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SPEECH OF MICHAEL DAVITT 

At St. fames's Hall, October 30, 1883. 

It is most appropriate, Sir, that this great meeting, called 
together for the purpose of discussing] the main causes of the 
poverty of the masses, should be presided over by a minister of 
religion. "What is wanted at this juncture of the great social 
question is not passion, but calmness, not threats against society, 
but that the workers and wealth-producers, who are the founda¬ 
tion upon which society is dependent for its very existence, should 
at last openly enter the lists with monopoly, and with cool heads 
and intelligent, determined purpose, inquire into those laws which 
deprive labour of what justly belongs to labour, and fulminate a 
demand for their abolition when their injustice is made obvious 
to public opinion. Over a meeting organised for such a purpose 
a minister of religion very fitly presides. The Land Reform 
Union is to be already congratulated on the success which has 
attended its efforts. Its mission is undertaken at an auspicious 
moment. The question of Social Legislation is the question of 
the hour, and the leader of the party of hereditary obstruction has, 
with great credit to himself, pointed with courageous hand to the 
poverty of the masses, and has thereby opened up within the 
domain of practical politics' an inquiry into the causes of such 
wretchedness. We are assembled here to-night for no party or 



political purpose. In consenting to address this meeting, on the 
invitation of the Land Reform Union, I abandon no particle of my 
principles as an Irish Nationalist. Neither the Land Reform 
Union nor this meeting is in any way committed to my views on 
Ireland's right to self-government. As Englishmen, you are 

proud of your country and its greatness. I am proud of mine 

also, poor, small, and insignificant as it may be in comparison 
with yours, because it not only has a record of centuries' struggle 
for liberty, but it is free from any sin against the rights and the 
liberties of every other people. And now, Sir, to the subject with 
which the resolution deals that has been read to the meeting. 
There are three points to be considered in the advocacy of remedial 

legislation, the old law, the mischief or injustice which it occasions, 
and the remedy. I will deal in this order with the subject of the 
svening. In England and Wales, 4,500 people own 17,500,000 
acres of land; in Scotland, 1,700 own 17,000,000; in Ireland, 
1,942 own 12,000,000, that is, 8,142 individuals hold as theirs, 
within these three countries, 46,500,000 acres of land. To give 
a clearer idea of this stupendous monopoly of the earth's sur¬ 
face, the estates of these 8,142 landlords amount to over 9,000,000 
more acres than the entire area or extent of England and Wales 

put together; or to 6,000,000 over double the size of Ireland, or 
8,000,000 over twice the extent of Scotland. Assuming that this 
land brings in 15s. per acre per anmim, which is an underesti¬ 
mate, this small group of persons receive, in round figures, an 
income of £35,000,000 a-year, I need scarcely add, without doing 
any work whatever for it. Let us now take one hundred persons 
from the city ground-rent landlord class in England, Scotland, 
and Ireland, such as the Dukes of Westminster, Portland, and 
Bedford; Marquises Camden, Salisbury, and Northampton ; Vis¬ 
count Portman, Lord Derby, in Liverpool; Lord Pembroke, in 
Dublin, and such like, and put down their incomes at £100,000, 
which will not be above the average, when we know that one of 
these individuals receives nearly a million per annum, and this 



will give a yearly revenue of £10,000,000 to the one hundred 
ground-rent landlords; and this added to the previous total will 
represent the sum of £45,000,000 taken annually by 8,242 people 
out of the entire wealth which the industry and enterprise of 
these three countries produce every year. Remember, a number 
of people which could almost be accommodated with seats at this 
meeting. Now, before showing what could be done with this 
enormous annual revenue, which is a tax levied by a class upon 
the labour and enterprise of the whole community, let us set aside 
the sum of £10,000,000 a-year out of it for the maintenance of 
these 8,242 people. This will reduce it to £35,000,000. Well, 
in three years' time, after paying these pensioners the liberal sum 
of £30,000,000, in order that they should suffer no hardship, or 
have to stoop to the necessity of work, the following undertakings 
could be provided for out of the residue of the incomes from their 
estates:— 

