, by whom¬ 
soever he is chosen, be it by Ipswich, be it by Morpeth, wherever it may be, when he stands within the walls 
of Parliament he should cease to be alone the advocate 
of the electors who returned him, and he should be 
one who advocates the general welfare of the nation, even at the expense of those who returned him. 
[Cheers.] Well, the Northumberland miners pay 
Burt, and it is honourable to them to pay and 
to him to receive. There are not very many power¬ ful organizations which can pay their own members 
in the new Parliament, but I may tell you who there are likely to be. The Durham miners will 
send Crawford and Wilaon, Crawford a man of great 
power and ability, and WilBon a man of great in¬ 
tegrity. Toyn will probably be sent by the Cleve¬ 
land miners; 'William Abraham, a man of great 
ability, by the Ehondda miners ; Pickard by the 
Yorkshire miners, and perhaps there may be a dozen 
others sent in the same fashion. I say it will be a 
misfortune if the nation lets each of these associations 
pay its member. The men should not be allowed to 
consider that the duty lies on them to pay them, but 
they ought to be taught to think that the duty lies on 
the State generally, exacting services from them and 
takiag care that they do no Buffer by the service 
they render it. [Cheers.J Deputies are paid in 
France; they are paid in Italy; members of both 
Houses are paid in the United States of America, in 
the Congress, and m each of the States. I am not 
quite sure that they are not paid in England. 
[Laughter.] There are many men whose names 
you will find in a list of directors of public companies 
—[hear, hear]—who have been suddenly pro¬ 
moted to that position after they have written '* M.P." after their names, and, while I have no doubt 
that all theBe men are honest, still on a division on a 
Railway Bill—- [laughter]—it is worthy of note that 
you seldom or never find them voting against the Bills 
promoted by their own companies. [Laughter.] Of 
course, probably, each of tbem would say that he had 
studied the question before the Bill was introduced, 
and that he knew the Bill was good, but still to my 
mind there ought not to be a possibility of that 
influence. [Hear, hear.] Of course it is said that 
some seek to pay themselves by ambition. That is 
true, and I am not at all sure" it is anything to be 
ashamed of. For a man who thinks he can serve his 
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country in any position, it must be laudable ambition 
to try to serve it so. [Cheers.j Well, I leave that 
and come to a still more serious difficulty, especially 
assuming a general election in November. I mean 
the horrible depression of trade, not cnly in this 
country, but all through the civilized world—a de¬ 
pression which I am afraid is to grow more acute 
before it grows better. It is bad enough here but it is 
worse in Russia. The distress in the iron works, in the 
cotton works in Russia, in the mines in Russia has 
been so great during the paBt eight or nine months 
that it has literally overshadowed the Nihilist move¬ 
ment. The collisions between the troops in RusBia 
and the people have been so serious that what have 
been almost battles have taken place between them. 
We get very little of the real news here, because un¬ 
fortunately Russia thinks, as many foolish people 
think, that you may cure a disease by covering it 
over in darkness. [Cheers.] You do not. You make 
the body more corrupt and it breaks out into a 
volcano that burns—[loud cheers]—and the lava stream 
of which may ruin the nation aB the lava stream 
ruined Herculaneum. You have it in Germany, in Italy, 
in France—you have the bread riots in Paris. I do 
not wish to exaggerate them, but they are all illustra¬ 
tions of what is taking place. In Germany the 
distress is even more acute, so that m Berlin you have 
got a. petit etut d$ siege, almost a Btate of siege, and I 
will tell you why. Each of these countries for more 
than twenty years has been increasing its armaments. 
