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barbarie and a civilized State is niarked in nothing more

than in this, that in the barbaric State every man is his own

protector and bis own avenger, while in the civilized State

lie goes unarmed, and the community undertakes the duty

of protecting bis riglits and avenging his wrongs."

fECENT despatches froni England and Europe fait

far short of corroborating Mr. Chauncey M. Depew's

somewhat bombastic statement that the people of ail classes

in the trans-Atlantic nations are in mortal terror of the

McKinley Bill. That the operation of that tuiddle age

measure will cause a good deal of inconvenience and ls

for a time, while commerce is adjusting itseif to the new

conditions, is very probable. But it requires no gru.at

prescience to foresee that it will lead to a speedy develop-

nment of British and Buropean trade with Af rica and Asia,

the extent of which may prove practically unimrited. Sel-

dshness and isolation are no0 more likely to prove good

policy on the part of a nation than on that of an individ-

ual. That the new and unique course upon which the

United States is about to enter will be bîtterly regretted at a

future day may be regarded as certain, because recoil as the

effet of sudden and violent disturbance of established order

is the law of nature, in commerce as in every other sphere.

With the.adoption of the McKinley Bill our neigibours

must abandon any hope they may have cherisbcd of being

able to regain gradually their lost occan commerce, to say

nothing of competing in the race for the prizes Africa and

other iEastern lands have to offer. There seema little

reason to fear that the rapidly developing resources of lier

own colanies and of India, Africa and other Eastern lands

will prove ample in the near future to imeet aIl the

demanda whicli Great Britain may make upon them, and

render lier less and le8s depondent tipon the United States.

On the other hand, the dread with whicb, th'ý Standard

says, many English merchants andi manufacturers have

looked forward to the possible adoption hy America of a

trade policy which would enable lier te comipete on equal

ternis in the markets of the world, was, no doubt, wcll

founded. We have only to imagine that instead of

resoting to a policy of "lprotection mun mad,'" the Ameni-

can Congress were just 110w about passing a measure

looking in the direction of universal free trade, to be

enabled to get some conception of the cause for British

apprebension. There can be no doubt that the United

States lias a wealth of resources of various kinda, and ber

people an inventiveness and energy which wouid give ber,

other things being equal, an advantage over any European

nation. With the vast merchant flcets she might have

sailing every ses, freigbted with the ricli products of ber

boundie8safields and ber skilful industry, or bearing back

the treasures of foreign lands to lier shores, what was

to prevent ber froni becoming, in a single decade, Eng-

land's most formidable rival on tlie high seas and in foreign

markets 1i We are not sure that we should be going too

far in saying that the danger England's manufacturera thus

escape may fully counterbalance any loss they may

tenlporariiy sufer froni the operation of the McKinley Bill.

1 N a recent ntimber of the London Tijies it is said that

Il a ncw forn of electrical generator and mioter bas been

invented by Mr. J. Vauglian-Shenrin, by means of which

the propulsion of boats, tricyles and Bath chairs is effected

witbout accumulators.1 If this be so, and it becomes

thereby possible to get rid of the weigbt of accumulators,

a new revolution, so far at lesst as liglit vehicles are con-

cerned, is at Our dOoors, and we may expect te sec spider-

wheeled carriages of varjous kinds flying over the roads

witli the speed of bicycles, but without the'demaiid for skill

%nd muscular effort on the part of the ridera which those

impiy. There is, we are told, an entire absence of danger

to those workiiig the new machine, and no chance of even

a sliock being received. Cbaracteristically enougli, an Act

of Parliament is said to stand in th, way of the tise of

the8e new vehicles on English roada, and legilation mnust

ho had before they can ho empioyed. If, however, the

invention proves successful it wiIl be of too great value te

admit of ita being long hampered by any artificial obstacles.

