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themn when they are against you. Those who are reasonable will do
this, and for the rest-I wvi1l wait until they grow older and wiser;
meantime, I shall say what I think is right and just

ALFRED J. BRAY.

WHAT IS A NATIONAL POLICY?

0f late years Canadians have been made familiar with the cry of Nation-
alisi,-the demand for a National Policy in opposition to the interests of a
Party. Whether the Canadian Confederacy may daim, or may even hope, to
be recognised as a nationality, has been questioned. We have been reminded,
in reference to the day which ushered in the young Confederacy eleven years
ago, that Ilthe mere explosion of tons of gunpowder in pyroteclînic displays,
and salvos of artillery, and feux de joie, does flot constitute the baptism of fire
by which a people announces that it hias been borni into the fainily of the
nations." XVe have been told that the force of repulsion among the hetero-
geneous elements of Our population is stronger than any force of cohiesion, and
that therefore there is littie likelihood of these elements ever being welded into
one nation.

If there is any ground for protesting against such a gloomy forecast of our
future, it is surely to, be discovered in that cry of Natîonalism which lias
recently made itself heard above the din of our party strifes. it would be
premature, indeed, to found much upon the popular cry, so inarticulate as this
must be acknowledged still to be ; for its influence iii fusing the eleunents of our
population into the unity of a national existence muiist depend on the direction
it takes. But it may surely with fairness be taken as evidence of an aspiration
after national unity existing and operating in the inids of many, Canadians.
Whether this aspiration will assume predominance among the political tenden-
cies of our people, it would be hazardous to predict ; but it is a significant
fact, in view both of its future influence and its future direction, that it hias
manifested itself, not in the passionate shouts of an unreasoning mol), but in
the quiet, thoughtful, and often earnest, utterances of the more intelligent,
especially among the youinger men of Canada. Let those Nwho would lead the
dominant party of the future take note of this fact!

It has just been pointed out that this demand for a National Policy is still
a somewhat inarticulate cry, and that its value will depend uponi the direction
which it may take. It is incumbent, therefore, upon those who sympathise
with this demand, or recognîse the valuable service it mnay render iii purifying
our political life, to direct it, if possible, into such a chiannel as will most cer-
tainly lead to the end at which it aims. It is with a view to, this that the
question is proposed, which heads this article,-WVhat is a National Policy ?
It may be assumed that those who desire an answer to this question, thoughi
unconnected with any political party, do not intend to make of thiemlselves
political hermits, but are anxious to uise their political influence, and to use it
justlY, even though it should amount to no more than the recording of a vote.
This necessity of political action, while one is cager to enjoy an) atmosphere
free from the poison of party spirit, often'entails a conflict of considerations,
amid which the line of duty becomes liard to trace. The ver>' crisis, at which
we now stand on the eve of a general election, imposes uj)on the adherents of
a National, as opposed to a Party' Policy, this difficult>' of deternînng the
course which a National Policy demands. For uinfortunatel>' the problem
necessarily takes the form of a part>' quiestioni. We are not mierci>y callcd to
discover, by a dispassionate philosophical investigation, thc abstract policy
which is most conducive to the national interests ; we are required to determline,
lvhetber the national interests caîî be more effectiv-ely sccured by voting for the 1
Government or for the opposition. It is true,. thiere is a question, wvlich lias
been raised into some pronhînence in the controvers>' between the two l.arties,
and which cannoe be said to be a mere part>' question. TIhis is the question
whiclî usuall>' goes by the name of Protection. But for mian>' reasons it ise
desirable that this aspect of the controvers>' between the two piarties shotild be 1
reserved for consideration iii a separate article. TIhe rival daims of the two S

Parties upon the adherents of a National l>olicy ma>', wvitl advantage, be first t
of aIl considered apart from the question of Protection. The part>' on the
Opposition benches dlaim that, as a Party, they are more worthy of controlling r
the policy and the treasur>' of the nation than the party who forrn the Govern. u
ment. Are we to recognise their dlaim ? And if so, for what reason ?

