
WITH THE ORIGINAL ORANTKKS.

Frequent .lelmtcs have taken place in I'ntli.inient on the ptn!.i..nii c|ue!.tion,

hm a ninRle reference will suffice to establish the principl- which the under

Mgned maintains shonld Rovern us in Canaila.

In |8H.; (lurinn the IKrl.v aclniinintration, Mr. BradlauKh ami others

sought to tro<lifv the Ptnsi >n» Comnintation Act of iS6y. It was contended

that the twenty-seven years' purchase was two hiwh a rate to pay for extin-

guishing the« annuities, and that an enquiry shoidil, in every casi-, take place

to ascertain whether the original grants had U-en iiia.le for vaUiahle pnl.lic

services actually rendered, or had l«en given l.y Kings to favorites or t.)

their illegitimate offspring, or otherwise, wholly irrespective of any puWic

service rendered, and it was also insisted that payment should, m every

case, cease with the lite of the then present beneficiary.

The Goveriunei:t opposed the motion, and in the House of Commons

Ml Gladstone, although himself in opposition to the IX-rby Government,

made a declaration of the principles upon which, he said. Parliament had

uniformly acted in respect to the subject of pensions. The undersigned

has thought it well to quo..: his words at length, as the correctness of his

statement was not then, nor has it since, been questioned.

As to the power of Parliament, Mr. Gladstone said :
" I am not pre-

pared to accept the proix^sition without limitation that what Parliament

has once enacted Parliament may repeal. Parliament, for any pecuniary

purpose is the fully authorized rep-esentative of the nation, and the nation

nlust be committed by the delil-erate act of its authorized representative,

whether the act was wise and just or unwise and unjust.'.'

(See debates 1S89, May 16, page 291).

He also says " Many things are done by Parliament which are unju.st

to the country, but I am not prepared to say that Parliament is morally

entitled-constitutionally it may be-to go back on that declaration and

"'^(Ibid) " The idea I have of public faith is that when Parliament of its

own deliberate act, aware of what it is about, h-s made an arrangement

which is of the nature of a contract with private parties, whether that

arrangement is „'Ood or bad for the country, it is the duty of Parliament to

adhi.'e to it."
.

(Ibid)
" The principle involved is of the utmost importance, and the

inviolability of the public faith is one of the most sacred of all questions."

(Ibid pp. 289-290.)

"The House of Commons cannot make too great sacrifices for the pur-

pose of maintaining that inviolability, and, in my experience, has never

hesitated to do so. " (Ibid.)
'

" n the House of Commons has been extravagant and gone beyond the

bounds of reason, it has undoubtedly done so in a sense adverse to the
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