They have been using the men for soldiers who 
might have been ploughmen, who might have been 
hammermen, and who might have been employed in a 
huudred different useful fashions. [Cheers.] I am 
afraid there will be no reduction possible until the 
Radicals of every country in Europe, the Radicals in 
England I hope, setting the example, shall declare in 
favour of peace. [Loud cheers.] Huge armaments 
do not tend to peace. It does not make a man 
peaceable to carry two revolvers in his belt and a bowie 
knife. [Laughter.] He is likely to fire off the one and use 
the other when he is angry; if he has not got them he 
does not. [Laughter.] It is juBt the same with 
nations. When you make a trade of war the people want to use their trade. There are generals who want 
to win glory ; there are ministers who want to add 
territory; there are some who hold still to the old 
traditions of brute force that existed long before the 
printing preBS was invented, and who think that they still may make for them a name as they did for people in by-gone times. [Cheers.] Well, now I come to the 
programme, and there is a small thing which I regard as of considerable importance. [At this point the 
entrance of Mr. F. J. Bugg was greeted with loud 
cheering.] I say that Radicals should insist that one 
of the earliest works of the new Parliament should be 
to reform its procedure. And I will show you in 
what respect. At present no private member has any chance of carrying any Bill. However good that Bill 
may be, any member of the House of Commons, who 
may think a snuff- box as useful as a head— [laughterJ 
—may block the best Bill of the wisestman. ["Shame."] And when once a Bill is blocked it is not possible for 
any private member, without Government assistance, to run it successfully through its other stages. When 
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a Bill is read a second time it means that the matter to 
which the Bill relates is something requiring legisla¬ 
tion, and that the lines of the Bill are the lines of the 
legislation, although not every line of it shall be 
followed—it may be amended in committee—but that 
the matter is one that requires dealing with by a law 
on the lines of that Bill. I Bay that every Bill, which 
has arrived at the second reading, should be continued 
from one session of Parliament to another session 
of the same Parliament, and so on until it is 
accepted or rejected on its merits. [Cheers.] I 
say it ought not to be possible for men who have only brains enough to lie in the way and prevent other men 
from going on, and it ought not to be possible for 
them to hinder legislation. Why, during the last 25 
years there has been no good measure which has not 
been introduced over and over again. I say nothing of the expense of reprinting the Bills, but I say that 
the cost in the councils of the nation, the waste of 
time, the loss of time is terrible, and I say that 
measures ought to be taken to prevent that occurring. We ought, at least, to conduct our national business 
as wisely as we should any ordinary one. [Cheers.] Then I say that there ought to be no local bill legisla¬ tion ; that every locality having increased powers of 
self- government, which I hope will come very early in the new Parliament, should deal with the 
measures relating to that locality. It is absurd 
that you should discuss at Westminster whether 
you shall have a new branch of a railway in 
this district or whether you shall have a new canal, or 
whether there Bhall be a harbour in some place or a 
pier somewhere else. These are all things of which 
Parliament knows nothing, and as a matter of 
fact the whole discussion is of the most absurd 
character. I have not had a great deal of 
Parliamentary experience. [Laughter.] Still I sat in 
the House as a member, voting and speaking for five 
months and two weeks. During that time about 
thirty Bills which we fought upon came on for voting, and the lawyers on each side sent me very long printed statements. They send them to me still, although they are not much use. [Laughter.] They come to every member. I have great confidence that lawyers try to 
keep to the truth— [laughter] —but they do not always 
succeed—[renewed laughter]—and occasionally even a 
solicitor in making out a statement on behalf 
of his client is apt to put it the way he thinks it ought to be rather than the way it is. [Laughter.] I must 
say that I do not think these statements influence the 
voting muoh, for all the railway directors naturally 
arrange these matters amongst themselves, and the inde¬ 
pendent members do not listen to the discussion. If they do they do not learn anything. [Laughter.] Youcannot 
listen to a discussion of a local question with technical 
matters arising, you cannot without special local know¬ 
ledge understand the arguments and objections used 
on either side, about things of minute detail, and ex¬ 
amination it is impossible in such a discussion to give. Your Whip meets you and says, " You are ' aye,' " or " You are ' no ';" and if you are good you will do as 
your Whip tells you. I was not good. [Laughter.] I was obliged to arrive at some way of voting. I 
always tried to give a conscientious vote on all rail¬ 
way matters, but it was very difficult until I made 
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this'determination. I waited ,to see whioh lobby Sir 
Edward Watkin went into, and then I went into the 
opposite one. [Laughter and loud cheers.] But one 
cannot expect Sir Edward Watkin to live for ever, and therefore I suggest that legislation ought not to 
be decided by such arbitrary and hap-hazard methods; 
therefore I say there should be no private bill legisla¬ 
tion at all. [Cheers.] If there are matters in which 
relief beyond the ordinary law iB needed for any 
special case, if it is determined it is right that that 
relief should be granted, then there should be a 
tribunal of a j udicial character open alike to the poor 
and to the rich to give such relief. A private Bill is 
only open to the very rich; a private Bill is costly, 
and a private Bill sometimes takes away public funds. 
I have one case of a Bill passed in the very first 
year of the present reign which dealt with the sum of 
630,000?., which had been left in the hands of a few 
trustees, and after being removed from the 
Bank of England without the knowledge of the 
trustees, it was converted to the uses of a 
private family. It is one of the cases which I hope to fight in the House of Commons. [Loud cheers.] I 
lmean the case relating to the disposal of the money invested to cover the perpetual pension of the Duke 
of Richmond. I say it as an illustration to show you 
how improper private Bill legislation may be. And 
now I coma to what seems to me to be the battle¬ 
ground of Radicalism, the first plank of the Radical 
platform, and that is land-law reform Still follow- 
ing'tbe lines of reform and not of revolution, I say 
you waut to abolish the law of primogeniture in cases 
of intestacy, that you want to get rid of the practice 
of primogeniture, as it prevails in the case of settle¬ 
ment and entail and so on.' You want to make the 
transfer of land cheap, easy, and safe. [Cheers.] To do 
that you need a register of all transfers in every 
county in England, but there is no reason that the 
registration of the transfers of land with the facilities 
afforded by the Ordnance Survey now rapidly ap¬ 
proaching to completion should be in any degree costly. 