6 National Galleries for the Fine £ 
Arts at 500,000 each 

50 Technical Schools of Instruction, 
with Scholarship and Prizes for 
Poor Children 50,000 „ 

50 Schools of Agriculture, with 
Scholarships and Prizes for Poor 
Children 50,000 „ 

20 Reformatory Schools 50,000 „ 
200 Public Playgrounds and Gym¬ 

nasiums 5,000 „ 200 Public Parks of 500 acres at £50 
per acre 25,000 „ 

200 Mechanics' Institutes 5,000 „ 
200 Public Libraries 5,000 
500 Working Mens' Clubs and Halls... 2.000 „ 
200 Public Baths and Washhouses 5,000 „ 20 Orphan Asylums 50,000 „ 
10 Asylums for the Blind 50,000 „ 
10 Asylums for the Deaf and Dumb... 50,000 „ 
20 Opthalmic Hospitals 50,000 „ 
50 Lying-in Hospitals for the Poor 10,000 „ 
20 Public Hospitals 50,000 „ 
20 Fever Hospitals 50,000 „ 
20 Hospitals for Consumption 50,000 „ 

100 Floating Hospitals for Sailors 10,000 „ 
30 Convalescent Hospitals 50,000 „ 



£ 
20 Sea-bathing Infirmaries 50,000 each 
20 Penitentiaries for Females 50,000 „ 
50 Temporary Refuges for Discharged 

Prisoners 10,000 „ 
500 Soup Kitchens for the Poor 2,000 „ 

1,000 Life Boats 500 „ 
1,000 Fishing Boats for Poor Fishermen 500 „ 
1,000 Sets of Fishing Nets for same 500 „ 

25,000 Enfeebled Working Men, as Pen¬ 
sions 40 „ 

1,000,000 Acres of Waste Land Purchased 
and Reclaimed at a cost of £13 
per acre. 

10,000 Cottages erected thereon, with ten acres each. 
The land so reclaimed, besides producing and cheapening food, is 
let by the State at £1 per acre, would yield the nation an annual 
rental of £1,000,000. All this magnificently beneficial work for 
the public good would just cost the sum of £50,000,000, or one 
and a-half year's revenue now received by the 8,242 landlords, for 
which they return no benefit to the State. For the remaining 
half of the three years' income of this group of persons, namely, 
50 millions more, 250,000 artisans' dwellings could be built, at a 
cost of £200 each, where the slums and dens of city life are now 

sending forth the bitter cry of the wronged and neglected poor 
of London, Manchester, Dublin, Liverpool, Glasgow, and other 
such places. Now, just pause for a moment and consider the 
mountain of misery which this work would obliterate, the dis¬ 
content which it would allay, the moral good it would accomplish, 
and the labour which it would provide for the thousands who are 

leaving England for want of employment; and in remembering 
this, don't forget that the sum of 30 millions has been allowed for 
the support of the 8,242 landlords, while their revenues are 
accomplishing this transformation in the social life of the 
community. In this calculation I have not taxed more than one- 
fourth of the revenues which are derived from the possession of 
the nation's property by a small privileged class, who toil not, 
neither do they spin, but who claim property which is worth more 
than 3,000 million pounds; and yet this enormous amount of 

1 



good that could be effected with a pertion of the income from that 

property has doubtless startled you, as it did me when I first 
realised it. But what could not be done to minimise the physical 
evils of society, poverty, and misery, if all land revenues were 