The part>' who miake such a dlaim, accept tlîe onus probandi, impose on 0
themselves the obligation of proving thcir right to supplant the occupants of 9
the Treasury benches. On the other hand, the people of Canada have a right to b
require that the reasons for supplemeliting the present Government are of suffi- il

cient weight to justify such a violent disturbance of our political life. Now, 0
apart fromn the subject of Protection which bas been reserved for future
discussion, what are the sum and substance of the reasons urged for expelling b
the present Ministry from office ? These reasons ma>' be generaîlly described n
as5 cofsisting in a criticism of the conduct of the Government. It is urged that 1
the administration of public affairs ini general, or that sonie particular act or acts n
of the administration, have been such as to miake minîsters forfeit the further Ni
confidence of the country. The charge against the Mînistry is here put in two (
aspects ; for the criticism of their conduct sometimes fastens on particular acts, F
but, perhaps, more commonly, expatiates at large over their management of w~
public affairs. As long as the criticismn assumes onl>' the latter forni, it is toc) a
vague to admit of any satisfactory discussion. Lt. is but fair, however, to point e
out that a general review of the public business sinde the present NMinistry came i
into office does not exhibit to the unprejudiced mind any evidence of sucb a
flagrant maladxninistration as to requir .e the extreme measure which the Opposi- tI
tion deznand. Is there an>' more satisfaction to be obtained fromi a detailed 1
examination into the public acts of the Mfifistiy ? Can an>' particular act or o
acts be signalised, which cail for an outbreak of public indignation against the P
Government, and an unequivocal condemnation of them at the polIs ? If the c
Opposition can adduce any evidence of this SOrt on which to base a verdict e.
against the Ministry, they bave certainly hitherto failed to do so in a decided tI
way. Among ail the shortcominS of the Government, wbich have been o:
paraded on the left side of the 1jouse and reiterated to weariness by the ir

Opposition press, flot an action bias been obtruded into view, over which it was;
possible to w'ork up an>' indignant passion, except among the speakers and
writers, whose party connections necessitate that kind of performance. In this
resp)ect there is a l)rominent contrast betveen the position of affairs in which the
present Government are placed, and that in which their predecessors were
driven from office. That memnorable crisis iii Our political histor>' is too recent
to require that it sbould be related hiere. It is suficient to remnember that, at
that period, a great crime against the national honour, which blazoried our
political corruption before the world, formed the ground of a verdict in which
the people of Canada simpl>' confirmed the unanimous condemnation which hiad
been passed upon their rulers in the dispassionate political criticism of other
countries. Until the Opposition can charge upon the G,'overnmiieit sonie misde-
meanour which would justif>' a simiilar expression of popular indignation, the
elector, to whoni it is the interests of a nation and not of a part>' that are at
stake, must refuse to vote for the expulsion of the present miinisters froni office.

Iii aIl this it is b>' no mneans to be understood that the conduct of the
(;overnnîient lias l)eeii faultless. On tie contrar>', wcre this the proper place,
numerous objections miiglit be broughit against the course pursued by the Gov-
erfiment on several occasions; and 1 believe I ami not mistaken in asserting
that none would miore fraîîkly admit the imperfections of bis administr~ation
than the First Minister of the Crown himself. But, setting aside the worthless
assertions of that unscrupulous niendacit>' which is generated iii our party
strifes, ]et uis admit ever>' just conîplaint that even the severest criticism bias
brouight honme to the Governmient: have tlîe Opposition thereby made out their
case ? We know well enougli, even without the vehiement talking and writing
of our Opposition friends, that the administration of affairs for the past five
years bas been far from perfect iii Canada, or, for tlîat mnatter, in an>' other
country under the sun ; but that is not what we want to know. XVe want to
know what ground tliere is for believing that the management of public business
wouild be stained with less corruption and inconipetence iii the hands of the
Opposition than in those of the present Ministry ; and îvitli the mlemor>' of the
shamie which they brougbt upon our country five years ago, it does seem like
ami insult to Our intelligence wlien we are asked to hand over the national
treasury to the Opposition in the hope of a more lionourable adminîistration of
the trust tlian is at present secured.

