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tered by profane adoration; reverenced to-day, dis-
carded to-inorrow ; always jostled out ofthe place which
nature and society would assign her, by sensuality or
contempt ; admired, but not esteemed ; ruling by passion,
not affection ; imparting her weakness, not her con-
stancy, to the sex she would exalt ; the source and mir-
ror of vanity——we see her as a wife, partaking the cares
and cheering the anxiety of a hasband; dividing -his
toils, by her domestic diligence ; spreading cheerfulness
around her, for his sake; sharing the decent refinements
of the world, without being vain of them; placing all
her joys and all her happiness inthe man she loves.
As a mother, we find Ler the affectionate, the ardent
instructress of the children, whom she has tended from
their infancy ; training them up to thought and virtue;;
to piety and - benevolence ; addressing them as rational
beings, and preparing them to become men and women,
in their turn. Mechanics’ daughters should make the
best wives in the world.”

S—repeE——

THE NO-CONFIDENCE DEBATE.—-SIR ROBERT PEEL’S SPEECH
—LORD WORSLEY AND HIS COLLEAGUES—TORY TAC-
TICS—THE SLIDING SCALE FOR THE AGRICULTURISTS,
AND A LOW FIXED DUTY FOR THE TOWNS—BOTH CAN-
NOT BF. TRUE—WHICH 18!

Sir Robert Peel gave notice, on Monday last, of a
Motion framed with characteristic cunning in the art
of vote-catching, in the hope that] if carried by a
majority, however small, and coupled with a similar
expreession of feeling in the House of Lords, it would
compel the Government to have recoursé to a Dissolu-
tion, without venturing to await the issue of the Corn-
Law Debate. b :

We have expressed elsewhere our opinion of the im-
policy of this step (as a Party move), and of its probable

results; and we know that many Conservatives concur
in our views. Astothe motion itself, our Readers
shall judge for themselves; but if they can draw from
it any clear idea of the future course of the Peel Cabi-
net, they have much mote penetration than we can
boast of, and can see further into a mill-stone than the
rest of the world.

“That her Majesty’s ministers do not sufficiently poseess the
confidence of the House of Commons to enable them to carry
through the house measures which they deem of essential im-
portance to the public welfare ; and that their continuance in
office, under such circumstances, is at variance with the spirit
ofthe cgnstitation.”

These propositions Sir R. Peel worked out, on
Tharsday night, in a speech so tame, so flat, so spirit-
less, and so apologetic in many parts, that we doubt
whether Lord Stanley will ever speax again of “ the
admirable ingenuity with which his Right Honourable
Friend can dress up a statement for the House of Com-
mons;” a quality which no one denies to him when his
heart is in it, and his opinions coincide with the course
which circumstances compel him to take.

The first half of his argument consisted in a labour-
ed attempt to prove what no man doubts, that a Go-
vernment is never respected, or respectable, if weak,
and that the attempt to maintain a Minority in power,
under a Representative system, by the favour of the
Crown, neither can, or ought to, succeed.

He pleaded his own conduct in 1835, and that of the
Duke of Wellington in 1830, as an illustration of this ;
—the Duke having thought it his duty to resign when
left in a Minority of Five upon the Civil list, and he
himself having given up the Government in 1835, the
moment the House of Commons had declared against
him upon a measure so important as the Irish Church.
There wasno analogy whatsoever between existing
circumstances, and the case of M?. Pitt in 1784. Mr.
Pitt indeed held the Government in spite of a majority
of the House of Commons, but upon the plea that the
opposition of that majority to him was personal ;—that
the Resolutions, which it passed against him, were not
founded upon any disapprobation of his measures,—for
he had brought none forward,—but were a direct attack
upon the right of the Crown to choose its own Ministers g
—and that the King, in dissolving, appealed from a Fac-
tion to the Country.