The register of the transfer of land ought, excepting 
in the length of the parcel, to be as easy as the 
register of a birth or marriage, or of a death, and the 
certificate ought not to be much more costly. And 
here I oome to what some have described as the 
revolutionary part of my programme. I say that you 
need an enactment bringing compulsion to bear on 
every holder of land which is capable of cultivation 
with profit, and which is not now utilized either for 
public purposes or for reasonable private pur¬ 
poses. I do not think you should try, even if 
the power comes into your hands, to strain and 
press this point, and reasonable private purposes 
should include great indulgence for purposes of 
pleasure, great indulgence for the habits of life to 
which certain classes have been accustomed ; but even 
then there is a wide margin, and I urge that the hold¬ 
ing, in an uncultivated state, of land capable of culti¬ 
vation with profit, subject to these conditions, 
should be a punishable offence, and the punishment 
for the offence should be forfeiture of the land. 
[Hear, hear.] I do not mean by forfeiture, forfeiture 
without any compensation, although in some cases that 
would be exactly what ought to happen—[laughter]— 
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and the price that would be received would some¬ 
times be the original price at which the land came 
into the family. [Loud laughter and cheers.] 
But I would suggest that the land should be taken, 
upon conviction, at so many years' purchase, what¬ 
ever was regarded as a fair ordinary rate of pur¬ 
chase in the country, calculated on the basis of the last 
seven or fourteen years, produce profit return to the 
owner. I will tell you what I mean by produce 
profit return. I would not consider it produce 
profit return if a man had cleared away miles of 
land of sheep farms to make way for deer, because 
of the great rent that a man who is rich would give 
for the pleasure and the luxury of killing these deer. 
[Cheers.] We would regard as produce profit the 
sort of" profit which adds to the wealth of 
the nation by the fair and reasonable utilization of 
the land ; and I allege there iB nothing improper in 
this. If a labouring man in Ipswich leaves his wife 
and children chargeable to the parish and runs away, 
you offer a reward for his apprehension as a criminal. 
You say, "You have no right to take away your 
labour from its responsibilities, its duties, and its 
obligations," and I say in a crowded country like this, 
when men recommend emigration to different climates, 
no landowner has the right to leave his land without 
fulfilling the responsibilities and duties which land 
should entail where population is so great. [Cheers.] And I would say that the purchase money of the land¬ 
holder should be paid in bonds of the State, bear- 
the same interest as consolidated stock, and that 
the laud taken by the State should not be 
sold, but should be let to tenant cultivators on terms 
of tenancy proportionate to the improvement made in 
it. That is, the more a man should improve it the 
longer he should be allowed to hold it for himself and 
for his children. If the improvements made are great, 
you must hold out some inducements to energy, some 
encouragement to a man to use all his skill and all his 
knowledge, and you must remember every shilling's- 
worth he produces lessens the poor-rate, lessens the 
sum of national taxation. You have an inoreased 
power of wages, not by increasing the money value, but by increasing its purchasing .power and lessen¬ 
ing the outgoings of the country. [Cheers.] For I would remind you once for all, because 
it has bearing on other points of the lecture, that 
a man's wages are not to be measured by the number 
of shillings paid. Five shillings in London, in Ips¬ 
wich, in New York, may be very different wages, 
although they are the same in amount. Five shillings in New York may not be a larger wage than 3s. in Ips¬ wich. It depends upon what food costs, what clothing 
costs, what rent is, and what perpetual pensieus you have got to pay— [loud laughter and cheers] —how 
many scientific frontiers you desire to have—[laugh¬ 
ter]—or what " Peace with honour" bubbles you may blow. I say there should be a re-valuatiou of the land 
of this kingdom for the purpose of levying a land-tax. 
I do not know what is a fair land-tax. There is a 
nominal land-tax, that is not a real one. It is 
levied upon a valuation made 200 years ago. 
Now, you had a little while ago a speech ex¬ 
ceeding in ability and eloquence anything that I can 
say, delivered by the President of the Reform Club 
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of this place. [Cheers.] Now, I wonder what his 
enemies would say were he to propose an income- tax 
on wages at the rate paid in the year 1692 They 
would say he was a Radical rascal. [Laughter.] They 
would attribute it to the natural dishonesty of 
democracy. I do not suggest that it is so 
in the case that I allude to, but I do say that the 
land should be re-valued all through the country for 
the proper levying of the land tax. William III. said 
that the landowners were cheats in the valuation 
they made. Sir Robert Walpole used strong language, 
very expressive, but rather coarse. I will not imitate 
him ; I will only say that sometimes there is a sort of 
moral obliquity that does not enable us sufficiently to 
distinguish between what belongs to us and what be¬ 
longs to other people, and we are apt to 
take the beBt view of our own affairs. [Laugh¬ 
ter.] At any rate I suggest that that should 
be corrected, and I say when the right land- 
tax is found it should be applied on a graduated scale. Enormous estates are unwholesome. I would 
say that having determined what should he a reason¬ 
ably fair estate that the normal land-tax should be 
applied to that. I will place it at 10,000 acres. 
