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tained. In order to relieve the Speaker of the sole
responsibility—which he was very unwilling to take—oi
determining what were Money Bills, the Governmeny
have adopted, in a modified form, the Joint Committen
suggestion, the work of the Committee, however, being
~expressly restricted to the one function of deciding
on Money Bills. Tt is obvious that the acceptance of
the other amendments—particularly of that exempting
from the operation of the Veto Bill auy measure which
‘raises an issue of great gravity ’—would have com-
pletely nullified the whoie Bill; and the Lords were
given the option of either abandoning their amend-
ments or of being swamped by the creation of sufficient
new Liberal Peers to carry the Bill through as it stood.
They wisely accepted the former alternative—lest a
worse thing should befall them. From first to last of
the struggle between the Government and the Peers
no quarter has beei either asked or given on either
side, Some time ago, when the Budget was under
discussion by the Lords, and Lord Milner was advocat-
ing its rejection, he was asked, What about the conse-
quences?! and he replied bluntly: ‘D—u the conse-
quences.” At a meeting of Stalwarts,” held a little
© over a week apo, the Rigit Hon. G. Wyndham de-
clared—according to a Press Association message—that
*when Mr. Asquith talked of creating five hundred
peers, the Unionist Party’s answer shouid be like Lord
Clive’s to the cheating bully, ‘“ Shoot and be d--—d.’
According to the cables, Mr. William O’Brien has been
vaguely deprecating the °Dbelligerent methods’ that
have been used to coerce the Lords, without con-
descending to indicate M any way the aiternative
measures which he thinks could have been successfully
adopted. In view of the fact that flat defiance had
been frankly and fully proclaimed on both sides it is
ridiculous, when the fight is over, to whimper about
the *belligerent methods’ employed.

%

That the Lords have fairly brought their fate
upon themselves cannot be questioned, muek less denied,
by anyone who looks quietly and dispassionately at
the matter. For centuries their attitude has been
one of continuous and consistent oppositien to all real
progress and reform. To lake, out of many instances,
only a few of those in which we are specially interested :
The House of Lords refused Catholiz Emancipation
until it was extorted from them by the dread of revo-
lution. They maintained as long as they dared the
fiendish penal Iaws by which the life of every Trishman
was at the mercy of the meanest of the dominant class.
They have ab all times rejected or obstrucled eovery
measure intended to secure a more popular and cffec-
tive representation of the wishes of the people; and
they have thrown out, mangled, or postponed, from the
time of the Union to the present day, every bill which
was intended to secure {o the Trish temant his fair
interest in the land which he tilled and to give him
some guarantee for the product of his industry and his
thrift. *The chronicles of the IMouse of Lords, said
Mr. Joseph Chamberlain in 1884, ‘are one long record
of concessions delaved until they have lost their grace,
of rights denied until extorted from their fears. 1s
has been a history of one leng contest between the
representatives of privilege and the representatives of
popular right, and during this time the Lovds have
perverted, delaved, and denied justice until at last
they gave grudgingly and churlishly what they could
no longer withhold.” And the following scathing in-
dictment of the Second Chamber is from one who is
himself at the present moment a member of the House
of Lords. ‘ What T complain of in the House of Lords,’
sald Lord Rosebery, in a speech delivered in 1894,
“is that during the tenure of one Government it is a
Second Chamber of an inexorable kind, but wlile
another Government is in it is no Second Chamber at
all. . . . Is it possible to believe that ™. these
days, with the democratic suffrage that we have estab-
lished, a House of Commons clected by the democraiic
suffrage will suffer itself to be constantly thwarted,
hindered, and harassed by the action of an hereditary

Chamber, in which the proportion of Tories to Liberals -

fs no less than 10 to 1? We boast of our free insti-

- of your representatives.

the present House of Commons

tut10n§; we swell as we walk abroad and see other
countries ; we make broad our phylacteries of freedom
upon our foreheads; we thank God that we are not
as other men are—and all the time we endure this
mockery of freedom. You are bound hand and foot.
You may vote and vote till you are black in the face;
it witl not change the aspect of wmatters at all. Still
the House of Lords will control at its will the JReasures
_ We have nothing to

do with the present constitution of the House of Lords.
~ We find the House of Lords as it stands, and

we desire as the ‘most practical way of effecting the
object we have in view so to readjust the relations of
: to the present
flouse of Tords that the deliberate will  of
the House of Commens shall not be overborne by the
action of the ITouse of Lords. In our opinjon’ {Lord
Roschery was then Prime Minister) ‘the time has come
when the right of the House of Lords to absolute veto

upon the wishes or legislation of the Tlouse of Com-
mons should for ever be closed.’
*

What Lord Rosebery so long ago projected is now
happily—and, we may add, forever—accomplished. For
though Mr. Balfour and T.ord Lansdowne may talk
airily about repealing the Bill when they return te
power, nothing is more certain than that the Commons,
having once emancipated themselves, will never go
back in their tracks on this question. Although, as
we have hinted, ITome Rule may nob arrive in 1914
though the probabilities are that it will—its coming,
sooner or later, 13 now certain, the one impassable
barrier having been removed. Apart from Home Rule,
the Veto Bill ensures that the will of the people shall
be given effect fo on all other questions as well ; and it
clears the wayv for the passage of measures of reform
that will revolutionize sccial and industrial conditions
in England. Unqguestionably the main credit for this
historv-making victory rests with the Trish Party ani
their leader: and the taunts of the Opposition are a
very genuine tribute to the fact that it is owing to
Mr.. Redmond’s determination, level-headedness, and
statesmanship, that the Veto project has heen brought,
without hitch, to successful fruition. If ever a man
deserved the gratitude, not of the TIrish people
only, but of the whole democraey of Great Britain, that
man is John Redmond.
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DEATH OF CARDINAL MORAN

A cable message received in Dunedin on Wednes-
day. afternoon, just after we went to press, conveyed
the sad intelligence of the death of his Eminence Car-
dinal Moran, Archbishop of Sydney, who passed away
that morning in his 81lst year. The late Cardinal was
born in Carlow, and received his ecclesiastical training
in Rome, where he resided for 25 years. He was con-
secrated Coadjutor-Bishop of Ossory in 1872, and
succecded to the See in the same year. He was ap-
pointed Archbishop of Sydney in 1884, and was created
Cardinal in the following year.—R.L.P.
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