" Now, begging Sir R. Peel’s pardon, there is some
analogy here. The address of the majority of the House
of Commons in 1784 against a Dissolution, was con-
ceived in the same spirit that animates the majority
now. The object in both cases is to secure a power
concentrated in certain hands, against the consequences
of a Popular Appeal. If Pitt had been forced to give
up the Dissolution, which he contemplated as a last re-
source when he took office, he must have given up of-
fice too, and succumbed to that majority, whose tenure
he consented to affirm. Just so, Lord Melbourne now.
He never could in reason expect to carry the extensive
chanﬁes proposed, in the present House of Commons,
and he must give up those changes, or break up the
majority which is opposed to them and him.

Sir Robert Peel does not deny the Constitutional
right to do this, or dispute the fact that Parliaments
have been dissolved upon lighter grounds. Under Mr.
Perceval a dissolution took place because Ministers had
9ily a majority of 46,—the ne plus ultra, we should
imagine, of the most sanguine man’s hopes on either
side, in these degenerate days! But itis argued that a
weak Government has no right to appeal from the Re-
presentative body to the Constituent body, because it
has failed in carrying certain measures ;—and weakness
isa sin which Sir Robert Peel conceived he had
brought home to the Government by a reference to its
conduct upon the Appropriation Clause, the Jamaica
BI.", and the present Budget,—Mr. Baring having sub-

mitted on Monday last, to the degradation of bringing
in a Bill for the regulation of the Sugar Duties, upon
the basis forced upon him by the Opposition, without
one word of explanation, or apology.

; Now, to us Mr. Baring’s silence was remarkably sig-
mﬁcan't. Lord Darlington understood it, if Sir Robert
Peel q:d not; for as no man believes that the Govern-
ment intends to continue in office in a minority, the
means by which this minority was to be rectified, were
sufficiently clear. We may admit, therefore, without
scruple, that the attempt to govern permanently by the
aid of a minerity, ““ would be subversive of the authority
both of the House of Commons, and of the Crown ;"
—that there are no special circumstances,’ that can
justify such a determination on the part of any Minis-
ters, still less of a Government which, if it has rot the
Commons to sustain it, certainly has not the Lords;
—and that if we admitted Ministers to be fit Jjudges of
those cases, in which an exception might be made to

ordinary rules, we should have nothing but exceptions,
and no rules at all.

All this is undeniable —
the appeal to the country

but it leaves the question of

untouched ; and when Sir
Robert Peel warns us of the perils of Agitation, and de-

nounces the attempt to excite the public mind by the
charms ofa Duty of 1 Shilling per Bushel on wheat,
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must leave things for ever as they are? May not peace
be too dearly bought, if national ruin is to be 1its price:
And are we to submit to see the withering up of our re-
sources, and the inevitable decay _of our tradg, in otde(li’
to avoid that temporary suspension of business, an
interference with the Retail Trade in wheat, (.we use
the Right Hon. Baronet’s own Yv‘ords,) iO.WhI.Ch ;he
agitation of the Corn Law Question may give rise: >
Why, what a peddling pitiful argument, is this!

d for any thing it is good against all change under
good for any g good ag g et
any circumstances, or at any time. Does Sir Rober
Peel mean this? If so, why hold out a prospect of mo-
difying the Sliding Scale, when he and his friends are
in power. But nothing can be more disingenuous, more
slippery,—(as Lord Palmerston caliled ll,) than the cou-
duct of the Conservatives upon this subjéct; for _Wh'le
Sir Robert Peel catches his agricultural gulls in the
House of Commons by affecting to sneer at Lqrd Wors-
ley’s supposition that no one kuew precisely the extent
to which modifications might be carried in his hands,
we are credibly informed that Sir George Murray, 10
Manchester, has been affecting to consider the Ministe-
rial Duty as too high, and making a handsome bid of
Siz Shillings a Quarter, instead of Eight, as the Duty
which he and his Party are prepared to support!