I dare say most of you in this room would be satisfied 
with that. [Laughter.] At any rate if anyone thinks that is too low a maximum, I shall be very 
glad to hear anything on the other side. Then opon 
10,008 to 20,000 I would double the tax; from 20,000 
to 40,000 I would double it again; from 40,000 to 
80,000 I would double it again; and I doubt 
whether it would want much more doubling 
after that. [Laughter and cheers.] That is, I would Bay that this is a free country; 
that a man may hold as much land as 
he likes. It is a free country, you cannot 
have any doubt about that, though there are some 
slight limitations—for example, if you have got no 
home, and no money, and your clothes are ragged, 
you are not free to sleep in the open air at night, in 
the summer time ; that is a crime. [Hear, hear.] But 
with the exception of these slight limitations this is a 
free country, and I would not in any way limit the freedom of the great Duke of Sutherland to 
hold nearly 1,200,000 acres of land. But I say that, if 
he does hold it, bo that some have to go to Manitoba, 
some to California, some to New Zealand, some crowd 
into the great centres where men press one another to 
death in the struggle for life, at least he should 
pay more to the police-rate, more to the poor-rate, more to the general rates of the country. [Loud cheers ] If you tell nse that the tax I propose would 
he an absurd tax which could not be paid, I can only say that then the land would have to be sold, and in time 
good results would arrive. I am in favour of some 
such a measure as that proposed by your own member 
for the creation of peasant proprietors. [Cheers.] I think, at any rate, it is a good thing that peasant proprietors should be created. Men 
don't quarrel with their landlords when they have no 
landlords. [Laughter.] That takes away a great deal of strife and bickering. The advantages that 
resulted from the sale of the lauds under the Irish 
Church Act shows what might have been don© 
if the Irish Land Act of 1S"I) could possibly have 
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been carried out on the same lines If y©u give men 
an interest in the land they see that when they put their hand to the plough they are notonly working and 
making their furrows, but that there is a possibility of 
increasmgthe produce of their harvest for future years. 
[Cheers ] And I Bay there must be a reduction of our 
national expenditure The anpual expenditure has in¬ 
creased by forty millions of pounds in the 
present reign Forty million pounds ' It is 
so enormous, so horrible, so terrible, that the 
mind haraly grasps figures like that [Cheers ] And 
your local expeuditure is increasing rapidly and your local debts Of course, of the local debts one cannot 
talk very confidently without knowing how much ad¬ 
vantage a neighbourhood may have received from 
sanitary improvement, how much illness may have 
been avoioed, how much has been added to the general 
health of the locality But when I tell you that 
your local expenditure has increased 60 millions of 
pounds during the last seven years you will see it is 
a serious thing [Hear, hear] No individual, no 
nation, no locality, can go recklessly into debt 
without laying up misery for their children who 
succeed them Debt is a mortgage on people yet unborn Your earnings before you were born were 
mortgaged for war debt, mortgaged for sulphur— 
[cheers]—mortgaged for brimstone, mortgaged for 
powder, mortgaged for murder, mortgaged for the 
carnage and demoralization that leave their stain for 
years afterwards, and have left their mark on our history. 