F ROM the acceunts given in papera nOw to baud of the
use ef smokeless pewdcr at recent manoeuvres of

Frenchi and Austrian troopa, it is evident that the tertu

"smonfkeîess"l as appîied to those new explosives is not, as
w, avehal-supeted a hyperbole or a misnomer. The

London 1Times' correspondent, egrpi fo Vena

says that in a certain sham ight in Hungary there were

77 battali 0o 5 of infantry, 36 squadrons of Cavsîry, and 1:9,

pieclea of artiiîery engsged,an atalhu evyfrg
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waa goiug on for more than four boums, net the liglitoat

trace o! amoke was visible. IlCommsnding officers were

ne longer able te judge the position, movementsansd

strength of oppoaing forces by the density ef the sitioe,

and it took considerable time i-o fix the position e! firing

batteries, wbile iufautry well under cover could hardly be

discovered. There ivas the usual oaing of cannon asud

musketry, aithougli somewhat subdued, but the landscape

as far as the eye could reach remained serene aud motion-

bass." The Spectator suggests that amnongat other nesults

of thia memnentous change, it is possible that the effects

on menas nerve may bo very great. IlDeath that cornes

from ion one can tell where, and is accompanried only by a

drihi, indeterminate roar, miglit beceme terrifying beyond

human endurance."»XVe do net se, however, why the

nervea uay net as easily ho schooled te witbistand that, as

the certainiy net bsser terrons of the roar of cannon, the

crash of musketny, and the deatb-deaiing messengers com-

ing unseen eut of dense clouda of smoke. There la oe

consolation iu connection witb sîl tliese improvements lu

the meana of destruction. It la pretty evident that ecd

great nation's besitation te engage in war with its neigli-

bouma may ho due, luneoamail measure, te the fear that

that neiglibour may bave soine more peteut inîplement of

wsr than its own. Sucli au implement, as bas beeri more

than once demonstmated, miay decide the issue o! s great

campaigli.

BICGOTR Y.

T 11E Canada Educational Monthly is preanmed te howritten for the benefit chiefly of these who are inter-
eatod in educational work ; lu other wonds, o! an excep-
tionally intelligent casas o! readers. If ita readona are as
intelligent as migbt f airly be expected, a majeity of theni
will certair.ly ropudiate the intolerant remarks that appear
in the September number on the subject e! the 110W 11gb
School Reader. The tatement la cditorialiy made that, lu
the volume lu question, Ilthero are ne ba8s than eigbt
authors represented who are distinctly atheistia, or agnos-
tic, or mnaterialistic, or whatever cisc tbey msy choose te ho
caled ";-sud a desine la cxpresaed te sec Ila ncw table of
contents madeoeut in which the names o! these writera
saal net ho seon." I bave looked over thc liat o! authors