Now, this, if true, is most disingenuous ; if not true,
most disgraceful both to the party and the man. We
believe it, because it is precisely the line taken by the
Conservatives upon the Catholic question last year,
when the rampant fanaticism of their Hustings orators
was atoned for by a disgusting affectation of liberality
in the House. But the trick -is stale. It will not bear
repetition. The Country demands not solemn plausi-
bilities, but tangible facts ;—and when Sir Robert Peel,
at the close of his most insipid harangue, claimed
credit for his frankness-ezcept in matters of Finance,
we could not help thinking how few would care for
declarations, in which the one essential, and indispen-
sible thing was left out.

It is upon Finance that the question between the
two parties now exclusively turns. We shall ask no-
thing about the Ballot, or Short Parliaments, or the
Suffrage itself, at the coming Election, but simply
whether a man means to give us Cheap Bread, and
Free Trade? If he do he will serve our turn, for we
prefer Mr Baring’s Budget, with all its uncertainties, to
the certainty of a Loan to cover the Deficit of this year,
and the total impossibility of speculating upon what
next year may produce, which is all that 1s vouchsafed
to us by Sir Robert Peel's exquisite cauation in Fi-
nance.

Lord Worsley, who spoke after Sir Robert Peel,
wiped out with a single remark, a large portion of his
speech, for he said, (and very justly,) that if Votes of
Confidence were worth any thing, the untoward remem-
brances of the appropriation Clause, and the Jamaica
Bill, which the Member for Tamworth had invoked,
were effaced by the Majority upon Sir John Yarde Bul-
ler’s Motion last year. He should himself support the
Government upon the present occasion, not conceiving'
that, because he differed with them upon one point,
it was incumbent upon him to vote against them upon
all.

This declaration. drew down upon Lord Worsley a
fierce attack from Mr. Christopher, who declared that
no man had left the Lincolnshire County Meeting on
Friday last, without a full conviction that he had with-
drawn his confidence from the Ministry, in lieu of
which he now headed the Renegade band, by which
the Anti-Corn-Law . Cabinet was to be saved! ' Bat
Lord Worsley proved, by a reference to the report of
his speech, that he had said nothing to warrant this im-
pression, having expressed, in the strongest terms, bis

stitational,) to attempt anyth
7| Lord Morpeth j
nobody wou

nsists in the univer:
fl?ere must be, ifthis 1

quence
truths, d
land, at all events,
the Tories, although

jts relief; but, as
ere flourishing,
ive for change
and change

ing for
ustly remarked, if’l‘r-adse w
Id wish to interfere. T he mol.
he universality of the dxs;ress,
s ever to be relieved.

t, and Mr. San-

g : f Mr. Hut
This was the feeling MACS 3 d vehement elo-
ford ; while Mr Grattan, whose “dlld:ilt]h many forcible

is generally imerspersef
evoted himself to the tas
confidence cou
the House of Comm

it to the Whigs. , :
cholffd ‘&:ﬁfﬁps speech was not equal to M]r‘.y Btll?:ig-
’s in power, but it announced unequivocally Sz
{:{nion opf the Government not to resign umtll(::)sm;ned
s had been submitted to a ncw .Parhamsen s i
U of determining their fd(E..
hose, who were to form this Par-
verything on the
Sir Robert Peel,
sed peculiar

