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The Conservative who would have been told eighteen months ago that it
were possible for a Rouge Government to rule this Province would have scorned
the idea, as preposterous and absurd. Proud of their strength, and haughty in
their fancied security, the Blews quietly but gradually alienated public con-
fidence, and disregarding the warnings of their friends, launched into an
unknown sea—unprotected as a party should be, by the bulwarks of trust and
faith of its supporters—and after a perilous voyage they, to-day, lie stranded

high and dry upon the beach of Opposition. There can be no doubt about it ;

we, the Bleus—for the writer is a Blew, and a Quebec Bles—are hopelessly in

Opposition.  Our opponents, in whom the public evidently have a confidence

which we consider unmerited, “rule the roost,” and it behooves us to ponder

well before we again strike for power. Now, what has been the secret of M.

Joly's success? I attribute it mainly to one cause,—high personal character.
Now, character may be subjective and real, or objective and doubtfyl, I
confess that I doubt the highness ” of M. Joly's « political character.” [
believe that he has got into bad company. Some of his colleagues are not

men, even of “high political character.” But it would seem that the unlimited

foith which the public, rightly or wrongly, has in M, Joly has dimmed
its vision, guwoad his supporters.  Now, I have often heard, at public
meetings, a comparison drawn by Liberal orators between MM. Joly
and Chapleau, and the point has always told against the latter. Hence
the first reason for the Rouge success: the Rouges have confidence, and
the public has confidence, in M. Joly.  Neither the Conservatives nor
the public entertain a like feeling with regard to M. Chapleau. It were
one of the “swcet uses of adversity " if  the Conservatives would now
change their leader and endeavour to secure Some more favourably known
—though less fluent—chief than the Deputy for Terrebonne, We have the
men,—Toranger of TLaval, Beaubien of Hochelaga, Wiirtele of Yamaska,
Robertson of Sherbrooke, Lynch of Brome, Church of Pontiac.

mind names, the fact remains evident,

But, never
The Bleus want a new leader if
they desire cver to regain and retain power.  Now, another point, The
Bleus have got into bau odour through having some very “scaly"—
pardon me the word—hangers-on. There is a crowd of long-haired, oily * prq-
feurs” and wirepullers who most do congregate around the office of Zg4
Minerve, in whom no body has any confidence, and for whom no one has any
respect.  We must rid ourselves of these, Men who traffic in politics, and who
boast of a fancied influence which they profess to be willing to “sell”
wanted. “ Bounce then,,” gentlemen!  Another point. We have lately lost
Rouville, St. Hyacinthe and Chambly. 1In a)l of these there are English
voters. In fact, the Fnglish vote is an important fact

Province. Our French friends often bitterly com

are not

or in elections in this

plain that our reverses are
attributable to Fnglish defections from the Conservative ranks, T grant that,

but a word or two, mes amis. The English-speaking people of this Province, as
a body, have been driven out of the party. Do you forget the in
which they were treated by the late Government? Do you im
English people wish to be allied with fools and fa
you that the English care nothing for administrat
whose leader they do not respect,

sulting way in
agine that the
natics like Zgsrtes Think
ion and everything for g party

and whose recognized Supporters they despise p
I despise a man who_would vote for Joly simply because he isa

I can comprehend the feelings which lead thinking man to renounce the
ravings of a Zarte. The fact of the matter is that We, as a party, want thorough

re-organization—new leaders and new policy. We want to clean the ship of the
barnacles ; we want to heave over the skulking fanatics who

Protestant, byt

way, and recognise the necessity for th
In conclusion,
move in the matter,

€ movement I have indicated,

I call upon the Conservative deputies in the House to

Cincinnatys.

i
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SCRIPTURE TEACHING AND “NATIONAL POLICY.”

—

The CaNapIAN SPECTATOR is justly credited with “broad and liberal
views,” and with keeping its columns open for the presentation, not of one side
only, but of both sides, of this or the other questions of public interest that
may arise. Giving to its contributors and correspondents opportunity for the

men in Canada, performing for the public an office which the pa
not take upon them, and which, it will be fair to add, they can
to take upon them, until the times have clianged a good deal, and ourselves
with them. While the public, doubtless, appreciate the SpecTATOR'S plan of
giving a hearing to both sides, it has appeared to me that on the question of
National Policy the Free Trade side has so far had much the larger share
of space in its columns, and the Protectionist side very little indeed, I suppose
that this is simply because Free Traders have been more forward than Protec-
tionists to offer their contributions ; and I am the more confirmed in the belief
that it has not occurred through any design on the part of the Editor, from the
fact that his own comments on the Finance Minister’s great work of this year,
and the measure of success achieved in its performance, have been not only

appreciative but decidedly favourable, Believing this to be the case, I offer
something towards redressing the balance,

In the paper of April 19th the
through their representatives do

not be expected

people of this Dominion, because they have

ne the best they could to extricate themeelves
from embarrassment and distress, are sweepingly characterized as « 4 nation

that has lost God.” “ The devil of selfishness.” we are told, has taken posses-
sion of us, and we are trying to live by and for ourselves only, without regard
to the interests of our fellow men or the claims of a common humanity. The
political economy of Richard Cobden and John Stuart Mill is put upon a level
with religion itself, and ¢ Eusebius ” lays down the dictum that “a ljfe which
is a religion demands absolute freedom—to let brotherly love flow out in free-
dom of trade.” Asa people we are charged with seeking to become rich, and
in need of nothing from others, “ while God and His goodness will be left out
in the cold,” and with placing needless barriers between God’s good gifts and
their recipients ; that is, the POOr amongst ourselves. More reckless perversion
of Scripture language and teaching than this is seldom seen in print. If in
Scripture teaching of the individual’s duty to himself, and to his family, we are
to find any indication of a man’s duty to the State or nation to which he
belongs, we shall be guided towards conclusions the very opposite of those so
confidently affirmed by this too peremptory moralist. The Apostolic saying
that if a man will not work, neither should he eat:

; the condemnation pto-
nounced upon him that provideth not for his own, especially they of his own
house; and the command to be not slothful in business,—all show that indi-

vidual industry and providing for one’s household is a part of Christian duty.
It would surely be no performance of such duty for a man to stand idly by
and permit his own occupation to be ruined, and his family in consequence to
starve, in order that employment might be to that small extent increased some-

things in common ; but, had they divided everything with those who were
outside the brotherhood, they would soon have haq nothing more to divide,
They might in this way have plunged themselves into misery and want, without
the world having been any the better for it The world would indeed have

sacrifice would have done nothing

sloth and improvidence,
The
Test

s no Christian government existed, and no Christian nation,
as such, and Apostolic precepts do not in this relation go much in detail beyond
the Master’s command to render to Cesar the things which are Caesar's. But
we know that the Disciples of these times yielded loyal obedience to the law
of the land, wherever it did not conflict with the law of God ; and that Paul
held his State obligations to be due to the Roman State, and not to any other
State. As a Pastor and teacher he would undoubtedly have 'told converted
Roman soldiers that they would still have to march under thelr' Gen.erals and
fight the battles of the Empire just as before. If we can conceive him giving
counsel to a Roman Treasurer of the Empire, we must believe that the latter
would be told that his first duty, as Zreasurer, was to the State which he served
and to which he belonged. But, if we go back to the Old Testament, in which
matters of national polity are very fully treated, both historically and in the
laying down of the law, we find an intense national spirit prevailing through-
out, from the time when Moses led the Israeli