It appears, then, from the above considerations that the elector who desires
to proniote a tnîly national polic>' lias no interest in supplanting the Party in
piower nierel>' to make way for another part>', wvho not onl>' give no proof of
superior purit>' or sul)erior conîipetence, but were proved to have brought the
country into dislionour before the world, wben hast the>' lield the reins of power.
But in aIl these comsi(lerations an inmportant question bas been îvaivcd. It is
urgcd that the refusaI of the Govertnment to protect the manuifacturing intcrests
of the country constitutes a political delinquency sufficientl>' grave to requiire
tlîat the confidence of tlie peopile should lie withdrawn from theni at the coming
clections. Have the <Governiiicut thcreby shown thîemselves incomipetent 'or
unwvilling to advrance a truly national policy ? Thîis is the question reserved for
discussioni iii another article. J. CLARK MURA.

SOME FACTS FROM WITHIN.

An>' student of histor>' who bias watclîcd the changes going on iii the
Roman Catholic Chiurclî iithin the last twenty years, miust he convinced tlîat
side b>' side with a watchful resistance, the polie>' of neutralit>' is Olten the
wi.sest. 1 ain frequentl>' remnindeul of the dileninia mbt wlich a peaceniaker
nia>' get whio undertakes to interfère between a quarrellhng mian aîîd wife, when
IObserve how often the stupid zeal of niarrow.ind(ed observers pots a
tunîbling-block iii the way of Protestant progress. Maîîy a zealot lias brotiglît
lisaster ulun a good cause. Tliere are zealotb and zealots. But the worst of
~vils is your blind zealot, who is ready to knock lus own hecad, or bis îîeigh-
iotir's, against a wall, in fulsonue hope that a breachi na>' be macle. 'l'lie con-
;e(ltende is gencrally that the breach is made iii the nîan's lîead iîîstead of iii
hie wall.

1 wisb to point out b>' a few facts from histor>' past and prcsent, how sucb a1
>olicy as that favoured b>' tlîe Orange advisers iii this Province nîay be a very
nwise and foolisl disî)lay of mistakeii zeal.

Is it muot a fact that the Clîurch Of Rome iii aIl ages lias tyrranized over its
ivn people, and that iii its bosoni, from among tlîe clîildreîî it lias nursed, the
:reat movemelits against it bave always been b>on? Lt is a liarsli frieîîd to uis,
itt it is also a cruel mother to its own; aîîd (God bas flot made thîe humati
îind and beart for nman to mould into slavislî ol>edience to the fearful oppression
f an>' hierarch>' iii the %vorld. Let us briefi>' look at a few facts.

Ini Gernian>', iii tbe 16Gth century, it was a Roman Catlîolic priest who
egan the work of tlîe Reformiation, and Romanî Catbolic priests who were
îartyred for resisting the arro4ance of tlîeir Churcb. When in this century the
'ope ordered bts bishops to disobe>' tlîe civil law, and presumed to nullify laws.
ade for tlîe protection of tbe State, it was Roman Catbolics under Dollinger
hbo protested, and resisted the Ultramontane crusade against the unit>' of the
erman Empire and the supremacy of its Protestant King. In France it WAS a.
.onian Catholic (Abbé Michaud) Vicar of the Madeleinie, a well known divine,

'ho openl>' opposed infallibilit>'. Large numbers of Roman Catbolic priesta
nd laymen refused to, allow the pope to supplant Christ by the Syllabus, and
ducation bias been taken ont of the bands of the dlergy. We hear much of
ifidelit>' among the French. A cotuple of years ago I travelled through France,
nd met man>' educated Frencbmnen wbo spoke witb the greatest contempt of
îie ignorance of their hierarchy, and blamed them for an>' infidelit>' existing.
il Portugal it was Roman Catbolics who boldl>' resîsted the modern aggressions
f thicir priests. In Mexico it is Roman Çatholics who bave fougbt against
'apal intolerance. In Brazil the Council of State bias decided that Papal bulis
annot take effect witbout recei-ving the Goverrnent permission, and tbat
,ccommtlnic9.tion lbas no effect in civil relations. In Guatemala, where
îe Romisb was tbe onI>' and establisbed Cburch, the craft and greed
f the! Jesuits overstepped itself, and Government lias decreed religious liberty
~that Republic, and declared that Ilthe Roman Catholic Church is purer in