k of proving tha? im Ire-
Id never be given 10
ons might

sur
for the express puljpostla
untry, in choosing b
ICi:memy,, would recollect that 1t kne\’:‘ e
one side, and nothing on the other; for ;
3, wis usaally"the’ case -“'he‘n e pll'()::ze the world
frankness, had made it his study tole i welt
particularly in lho_e glark. .The oply pomai al:ihesion o
he had been explicit, was in vowing etern' : i
the Sliding Scale, and the people of Engldn mu ;
termine v\?helher this singular devotion to so sh}?pery a
path, should prove, or not, a passport to their collfldence
0 wer.
andA;;op&e weakness of the Government, :ihel p:}OOJ:vg:
it were singular. The name of Engla]?G :r:rnment
stood higher abroad than under that wea o o Iarm:
which was now attacked; and at home the most a
i itati at had ared since 1793 had been put
ing agitation that had appe (gt
down, without any deman('i for extraordinary ([; =
There had been no suspension of the Habeas Corpus,
—no Six Acts,—no Gagging Bills,—yet completel tran-
quillity was restored. The only proofs of w‘ga <n(:§:s,
therefore, were in the nicely balanced state of parti :
in that House; but was this an evil that a change o
Government would remove? He saw no sngns.of it 1n
the only measures that the Conservatives had t!'led the.m}-
selves, for nothing could equal the contempt with W.h'lcdl
the resolution upon the sugar duties had been received.
The country had been disgusted by its hypocrisy, and
it had been literally scouted out of Exeter Hall. There
was, therefore, no security that a Conservative Govern-
ment would be better able to carry its measures than the
Government that we had now; but there were measures
which no Government could bring forward without
being prepared to stand or fall by them. This was the
case with the financial changes recently proposed. Tl‘ley
were a change of system, not of particular taxes.. The
Government had seen the possibility of supplying the
deficiency in the Revenue, not merely without detri-
ment, but with advantage to the people. The Treasury
would be enriched, yet the people relieved—and when
it recommended this change of system, it was fully pre-
pared to abide the issue, and not to bow to any decision
short of that of the country itself. To the country the
matter would now be referred.” If the deep feelings of
1831 were revived, the people would triumph over the
class interests with which they bad to contend. If the
people were indifferent, the ministers would have the
consolation of having done tkeir duty hozestly, and,
after handing over the government to their opponents,
would endeavour to advance, as private individuals,
those principles which, as public men, they had done
their utmost to promote.
Sir James Graham answered Lord Morpeth in the
most slashing speech that has yet been made on the To-
ry side. This is natural. The Ex-Member for Cumber-
land speaks with the proverbial fervour of a Renegade ;
and he has, moreover, some personal objects in India,

distrust of Sir Robert Peel, and expressly guarded hin:=-
self against the supposition that he would either bring
forward a vote of want of confidence, or concur in
it if proposed.

Of Sir John Cam Hobhouse, and other intermediate
speakers, Mr. D'Israeli, Sir Hesketh Fleetwvood, and
Mr. Walter, our limits do not permit us to say much;
but Mr. Macaulay’s speech, which ended the first
night’s Debate, deserves most honourable mention, for
it was rich in matter, vigorous in tone, “and striking
both by the frankness of its admissions, and the man-
liness of its closing appeal.—Mr. Macaulay’s argument
was divided into two-parts. Tn the first” of which he
proved that there was nothing in the practice, or spirit,
of the Constitution, that rendered it incumbent upon a
Government to resign because unable to carry new
measures through Parliament. Mr. Pitt had not re-
signed when defeated upon the Fortification Bill,
though his resolution declared it to be essential to the
safety of the country. Lord Castlereagh had been
beaten upon the Income Tax, yet remained in office ;
and Lord Stanhope, in earlier times, had continued
Minister though the Peerage Limitation Bill was
lost, to which the greatest importance was attached by
the Government of that day.

But if occasional concessions to opinion were
necessary before the passing of the Reform Bill, how
was it possible to dispense with them now, when the
power of sending members to the House of Commons
had been transferred from Rotten Boroughs to large
Constituencies, each of which expected to exercise
some influence, if not control over the opinions of its
Representative? The consequences of this were fore-
seen by the Duke of Wellington, who said, in 1831,

that we should never have what was termed a strong
Government again;

a Government was nev

; er to propose a measure in
Parliament

without carrying it, or resigning if it did

not succeed,—the Resolution if adopted would establish
a rule, that would inevitably prove fatal to his own Ad-
ministration, sitting six months after
him to power.
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which sharpen, at the present moment, both his wits,
and his appetite for power. We will not be induced, how-
ever by any dislike of the tone and temper of Sir J. Gra-
ham’s speech, to deny its ability, which was unquestion-
able. It was well delivered, and skilfully conceived.
The point about the Poor Laws was admirably made, for
tlere can be no doubt that it would have been infinitely
better to ask, in the first instance, for the minimum of
power, and thento carry the Law unchanged, than to
ask for everything, and then to give up so much, that
no one can now foresee in what the measure will end.