appropriated for the benefit of the nation 1 This, of course, will 
be denounced as Socialism and confiscation, but the calling of 
names will be a poor argument for those whose laws of monopoly 
and fabulous fortunes are directly the cause to which the existing 
sea of human misery in London and other cities can be traced for 
origin and fountain head. It is not only in appropriating the 
unearned increment of the land in country and town, but in the 
manner in which the tenure of land in these three countries is 
held by the landlords, and the way in which they have succeeded 
in placing upon the shoulders of the industrial community the 
burden of taxation which the land had to bear formerly, that the 
magnitude of the wrong which is done to the nation by the land¬ 
lord system can be fully appreciated. If the land of England 
were cultivated with the same industry, skill, and security as that 
of Jersey, there would be sufficient food raised in this country not 
only to feed its present inhabitants, but what would suffice for 
fifty millions more of people as well. At present one hundred 
million pounds' worth of food has to be imported every year to make 
up for the deficiency in the existing production, so as to keep your 
people alive. Just now there are efforts being made here in London 
to gel working men out of employment to emigrate to Canada or 
elsewhere. We are familiar with such schemes in Ireland, and 
dislike them, because they are associated with a policy which aims 
at expatriating our race. Here, in England, there may be higher 
motives at work, but; I confess it looks supremely absurd to send 
men out of their own country to earn food which they arc pre¬ 
vented from earning at home but by sheets of parchment. At 
this moment there are lying within the shores of England, in 
landlords' parks, shooting grounds, game preserves, commonage 
and waste lands, more acres than comprise the whole extent of the 
kingdom of Belgium. This immense quantity of land subserves 
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no food-producing purpose for the people of England, while a less 
quantity, situated within ten hours' journey of London, not only 
maintains near six millions of Belgians, in a most prosperous and 
contented condition, but helps, by exports to this country, to 
support the citizens of London as well. Delenda est Carthayo. 
Why cannot emigration to England's unused land be encouraged, 
instead of emigration to the far-off lands beyond the St. Lawrence 

Why Because land monopoly stands in the way. A class lays 
claim to the absolute ownership of the lands of these countries. 
They say this land is theirs, and that it shall minister to their 

privileged idleness, and not to the wants of the whole people; and 
therefore, while more of it lies idle than makes up the acreage of 
the kingdom of Belgium, English landlordism tells the tens of 
thousands of unemployed men in England, who may have laboured 
for years in the production of its wealth, and in the building 
np of its commercial greatness and power, to be off out 
of their fatherland, or starvation and the workhouse will 
be their lot. The apologist of the monopoly system in the 
Press will toll you, such are the decrees of the laws of political 
economy. While your children are crying for food, which land 

monopoly will not permit you to dig for them out of the soil of 
England, you are comforted with the dogmatic assurance, that 
such is the result of the law of " Supply and Demand "—a law 
with the operation of which we are very familiar in Ireland. Like 

every other law, it worked for one class. The " demand " for rent 
was always followed by " supply," until it occurred to the farmers 
that the law of demand was a game which two could play at, and 
a supply of a little reduction soon followed. If this law of supply 
and demand works one way for the landlord and capitalist, and in 
the opposite manner for the farmer, labourer, artisan, and 
mechanic, it is all right, because political economy says so. But 
somehow or other, it is beginning to be felt that those who supply 
all the work, and risk, and hardship in the production of wealth 
have claims upon a greater share of its enjoyment, which must be 
allowed, as reason, equity, and common sense declare that they 



are now unjustly, if not fradulently, deprived of a fair share of 
what could not be produced without them. The only economic 
use of the masses, according to some writers, is to provide riches 
and luxury for the superior class of mortals, supply data for the 
support of the Malthusian theory of population, and to 
occasionally become the object of aristocratic pity and charity. 
This is the feeling which a cold-blooded and un-Christian 
philosophy engenders in the minds of people who are not in them¬ 
selves either inhuman or cruel, but who are bred in an atmosphere 
of a false and perverted morality, in which luxury and idleness 
are the qualifications for social distinction, and in a state of society 
in which the brazen image of property is worshipped and preached 
more than is the God of Justice and Truth. But the proletarian 
Sampson is beginning to discover that he has intelligence as well 
as brute qualities, and it will be well for the landlord and capitalist 
Philistines to recognise, as Lord Salisbury does, in time, that 
justice is due to him, or they may find that the temple of vested 
interests will not much longer protect their unjust hoardings from 
his hands. That far-seeing land reformer and just-minded author 
of "Free-trade in Land," Mr. Kaye, has well and truly said : " The 
classes who are deprived of the natural means of improving their 
social condition will rise more and more fiercely against the 
obstacles which beset them the more clearly they perceive these 
obstacles. If it is necessary or expedient that the present landed 
system should be continued, it would be wiser to get rid of every 
school in the country. To give the people intelligence and yet 
to tie their hands is more dangerous than to give fire to a madman." 