[Loud cheering ] I am afraid I am trespassing on your time— [loud cries of *' Go on "]—but there are several 
matters with which, with your permission, I should 
like to d<*al before I sit down [Hear, hear, and 
cheering ] I say that you must contend for the 
abolition of the hereditary principle in legislation— 
[hear, hear]—you must remember I have dealt 
with all this on the question of reform Some 
people say, •' Abolish the House of Lords " I 
don't think you can do that by reform I think 
that is a revolutionary matter And I think 
if the Lords do as men like Lord Rosebery and 
others seem inclined to do, meet us by reform, that it is 
our duty to make considerable concessions and 
to give way peacefully But we can't per¬ 
mit, in a country which pretends to have Parlia¬ 
mentary representation, that one chamber should 
always be hostile to the general progress of the 
nation [Hear, hear ] If you have a senate let it be 
a senate in which all are peers- peers not by the 
accident of birth—[cheers]—but by the services they render I admit that men who are reared in wealth 
have opportunities of leisure and culture which those 
who are born in the ranks of the class to which I 
belong have not, hut I say they should justify that by the service they give They start with great advan¬ 
tages in the begiuning, they are not handicapped in 
the race of life by hunger and by struggling, and I 
say that the peers who should sit m Parliament are 
not the peers made by Qupen's right and royal patent, 
but the peers whom history records when all are dead, who worked out their patents of peerage by their 
services to the nation [Loud cheers ] There IB 
another thing conuected with the House of Lords that 
I must mention It may seem a trifling point, 
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but it is really an important one I think 
the power of the House of Lords as a final 
tribunal of Parliament should be taken away I 
don't know whether you are aware that every peer of 
Parliament, wise or not, has the right to go in on the 
hearing of every legal appeal, and the judgment of 
the most ignorant—if there be an ignorant peer—and the judgment ot the most foolish if there be a foolish 
peer —[laughter]—is as valid as that of the Lord 
Chancellor sitting on the woolsack You will tell 
me that doea not happen, and I am brund to say that 
since the time of Daniel O'Connell there has been an 
abandonment by common consent, until lately, of 
the right You may remember that Daniel O'Con¬ 
nell, having been tiled in Dublin, orought hiB convic¬ 
tion on error to Parliament, and a number of peers 
who disliked O'Oonnell came there to vote that the 
conviction was good in law, although it was bad 
And after the Hou«e of Lords decides a matter 
of law there is no kind of appeal They are the final tribunal of all statutes, and if 
they interpret the word "not" m any statute 
as "it shall be," that would be the meaning of 
the word until a fresh statute was passed Well, the 
Lord Chancellor made an appeal to the Peers not to 
allow political prejudices to affect the c iuse of justice, and they all walked out without voting But I was 
present at an appeal about two years ago, and there was 
one Peer who came and sat down during the hearing, 
and gave judgment, who wasnotalaw lord—Lord Den- 
man—nothing would ever make him a law lord— 
[laughter] —and if five lords like Lord Deuman had 
come in the judgment would have been contrary to 
the law which I 3ay ought not to have been possible. 
But I am hound to say that Lord Blackburn, on find¬ 
ing that Loid Denman intended to give judgment that he ought not, gave a judgment which neutralized 
Lord Denman's, but I say there ought not to be 
such a thing, and the power of the House 
of the Loids generally to give judgment on an 
appeal ought not to exist [Cheers ] And this I say, 
there bhould be a disestablishment of the State Church 
[Hear hear, and loud cheering ] It seems rather an 
ungrateful thing for me to say that, after the letter 
which you cheered so much at the oommeucement of 
the meeting, aud I desire here to say most gratefully 
that I owe a debt to the writer, whom I have never 
met and nevei may meet, for many more generous 
than just things that he has Baid of me [Cheers J 
But it is no question of my personal feelings it is a 
question of politics [Hear, hear] I Bay that since 
1857 this empire has controlled from Westminster 
some three hundred million human beings Thev are 
of every kind of faith, hostile to one another You have 
a handful of men of the Church of England, a hand¬ 
ful of the Church of Scotland, a larger handful of 
Nonconformists of different sects an enormous 
handful of Buddhists, an enormous handful of 
Brahmins, and an enormous handful of Ma- 
hommedaus— and I would remind you that 
there are two Brahmins knocking at the door of 
Parliament now who will seek to enter it at another 
election Besides these you have Jews and besides 
them a number of men who have none of these faiths 
and I say it is the duty of the State to be juBt to all 
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[Cheers.] Privilege for none, penalty on none who 
may choose to stand outside all these liberty for all 
who desire to worship, and protection for those who 
need it [Cheers ] Let every tub stand on its 
own bottom—[loud cheers] —and no Act of 
Parliament as a hoop for rotten staves 
which cannot stand up [Renewed and con¬ 
tinued cheering ] And I have the right to remind 
you as a stranger—although the greeting you have 
given me is as if you knew me well—that I contended 
this in Paris and that I offended my Radical fuends m 
Pans for speaking against the enforcement of the 
laws against religious bodies in Pans because I said 
the justice we claim we ought to afford to others. 
[Cheers ] We have a fair assurance of electoral rights 
in the Bills as they stand the right to elect need not 
be discussed the right to be elected is not nearly so 
complete [Hear, hear J I would not disqualify, as 
the law does clergymen of the Church of England. 
There should be no sectarian disqualifications, though 
of course there was a reason as to clergymen, as it was 
considered they had Convocation which was a Parlia¬ 
ment of itself But to-day it does not exercise any 
legislative functions, and I don't think that clergymen 
of the Established Church should be excluded any 
more than clergymen of the Presbyterian, the Romish, 
the Unitarian, or the other Nonconformist bodies, all 
of whom have sat and voted There should be no 
exclusion, except for crime and for Government con¬ 
tractors and others as laid down by the Btatute. 