But it is in his personalities that Sir James Graham
His bitter sarcasm upon * Whigs
crouching under the prerogative of the Crown,” (he
would have said petticoat, had he dared. for that is the
usual tory phrase,) ““and pleading the precedent of Mr.
Pitt,”—drew cheers from the Tory benches louder, and
longer, far, than any that had greeted Sir Robert Peel ;

—but even the most enthusiastic of his admirers were

astounded at the cool impudence of the man, whom they
follow, yet dislike, and despise, when, turning to the

Treasury Bench, he said,— I abide by Mr. Fox!!”

He then reprobated all delay in dissolving. It wasan
The Dissolation should be instant. A
beaten Ministry had no right to ask the House to pro-

appeal
to threaten

gers would be found of the insulted dig-

But the Dissolution itself was unjustifiable. The ad-
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TRUE USES OF A FALLING REVENUE;
(From the London Ezaminer,)

«ltis a melancholy reflection,” says D:an_ lTuck?"
one of his many adn‘nrqble' tracts on c::lmtm ,r?a su :
«but for the most part 1t 1S too true, that ﬂi‘»l)elons, as ng-

i ¢ can Jearn Wisdom till necessity becomes heir
gozfv’o?er‘iistres&” Perhaps the best criterion of the
of(':the remark is to be {ound in ~theBShtlf:§ ta};:sd ex

of Chaneellors of the Lxehequer. . uvw;nld faiprl;.:em
cessities of Mr. Baring are great, we e - n hope.
he may profit by the lessons of his lt)v{) ap: kunw.‘
teacher. Her authority just now mus l? tafh nm}yl 1
Not only a Chancellor of the Ex‘chequler, ut the w{1
tion, is her pupil. Whether either the one or tlie
will’imhibe wisdom from -ker teaclnngdre{f;m’n_:» to b’
If Mr. Baring however do but expot;n 'lt e easoz:.( Bl
dom, he may learn at her hands, ¢ ea'xfy ;mh ;inb’ %
venture to predict, that thg, nation, ld no ﬂt] e e
Commons, will not only profit ‘by, but a ((l).pt er?.

The revenue is declining. The expen hltgreko ft]he g
try is increasing. The per centage patc work of last y
which was restorted to for the purpose of raising
come to the level of our expenditure, has failed, as
predicted when the experiment was made. e

The income we were to derive ﬁ'pm the additio ten
per cent. upon our Customs, Excxse,le;nd Taxes,
scarcely yielded a paltry five per cent. Cle] coulllm-y
ed on and smiled at beholding another ( ]ancg, or Q
Exchequer attempting to resist the financial axiom, that
taxation two and two do not make four. T}}e e
deed, was only worthy of a disciple of the schoolth:& an-
sittart; and the result was about as abertive as fing
cial schemes of the Master. . ;

But though the attempt to Increase t e revenu
directly augmenting the tax upon every lawft'xllate a
necessary of life failed, as it qught always to fai (,ftbe
aimed at, the placing of our income and expenditure
level, must be accomplished. ] ;

It is a question as earnestly as universally asked, by e
one, who knows the perilcus nature of the pressure upon
our trade and our population at home at the present me
ment, and upon our widely s.cnttered nterests abr
—what will the Chancellor of the Exchequer de?
are by no  means in that thriving and contented
home which a statesman, either' in or ont of place,
desire to contemplate. There is a strong sense
ground of the injurious. tendency of oar system of tax:
It has recently manifested itself in many large and res
able public meetings, both in England and Secotland,
in several of our mest important commerclql‘ cities and
towns. Free trade, as far as the just necessities ¢  ou
revenue will permit, and a revision of the tariff; h
Ioudly called for and most ably advocated. Not by
ested partisans or mischievous demagogues; the
is one far too practically useful for them; but by nen ¢
all parties, and by some of the ablest and most experien
authorities in matters of this kind amongst us. lHence a
renewal of Vansiltartisms would be scouted with deris
through the country. The country fully admits the nee
sity of meeting all necessary expenditure, but demands,
clamourously but resolutely, that this object shall be
ed justly and honestly. ol 7