Thanks to your public schools and to the writings of Mill, 
Henry George, Ruskin, Blackie, Russel Wallace, and others, the 
people are rapidly learning how their hands can be untied, and 
when the lesson is brought home to them by anything like 
famine or distress, such as we are accustomed to in Ireland, land 
monopoly will go in this country to where the Corn Laws and 
the Rotten Boroughs are reposing in the quiet shades of oblivion. 
Nor is it the masses exclusively that are wronged by the existing 
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land system. Professor Blackie, in his evidence before the 
Crofter Commission the other day, dealt with the question of 
clearances off the land in the Highlands as follows:—"All this ; 
has been done in perfect accordance with English laws, which 

give all power to the strong and no protection to the weak 
members of society. It was not only the honest Crofters that 
must thus retreat before the omnipotent Nimrods of these I > 

sporting preserves. Their purple bens and green, winding glens, i 
that were once as free to the foot of the pedestrian as the breeze i ] 
that blows over them, were now fenced round with iron rails, and \ 
guarded by jealous gamekeepers. Not a botanist can pick up a 
fern, nor a geologist split a rock, nor an artist sketch a cascade, t 
nor a rhymer spin a verse, nor a traveller in search of health i 
whiff the mountain breezes for fear—the sacred fear—of dis- I 
turbing the deer, and curtailing the sport of some idle young ] 
gentleman. And all this in an age when the tide of democracy J 
is advancing all round at a rapid pace, and requires no additional || 
momentum from artificial rights, which plant the self-indulgent 
pleasures of the few in direct antagonism to the best interests of 
the mass of the population." The wrong of seizing possession of 
the nation's land is bad enough in its way; but the manner in 
which the landlords have succeeded in repudiating mostly all the 
public obligations which were attached to its possession is worse 
still. They own property in land that is worth from three to five 
thousand million pounds. Its annual valuation for the three 
kingdoms is about 108 millions, and the taxes that are paid 
by the owners of this wealth amount to no more than about 
four and a-half millions a year. This is property, bear 
in mind, which is not the result of labour, but the creation 
of monopoly. The annual valuation of house property, which is 
the creation of labour and capital, is about 83 millions—deducting 
ground rent—and the taxes levied upon this are close upon 20 
millions yearly, 11 millions of which are paid by the occupiers at 
least. Occupiers of land pay nine millions a-year in rates, which 
is generally credited to the land; but it is in reality a tax upon 
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farmers' industry, and not upon the property of the landlords, and 
is over and above the rent-tax which the owner extracts from the 
labour and capital of the occupier. The total annual taxation 