[Hear, hear ] But there is wanting the right to sit 
when elected to make the record complete, and I 
want to draw your attention far beyond the possibili¬ 
ties of my own case The Master of the Rolls, whose 
judgment we must regard and respect as law until the 
House of Lords reverses it—and I must say, as 
a suitor who has often troubled judges—[laughterl —that I believe they give their judgments accord¬ 
ing to the best of their ability, without partiality or prejudice—[hear, hear]—the Master of the Rolls 
says that if a member duly returned and in no way 
disqualified, obeys the law m everything, but obeys it after the order of the House ordering him not to, that he would hold that what was done had not been 
done—[laughter and " shame "]—because the House 
has the power of so ordering [Hear, hear ] I say if 
that is so it should not he so, and I ask you as Radicals 
not to cast your votes lu the ballot-box for any man, 
whether Liberal or Radical or Tory, who will not see 
that the right of the elected should be respected, who¬ 
ever the electors [Cheers ] I would put it to the 
ConBervatives that it is more important to them than 
to Radicals They admit that the majority will be 
Radicals What would they say if a man m 
my position at some time of my life were to stand 
m the House of Commons, and move and carry a resolution with the Radical majority behind 
him that a certain member, say, Sir Stafford Northcote, Bhould not be allowed to comply with the law and 
take his seat? Would they not say it was mean and 
disgraceful, and dishonourable to gag a man whom 
you would not listen to and could not answer And 
that is what I say to you [Loud cheers ] There is 
one question on which I don't intend to express any 
opinion to night, but which I think is a question 
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which Radicals will have to solve. I mean the 
question of Imperial Federation, or colonial disruption. It is a very wide question, but it is one which 
Radicals muBt study, not only from the point of 
view of those who sit here in England, but in 
regard to what the colonies think about it, and what sort of a legislature, and what sort of 
representation they are prepared to ask. [Hear, hear.] I think a Radical programme should hegin with, 
have on each side, and end with the word "Peace." 
[Cheers.] War is brutal; war belongs to the past; war belongs to the time when men fought with two- 
handed swords, wielded huge axes and maces, and the 
strongest was king. Brute force ruled; barbarism 
ruled. Since then boobs have grown. [Cheers.] Libraries have multiplied, schools have arisen; 
teachers with pens and tongues, the tongues sometimes 
moving the passion for the moment and leaving little 
or no trace afterwards, and the pen speaking in the 
same tone always, bitter it may be, calm it may be, 
biting it may be, energetic it may be, and whether 
you like it or dislike it the pen and the press and 
the type have decided much that force used to decide. 
Once the criminal had the wager of battle inthis country, 
and a man in peril of his life for murder could have 
an appeal to murder. It was regarded as brutal be¬ 
cause a big six-foot murderer got off. [Laughter.] And 
yet now people who pretend to be civilized, as you do ; 
people who pretend to be humane, as you do; people 
who pretend to have sympathy with their fellows, as 
you do, will send out troops to fight with people you 
don't know, whose quarrels you have no knowledge 
of, and they kill them and burn their homes. [Long 
continued cheering.] I bee that a little while ago, and I 
think on this very platform, opposite views were urged by 
one who, being regarded as the mouthpiece of those who 
cheered him, is entitled to reply for them, if not for 
himself. [Laughter.] He said that "in the interests of 
civilization " it was DecesBary|that Khartoum Bhould be 
taken, and that when it was taken it should be held 
for the safety of Egypt and for the peace of the world. 
[Laughter.] The highway robber did not make the 
peace of the world when he said, " Stand and de¬ 
liver." [Cheers.] When a nation robs and murders 
it makes the crime no less because it does it in mul¬ 
titudes. [Cheers.] The moral conscience deadened, we 
shift the shame on that one, and that one, and that 
one ; and you, who would shrink from taking a poker 
and knocking your neighbour down and robbing him, 
have no shrinking from sending out an 80-ton gun 
to blow to pieces people whom you don't even 
know—their land, their dwellings, their manners, 
and their thoughts. [Cheers ] And the speaker said 
that you were to do it to give to them the good 
government you had given to Iudia, where people 
enjoyed blessings which for centuries they bad been 
utter strangers to, where they had peace instead of 
war, security instead of invasion, development of 
trade instead of warfare, and he said this with the 
knowledge that in 1877 and 1878 we let people in the 
North of India starve because we over-taxed them to 
steal a " scientific frontier." [Cheers.] He knew 
that we had more than trebled the national debt of 
India, he knew that we h*d enormously increased its 
annual expenditure. But he made one boast with 
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relation to Iudia and Egypt—a boast which, if it was 
true, would have been a sorry one, but which has not 
even the merit of beiug true. [Laughter and cheers.] As I am going to contradict everything he said on 
this matter, I will read the whole of it. Speaking of 
Lord Beaconsfield: "It was ho who made British 
influence paramount in Egypt some years ago ; who 
made for his country the spleudid purchase of a large interest in the Suez Canal, the shares beiug worth 
three times the sum that we gave for them. England 
gave 4.000 000^. for the shares, and they are worth at 
least 12,000,000^. now." ["Oh, oh."] If Mr. Ash- 
mead Bartlett-[hiBseB] —had not had the meaue of 
information one might have been inclined to have 
dealt more lightly with it than I am inclined to deal. 