The people, if Mr. Baring will do his duty, hqye.
sufficiently ground down by unjust and selfish taxal
appreciate his difficulties and sustain him in his co
with interested prejudice and short-sighted selfishnes
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will but be bold enough to recast nd distribute fairly,
burdens of taxation. Ile may remove the pressure B
our trade, and our customns will decline no longer. -ty
lighten the weight of taxation and allay cvery unre ! mirzﬁ Q

murmur against it. He may render trade more p
and more productive of beuefits and blessings to every
the community.

There is but one rule to adopt, and once adopted re
tely to follow. Abolish every protective duly, strictly

- Mstscript
Inity w

umpose dutics on'y for the purposes of revenue. Protecti ;lh,':é':
duties are taxes for private advantage. Revenue duties are tth:: f
necessary taxes for private and national objects. . Boked-fi -

“'The duties upon the importation of foreign raw m g

lings of
Derated
—requir
asure o

are £o many fetters al

als,” says Dean Tucker again, as long ago as 1787,
employed in our own manufactures,
chains to prevent the progress of labour and cultivation of
wealth. These tmposts were first lnid on under a noti
of promoting the landed interest ; buf happy would it have
Jor those kingdoms if the lunded gentlemen had understood
interests before they attempled to show their zeal in Z

25 i n promoun Vith the |

We incline to ths hope, then, that Mr Baring will turn } - Possessey
adversities to account; that he will fix his eye steadily upod i . P
the interests of the people, and disdain to heed the Ve c;n !
temporary interests of party. blie car(()e

The Colonial Resolutions and the East India Rum

: Haryey
are but an earnest of what we trust will be done on a more K, wa’slf,
extended scale,_ to amclmrate the condition of our commer fy in I,
cial and manufacturing interests at home. ed (00!
# Taxation and re ;

presentation ought to be co-extensive”
increasing and consolidating in
of the unrepresented being taxed |
n the represented. Thus % buying
¢ r nd selling in the dearest,” is an econ
mical wruth acquiring solidity and form, because almost
the most distinguished of our landowners and legislators,

have long laboured to prove its i i it branch ¢
trade in which they are gngaged. ety W e

The manufacturers say, naturally,
practical truth for Yourselves, that éelling in the dearest
ket and buying in the cheapest is best for you, why cor
us to buy in the dearest market and sell in the cheap
Allow us to try your own maxim. We have always o
cloth to sell than you want to buy; you have never cof
enough to sell to supply our wants.” You therefore buy '

Us at competition prices, and vou co
‘ C S mpel us to buy of’
the price of monopoly. : : g !

The truth, however,

is a political deposit,
public mind by reason
a larger proportion tha
the cheapest niarket g

if you maintain it

IS precipitati among.
and qnless our rulers arepwisepenollr;gh %;ag:t'ﬂg it up 4"
turn it to aceount in time, others will, who may use if
as an empiric uses those medicines which are of undoubted
efficacy in competent hands, but in his, more likely ﬁv
gender than to cure disease. ? G
t1_3ut then those truths involve a reduction of duties, and
;1]ir:gn;3n:;h£n ou{‘}?xxstmg duties yield a reluctant and
— comme' : ley do, “”Thg surrender of reven
. e_r.cxa purposes,” said Mr. Pitt, in his s
ommercial treaty with France, “was a policy b
means unknown in tj)e History of Great Britain.”—¢ Tak
this evil at the Wworst, a surrender of revenue for great

mercial purposes was not i
I contradictor ic,
to established practice.” nder of s

great commereial purpos
render of income,

attest the difference, The whole course of Mr. H
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