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THE NECE=^SITY OF AN AMERICAN ZOL-
VI':RKIN BKi'OMINU APPARENT FOll
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WUAT IS TO UK HONK FOP. THE WOHKlNCi CLASSES?

[From ilio Annnn Observer of 4tli February, ISOl.]

Parliament meets to-day, and great

things mily depend on its first proceed-

ing. A cliunge ot ^lini.stry is not an

improbable event. Tlie lirnniosH of the

Premier and the position ot Denmark
render it indted highly probable. Who
are to .succeed the present men ? Lord

Derby and Mr. Disraeli ] Great and

dese.'ved as their tame is in wars of

words, are they the men for the present

emerLceney. Have- they a jiolicy—

a

policy that will at once commend itself

to the masses of lialf-starved working

men in the manufactnring districts, now
far aih'anced in their second, and many
in tht'ir third year of panperism and

parish relief, with prospects of worse

coming .' Have they a policy to ben-

efit evi'n tlie agricultural laborers,

and ki'cp them from Hooding out of

England and Scotland as they are doing

out nf Ireland ? If they have, let them

declare it : if they have not h-t them

stand aside. In that case they can do

good neither tu the indoor workers or

the outdoor workers, nor to the country

at large. They may consider them-

selves bound in honor, by pledges given

more than six years since, to abstaui

from following their better judgment.

If so, let their conscientious scruples be

respected ; but lot them make way for

men not unhappily pledged as they are.

Surely if such men are rightly sought

for they will be found.

Old Toryism is palsied—hopelessly

BO. Whigism is^much the same—hope-

fullv so. Radicalism Avails only the

capture of the Danncwerke, and the

apotheosis from Downing street of Lord

Palmerston to bring forth "reforms" in

litter— base whelps of Birmingham,

Rochdale, or Manchester kcnnel.<—abo-

lition of primogeniture, abolition of

entails, abolition of the law of hypothec,

abolition first of church rates, then of

church. As for peerage and royalty,

such as they are, treat them according

to circumstances—the one may be mad©
as harmless as the other Before all

other yells, however, let there be a great

extension of the franchise, if that bo
tliought compatible with the supremacy
of the powers that really be, and rule

those that only seem to be ; otherwise a
smaller cxtention of the franchise ; but
in either case an extension specially

directed against present landed interests

—an extension professedly liberating

the people, but in reality binding them
with tighter and more subtile chains.

Reform, extention of the franchise,

&c., &c., captivating phrases, but im-

potent to procure the big loa.' wlych
Free Trade promised to get, but failed

in getting. Yet they will be listened to

again, if real benefits are not oifered to

the people in their stead.

Thanks to Free Trade, old Toryism,
or even old Conservatism, is now im-

possible. True Conservatism must out-

bid Radicalism—must offer to honest
industry palpable benefits instead of

plausible but lying promises.

What has true Conservatism states-

manship got to oflPer to the workmen who
are willing to work ? One thing—which
is worth ten times all the nostrums thnt

Radicalism ever has ofi'ercd or can offer,

were they all realized and made the law
of the land—viz., the opening of the

British colonies as fields of all kinds of

honest industry. And that is the sole

policy by which the workmen, agricul-

tural and manufacturing, can be
peaceably elevated from their notori-

ously downtrodden state. Radical
statesmes won't offer that. They can't.

It goes .against their Confession of Faith
in what has been called " tlie gospel of

enlightened selfishness." It wouldmake
what they call their hands really free,

which is the very last thing they would
like to see. Ay, but will it not make
the Agricultural Avorkman really free to?

And how Avill the landlords and farmers
like that ? It will make these Avorkmen
free too, and some—let us hope not all,

or even a majority—of the landlords and
farmers may think such liberty exces-

sive, and quietly argue that it is not

desirable for the sake of the working