I will tell you the facts. Mr. Disraeli's Government 
in 18" 5 bought 176,602 shares, which did not then and 
which will not, until 1894, bear any dividend coupon 
attached at all, which were not then, and have not 
been since, quoted on any market in the world ; he 
only made them worth 12,000,OCOi. by taking the rate 
quoted for dividend-paying shares. These shares 
paid no dividend at all— [laughter] —and instead of 
giving a paramount influence in the company 
they neither gave right to speak at any meeting nor 
to vote at any meeting, nor to exercise any authority in connection with the company at all. [Laughter.] And when three English directors were appointed by 
bargain, Mr. Disraeli's Government was obliged to 
buy them special qualification shares because not one 
of these 176,602 shares even gave them the right to go into a shareholders' meeting and listen to a report 
beiug read. [Great laughter and loud cheers.] In 
order to deceive the English public a guarantee was 
taken from Ismail of five per cent., not upon the 
shares, but upon the purchase money. Ismail was 
insolvent, and Lord Beaconsfield's Government ought 
to have known it, because I published in November, 
1875, an analysis of his accounts showing his insol¬ 
vency—an analysis which was said to be a lie then, 
but which was known six months afterwards to be 
true, because Ismail declared his own bankruptcy. 
[Cheers.] They took a guarantee of 5 per cent, from 
Ismai', and then sent financial missions to Egypt to 
bolster up the finances of Egypt. What have we 
to do with the finances of Egypt It is enough to do 
with our own finances and to pay our way. [Cheers.] But from this step came all the rest, from the financial 
missions came the Dual Control, from the Dual Control 
the dethronement of Ismail, and from the dethronement 
of Ismail the putting of Tewfik in hiB place with a 
promise to maintain him there. ^Hear, hear.] I say 
that such promises should not have been made with¬ 
out the authority of Parliament, any such pro¬ 
mises when made should have been communi¬ 
cated to Parliament, and I say that the promise of 
a Government which may cause expenditure of 
public money and loss of liveB is a promise 
that ought not to be binding on the nation until 
Parliament has confirmed it. [Cheers.] I am one of 
those whoBe conscience happens to be clear on 
this Egyptian matter; I have opposed it right through. 
But I am bound to say, while disagreeing with Mr. 
Gladstone's Government—I am bound to say that the 
traditions of Government have been that the Govern- 
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ment going into office regards itself bound by the 
engagements made for it, and you must look at it 
from the point of view of a Government as well as 
from the point of view of an individual. But I say it 
is a disgraceful thing for a member of the Conserva¬ 
tive party, the wealth of whose family—[laughter] — 
should have given him leisure to get information, and, 
if he did not get it himself, the person whom he em¬ 
ploys to compile his imperfect knowledge for 
him - [laughter]—might have gone to the proper 
sources for it- it is a disgraceful thing for 
him to come here and make the sort of 
attacks that he did upon a man who, whether you 
agree with him or disagree with him, stands at the 
close of his long life as one of the giants among 
English statesmen. [Cheers, which were several 
times renewed ] I say if this young and glib speaker 
had been capable of shame he should have said, " Ws 
digged the pit and left those who followed us to fill it 
if they conld; we made the bloodshed possible; we 
pledged English honour ; we pledged English gold in 
meddling with bondholders' manipulations ; we made 
the ties which we have left a Liberal Government to 
extricate itself from if it could, and on us is Bome of 
the shame as well " [Loud cheering, during which 
the speaker resumed his seat, after speaking rather 
more than an hour. The cheers were several times 
renewed with waving of hats and handkerchiefs, but 
at last subsided.] Lord John Heevey, who was received with lond 
cheers, said he made no apology for being present 
on that platform. [Cheers.] For the last ten 
or twelve years he had been in friendly rela¬ 
tions with the Liberals of Ipswich and its 
neighbourhood, and he was, therefore, not surprised 
at receiving an invitation from the Ipswich Radical 
Association to attend their gathering. [Cheers.J He 
did not call himself a Radical, but when their Tory 
opponents in the press and on the platform did him 
the honour of speaking of him as a Radical he did not 
decline the compliment. [Cheers.] But he preferred 
to adhere to the name of Liberal because it repre¬ 
sented the principles which he thought most important 
in English political life. When he acccepted the 
invitation of their committee he knew they had 
chosen Mr. Bradlaugh as their president, and that 
that gentleman was to deliver an address. They had 
a right to choose Mr. Bradlaugh just as the electors of 
Northampton had a right to choose him as their re¬ 
presentative in Parliament, and he was glad to meet 
him on that platform that evening. He had never 
Been him before but once, and then he did not see 
him because it was night. [Laughter.] It was in 
1865 or 1866. and Mr. Bradlaugh was then addressing 
a mass meeting on the subject of Parliamentary 
reform. Having seen him and heard him he 
recognized in him a power of political exposi¬ 
tion which was masterly. [Loud cheers ] It was 
as a politician he came to listen to Mr. Bradlaugh; 
as a politician that gentleman had spoken; as a 
politician they invited him to come; and he believed 
that the IpBwich Radical Association, let men say 
what they would, was a purely political association. 
