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Certainly it was not possible for anyone in 

1832 accurately to predict the revolution which a lit
tle less than a century would bring. It is equally cer
tain, however, that a good many statesmen at the very 
inception of this revolution had a remarkably accurate 
insight into the developments which would follow the 
initial step. In the light of the far-reaching changes 
which had been effected on the continent and in America, 
one's prophetic imagination would have needed no super
natural aid in reading the probable future events in a 
rough way, had he lived in England during the stormy 
scenes in the years 1330 to 1832. 

It is because of this accurate diagnosis of the 
outcome of the agitation for reform that the study of 
this period is so important to the student in the pres
ent generation. In an indirect fashion the same problem 
was attacked then as is being wrestled with today. In 
one way, at least, that period had an advantage over the 
twentieth Century. At that time democracy had not been 
accepted with all its appendages, apparently regardless 
of their merits. In America, at the present time, and 
largely in Europe as well, democracy has come to be 
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considered the axiomatic foundation of all free govern
ment . Practically all movements toward reform assume 
that the evils which are to he eradicated grew out of 
the imperfect applications of democracy. In other words 
democracy is very widely considered to he the goal, as 
well as the means, of political reformation. Such a sit
uation makes a judicial investigation and discussion of 
the question a difficult task. It isr for this reason 
that a study of the great struggle, which raged around 
the very same issue nearly a hundred years ago, is so 
valuable in connection with an unbiased treatment of the 
problem. 

Considering the Reform Bill in the light of 
what it promised and ultimately did bring about, the 
arguments for and the objections to it are well worth a 
careful analysis. The arguments for it however, are 
not so..much to the point because the prime movers in 
its advocacy were ostensibly (and it may readily be 
believed, actually) attempting to bring about a re
adjustment which, from their poin-t of view, merely 
essayed the task of purifying the old system. They 
claimed that, due to the industrial revolution and the 