upon industry may be put down at 30 millions, while the total 

upon the three or four thousand millions' worth of property 
belonging to landlordism is less than one-sixth of that which 
industry has to pay upon what it creates. The way in which the 
English aristocracy have succeeded in shifting the burden of taxa¬ 
tion from their own to the people's shoulders is well known, but, 
strange to say, the English public appear to be indifferent to the 
fraud perpetrated, and its consequences. The landlord Parliament 
of 1692 agreed to a land-tax of 4s. in the pound, in lieu of the 
services which the landlords had to render to the State for the 
possession of its national property, the land. All the wars in 
which England was engaged from the Conquest down to the 
period of Charles II. were paid for out of the land, without any 
National Debt being contracted. The wars since then, which weie 
all undertaken by landlord Governments and Parliaments, should 
also have been paid for from a similar source, but the industry of 
the nation is taxed 28 millions every year for the payment of 
interest upon the monstrous and immoral National Debt which 
the landlords have repudiated after creating. In the reign of 
George III. the land tax of 4s. in the pound was made permanent 
upon the then valuation, to the result that the owners of land 
only pay about £800,000 land tax now, where, if the tax was 
levied upon the present valuation, they would be required to pay 
over £20,000,000 a-year. The sum of money of which they have 
defrauded the nation by this trick of legislation would pay 
their National Debt twice over. Plots of land in London, Liverpool, 
Manchester, and other centres of industrial life, to which an 
extraordinary value has been given by the aggregation of popula¬ 
tion, pay little or no more land-tax now than when their annual 
value was a few pounds per acre. The value of this land is now 
fabulous. Perches of it constitute a fortune, and this has resulted 
entirely from the pursuits and necessities of the community, and 
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in no fractional part from the action of the landlord. When the 
owners of land, say here in the heart of London, receive eight or 
nine hundred thousand pounds a year ground rent, what does it 
really mean 1 It means that the houses, food, clothes, furniture, 
luxuries, and all that is necessary for the wants of social life that 
are purchased by the community in the shops, stores, warehouses, 
and emporiums that stand upon this ground—which formally 
belonged to the nation, which was created for the benefit of all, 
but which somehow or other has got into the possession of a few 
families—are taxed to this extent, not to the benefit of the 
dealers, but for the profit of the few individuals who claim the 
land as their property. This is monopoly with a vengeance. The 
Marquis of Salisbury is right in saying the Government should 
ndvance loans for the building of better houses for the outcast 
poor of the East End. He makes no suggestion how the money 
will be raised. I will lend him one. Let the land upon which 
London is built be revalued. Let the capital which the landlords 
have put into such land be compensated for, and let the remainder 
be appropriated for the good of the public, and enough money 
will be forthcoming in a few years to rebuild half of London. 
This will not tax the generosity of London Peabodys, if there are 
any, to do what justice and humanity demands for the poor, 
whom monopoly robs of their earnings. It will only tax the 
nation's property for the good of the people, instead of having it 
taxed, as now, for the privileged idleness of a class. But this is 
not the only anomaly in your landlord-Parliament schemes for 
taxation. It has been laid down by Sir Charles Dilke—of course, 
in the " scatter brain " 

epoch of Cabinet-aspiring Radicals—that 
" a certain minimum of income, sufficient to provide the necessaries 
of life for a moderately numerous family, should not be heavily 
taxed, but only the surplus beyond this. Suppose the minimum 
to be £50 a year for each family, supposing the workmen to be 
five millions of families, this would give 250 millions for necessaries. 
But their whole income is computed at 325 millions, leaving only 
75 millions for superfluities, and on this 75 millions 30 millions 
of taxes arc raised. The rich are two millions of families, which 
give 100 millions for necessaries, but they have 500 millions of 
income, leaving 400 millions to be taxed, which bears little more 
than 50 millions of taxes." Assuming: that Sir Charles Dilke's 
iigures were right, and applying the same principle of taxation to 
the surplus wants of the rich as is applied to the shillings over a 
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pound a week which the working man earns, the result would be 
nearly 200 millions in taxes, instead of the 50 actually levied 
upon the luxuries of one class. 