[Renewed cheering 1 With regard to Canon Garratt 
—[hisseB]—he could not help thinking that that 
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gentleman, in the course of his studies, had become 
enamoured of some of the practices of. the Pope of 
Rome. The Pope, when angry, mounted his throne 
and addressed himself to the world, and often 
indulged in a lot of bad language. [Laughter.] Canon Garratt, when angry, weDt to a Mission 
meeting, addressed himself to the town of Ipbwich, and used some bad language. [Renewed laughter.] The Pope used to give various titles of honour to 
great personages to whom he wished to pay a special 
compliment. Canon Garratt, wishing to do honour to a 
worthy knight who often paid a visit to the White Horse 
Hotel in Ipswich—[laughter]—gave him the title of 
the " God-fearing candidate." [Renewed laughter.] One Pope excommunicated the English King John, 
and placed his kingdom under an interdict. Canon 
Garratt excommunicated Mr. Bradlaugh, and placed the Radical Association under an interdict. He 
wished Cauon Garratt would give them the liberty to 
think as they pleased, which they were ready to 
concede to him. [Cheers.] The resolution he had to 
propose was, " That this meeting urges Her Majesty's Government to offer all possible facilities for the speedy 
passing of Mr. Hopwood's Affirmation Bill." He 
was opposed to unnecessary swearing, and hated the 
idea of setting up two standards of truth. While Mr. 
Hopwood's Bill allowed all who wished to affirm 
it made no difference to tbe penalty riphtly required of 
those who violated the truth. [Cheers.] It bad been 
introduced into Parliament but had been blocked by that excellent cricketer, Mr. Warton, and another 
member and could not now be proceeded with unless 
the Government offered special facilities. He con¬ 
cluded by moving the resolution and resumed his seat 
amid loud cheers. 

Mr. F. J. Btjgg, who was loudly cheered on rising, seconded the resolution. He said the resolution was 
fair and just, believing as he did that a man should 
do as he would be done unto. [Cheers.] The sooner 
the Government saw its way to facilitate the progress of Mr. Hopwood's Bill, and the sooner it waB passed into law and the unjust persecution and injustice were 
put an end to, the better it would be for the country. 
TCheers.] He did not come there Bimply to second 
that resolution because Mr. Bradlaugh had heen 
shut out of Parliament, although he thought that a 
great shame. If his tenetB were wrong he was sorry for him, but he came to hear a political address, and 
he must say the address had done credit to Mr. 
Bradlangh and to the Radical Association. [Cheers.1 He thought it a shame that in the nineteenth century -^onld have Buch people as Canon Garratt 

'*-<i"feing people in the way they did, '. professed to believe in the great -ht to all. [Cheers.] If Mr. Mo ririnciples were known; ~\o doubt they were, "'"»« Garratt. 
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his seat to represent their interests, and much bitter 
feeling was occasioned in the town thereby. Let 
every man have his civil rights; let every man be 
equal in the sight of the law ; and let no man be perse¬ 
cuted for religion's sake. [Cheers ] If Mr. Hop- wood's Bill was passed, as he hoped it would be, they would have done another act of justice, and would be 
getting nearer the day when Englishmen would be 
able to say that rich and poor, high and low were 
treated fairly, rightly, and justly by the law of the 
land. [Loud cheers.] The resolution was then put, and carried without a 
dissentient. 

Mr. Bbadlatjchj asked them to authorize the resolu¬ 
tion to be sent to Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Hopwood, and 
to the Borough members. 

This was also carried unanimously. On the motion of Mr. Vebsey, a vote of thanks 
was passed to Mr. Bradlaugh for his lecture and to 
the Chairman for presiding. The Chairman said he had to thank the audience 
for their conduct'and especially the Committee of the 
Ipswich Radical Association, who had so wisely 
brought Mr. Bradlaugh down to address them that 
evening. [Cheers.] Mr. Beadlatoh said he hoped those who thought he really deserved thanks would try on each point he 
had put before them to judge for themselves. He 
would ask them to hold him excused from all refer¬ 
ences of a personal character, because he came only to speak as president of the Ipswich Radical Club, 
and it waB a rule of his life never to induce people to 
come to hear him on one pretence and to make them 
hear something else. [Cheers.] The proceedings then terminated with loud 
cheering. 
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