I have endeavoured to trace the principal evils of land mono¬ 
poly, so far as they are manifest in the enormous accumulation of 
wealth in the hands of a few; in the vicious tenure of land, which 
prevents it from producing more food for the people; in the 
criminal shutting up of the land which should go to the support 
of the otherwise unemployed, and in the fraudulent manner in 
which the landlords have succeeded in retaining a valuation for 
their property that was made over a century ago, as the standard 
for measuring their fiscal obligations to the State at the present 
hour. I shall now, with your permission, endeavour to point out 
a remedy for this hoary-headed social evil of land monopoly. 1 
shall lay down two propositions, which are not mine, but those of 
two able Englishmen, John Stuart Mill and Dr. Russel Wallace. 
The first is, " that the land of every country belongs to the people 
of that country," and the second is the rational and logical con¬ 
clusion from the first, " that the primary and highest use of a 
nation's land is to provide healthy and happy homes for the 
greatest number of its people, and that it should be the birthright 
of every subject to have the use and enjoyment of a portion of his 
native land, with no unnecessary restrictions on that enjoyment, 
other than that implied by the equal rights of others." If these pro¬ 
positions can be assailed, and shown to be wrong in equity, I am 
not justified in advocating the land for the people, but if they 
cannot thus be refuted, we are demanding in the national pro¬ 
prietary for these countries a right which belongs to their respective 
peoples in justice and reason. It may be said, that what Henry 
George and Dr. Wallace advocate is right in theory, but imprac¬ 
ticable of application. This is absurd reasoning. In oeder that 
a thing shall be practicable of application in a proposed moral 
transaction or procedure, it must first be correct in theory, or it 
will lack the most vital qualification for being put into practice 
where morality and justice are recognised as factors in the rule 
of human society. It may be asserted, again, that private pro¬ 
perty in land is a necessity in the economy of society and that its 
theoretic injustice is compensated for in its economic advantages. 
If so, where are they to be seen 1 Want keeps jjace with wealth, 
poverty with progress, the discontent of the many with the 
affluence of the few. Are they to be seen in millions of paupers, in 
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land going back to a state of Nature, crowded cities and depopulated 
acres, Highland and Irish clearances, and crowded emigrant ships 
All these attest in unanswerable language, that private property 
in land is public robbery of the nation—that land monopoly is an 
economic disease, a social rinderpest, that is rapidly inoculating 
the organism of society with the deadly virus of discontented 
poverty. Let us, in the first place, consider the people who are 
engaged in doing nothing for society in the way of producing 
wealth, by either exertion or superintendence. Yet let us mark 
the wealth which they possess, their boundless profusion, their 
mansions, and their everything that can minister to human 
vanity and luxury; and then, as a counter picture, contemplate 
the condition of the people who are employed in creating all this 
dazzling splendour for the enjoyment of others, the dwellings in 
which they live, the food upon which they subsist, the clothes in 
which they are clad, the entire condition of their lives, their 
haggard looks, their children's rags, their uncultivated minds. 
Let us contemplate these two pictures without prejudice, and as 
if from a distance, and then put the question : " Were the laws 
which have brought this state of things into existence made for 
the good of the people ?" 

Before requiring an answer to this question, let us, for a 
moment, look beyond the confines of this phenomenal city, and 
glance in mental vision at Nature's storehouse of fruitful fields 
and teaming waters, and ask again, whether the Power which 
built up the mountains and let loose the streams to fertilise the 
plains, which gave to the earth its productiveness and mineral 
treasures, which lifted up the forests of the North, and stretched 
the rolling prairies towards the setting sun, and which clothed 
the land in beauty, intended all this to be for the benefit and 
pleasure of a few If the answer to these two questions be " No," 
then our duty and our right is to inquire why the wealth which 
labour alone produces is denied to labour, and why the pleasure 
and happiness which Nature has provided for man on the condi¬ 
tion of labour are the monopoly of a few who do not fulfil the 
conditions as do those who toil and spin and yet have only poverty 
and hardship as their lot 1 Let the people then resolve that the 
root of this evil shall be plucked out when found, and that such 
a social tyranny shall no longer be tamely submitted to. But 
these are not all the justifications there are for the abolition of 
land monopoly, and there are other incentives to intelligent 
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resolve on the part of the working masses to take their rightful 
position at the table of Dame Nature, and enjoy their share of 
what labour and she gives forth. There are negative as well as 
positive wrongs in the existence of laws which manufacture 
human misery. Wordsworth, who often went for poetic inspira¬ 
tion to the habits and feelings of the people, has truly said :— 

" Man is dear to man. The poorest poor 
Long for some moments in a weary life, 
When they can know and feel that they have been 
Themselves the fathers and the dealers out 
Of some small blessing ; can be kind to such 
As needed kindness for the simple reason 
That we have all of us one human heart." 

Where is the room in those conditions of existence which 
require a ten or twelve hours a day of manual labour to procure 
the bare necessaries of life for the play of the better and higher 
instincts of the masses ] Where the chance to enjoy the exquisite 
pleasure of doing good to their kind 1 AVhere the opportunities 
of contemplating the beauties of Nature, and relaxing with body 
and mind from the strain of constant effort by recreation and 
amusement There is no such chance for the poor. Life to them 
is more of a misery than an enjoyment. They are treated by 
society as if they had stolen into existence unknown to their 
Creator. The severest indictment that can be made against 
the individualistic civilisation of the present, which has engen¬ 
dered monopoly, is, that it denies to the million the possibility of 
giving play to what is good in human nature, by putting its 
passions and selfishness into deadly activity in a cut-throat com¬ 
petition for wealth. Within this civilisation, it has been truly 
remarked, so attractive at first glance, clothed as it is with some 
raiment of enlightened culture, there fester wrongs which make 
morality a sham and religion seem a mockery to all who have 
read the Sermon on the Mount, and who are familiar with the 
earthly career of Him who went about doing good. What is the 
main cause of all this, which tends to make the economy of social 
life "a philosophy of despair resting upon an arithmetic of ruin"? 
There are many contributing causes, it is true, but a volume of 
opinion, which is every day gathering the force of a whirlwind of 
conviction, declares that the chief cause and parent of all the 
rest is monopoly of land. When this conclusion is arrived at, and 
the only obvious remedy for the evil is suggested, we are met 
by the objection, " Oh, but what about the vested interests of 
the landlords in country and city 1" What about the vital 
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interests of the mass of the people may be answered. What 
are these vested interests? The levying of a tax upon the 
industry of the farmer, labourer, mechanic, and artisan, and 
the receipt therefrom of an enormous income without 
personal risk or bodily effort. But what about the vested interests 
of the classes whose health, strength, and constant exertion are 
involved not only in the earning of their own sustenance, but in 
the production of the wealth which monopoly grabs from the 
hands which created it? Which of the two sets of vested 
interests are entitled to most consideration Those of the land¬ 
lord and capitalist are well illustrated by Carlyle in the picture 
which he drew of the French seigneur, who, clothed in 
perfume and luxury, watched the widow gathering nettles for 
her children's dinner, and by the aid of landlordism, took from her 
hand every third nettle and called it rent. There is only one 
term for such a vested interest as this, and its name, in plain, 
blunt English, is theft. It has been well asked if wealth is 
everything and man nothing ; and whether property has dethroned 
the God of Justice and Truth in the heart of society. Some 
years ago Mr. Fawcett wrote : " Production has increased quite 
beyond the most sanguine hopes, and yet the day when the work¬ 
man shall obtain a larger share of this increase seems as far 
distant as ever, and in his miserable abode the struggle against 
want and misery is as hard as it ever was. The result of this is 
to create a profound hostility to the fundamental principles upon 
which society is based." Let Mr. Fawcett, then, and statesmen 
who know the working men, and are thoroughly familiar with 
the causes of this want and misery, attempt the solution of the 
problem, or a remedy will be sought for by the sufferers them¬ 
selves, and it is sure to be of a searching character. Let states¬ 
men remember the words of Kaye : " The classes who are deprived 
of the natural means of improving their condition will rise more 
and more fiercely against the obstacles which beset them the 
more closely they perceive these obstacles." And let the indus¬ 
trial masses, whose cause is now to the front, bear in mind and 
act up to the words of another dead reformer: " Speak your 
thoughts boldly, and make known your wants courageously, but 
without anger, without reaction, and without threats. The 
strongest menace, if, indeed, there be those for whom threats 
are necpssary, will be the firmness, not the irritation, of your 
speech." 
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