epresented te ace who the eight are te whom tho editor of
tic Educational Monthly referansd 1 ind some diticulty
in making eut the number witb certainty. The following
seven are probably included :-Arnold (Matthew), Darwin,
George Eliot, Hume, Huxley, Shelley and Swinburne ;
but who is the eiglitb la it Carlyle, or Cbougli, or Emer-
son, or Fronde, or Dante Rossetti?' It may ho any eue o!
tbem, or auy one o! bal! a dozen othens whose names
appear. Now, bad passages been chosen froKn the above
writers that expressed aguostic opinions, it miglit net
unfsinly have been objected that questions uusuited te the
age o!f111gb Scbool pupila were being unneceasarily brouglit
forward. But wlien we find George Eliot represeute.d by
a moat innocent description from the "lMiil on the Flosa "
e! a summer monning spent by Tom sud Maggie in fisiug;
Mattbew Arnold by bis fine peeni "lRugby Chapel "; Dam-
win by a page or two froni bis universaaly admircd book
on the "Formuation of Vegetsble Moult "; Hume by an
account of the firat Crusade; Huxley by bis splendid deline-
ation of!Il A Liberal Education "; sud Shelley by bis
IlCloud," the simple intolerance o! the objection raised te
the appearance o! these namnes becemeas obvieus. As
regards Swinburue'a IlFor8aken Gardon," I am dispoaed
te agree wlth the editor e! the Monthly that it is net a
good selection; thore la notbing in it o! a speciaiiy aguos-
tic characten, but it la dreary and uuauited te yout-
quite as dreary as a good deal o! the Book o! Eclesiastes.
'Thecextraordiuary tbiug la, howevem, that a profesaed
advocate of education sbould wiah te keep the iutelliLent
pupila o! our iligli Scbools lu ignorance o! the broad fact
that there are sucli writers lu the world as Hluxley, Dar-
win, Matthew Arnold sud George Eliot-sbouid advocste
tie policy o! cxcluding the very usmea o! such witers
from s selection o! readings that dlaims te ho representa-
tive of modemn literature and modemn thouglit. A rc sucli
witers excluded froni our public libraries?' Do the moat
orthodox o! beokellers exalude the novels of George Eliot
or the works o! Darwin f rom their abelves sud cunutors 'i
It wonld really lie interesting te kuow lu wbose bhlsf
the Educational Mont1ilyj speaka when it reommendase
obacurantiat a policy. We know thore are feebie-minded
men aud womeu lu the cemmunity who dread the very
name o! modemn thougit, sud look upon science itaelf as
alinoat a spirit o! ovil. Hoeesud there we discover a
degnee of mental darnesa that would fiud a itter envi.
roumeut lu Equatorial Afnica than lu the progressive cities
o! the Western Continent ; but an educational journal is
net snpposed te appeal to, or take it8 inspiration frein, the
most bsckward portion o! tbe community. Where, then,

1are the intelligent mou aud wemen, perseus theniselves
educated, tboughtful sud competeut, and known te lie sncb,
wbo will come ont over their naines sud support the REdu-
cational Monthly lu ohjectiug te the insertion lu a 111gb
Schoel Reader o! auy selectious whatever-even the moat
instructive sud tie least controversial in toue-frein sucli
writers as are named ahove I If there are sncb persens,

let thern speak se that we may know wbat kind of a coin-
munity we are living in.

It is a favourite ides, as I have had many occasions to
natice, of the ultra-onthodox that dissentients front ortho-
doxy have ne rigbts whicli they (the ultra-onthodox) are
bound to respect. It miay be presumed that people who
theniselves buy the works of Darwin, Huxley, Arnold,
Spencerm (somehow or other Spencer's nome does not appear
in the Reader, thouglihbclias written mauy a page suitable
for selection) and other iterary and scientific leaders of
our time, wouild not prevent thein chldren froni reading
secb portions of the wonks of these writers as miglit be
suited to their compreliension. Are sucli people so few in
number that their vemy existence as an elemont in the
corumunity may not only safely but justly be iguored 1
Ask the bookseliers whetlier in the clasa that chiefly sends
pupils to the 111gb Schools and Collegiate Institutes, the
purchasera of the works of modemn I liberal " thinker8 are
a re-ally negligible element. If they are, how is it that
sucli books are alway8 kept in stock in the bookatores ?
No one can read the great Engliali reviews without being
brought into the miost intimate contact with the most
advanced thought of the tume. These neviews are in every
readi*ng-rýooni and on every bookseller's counter. Have the
people vho read thein no rights ?t Have their oilidren no
rg"hts? "lNo rîghts that I ami beund to respect " virtuaily
replies the editor of the Educational Monthly, "lfor if I
bsd my way I shouid net lot any writor of the Matthew
Arnold or George Eliot or Charlea Darwin type so mucli
as show blis or lier face in s Scliool Reader. 1, and those
who think witl nie, are in the majority, and 1 should
have no besitation in excluding alI names that did net
belong to our household of faitli."

Wcll, yes, the oditor of the Monthily and bis friends
arc the maJority ; how is it, then, that tbey do not have
their way as completely as they could wish ? Mainly
because what they wisli is both unjust andi absurd. The
moral and intellectual forces, wbich they would gfladly
over-ride if they could by the brute force of numbers, are
too strong for theni. The reason on which the unthiuking
multitude would trampie, if tbcy could, makes itaelf hoard
in the counicila of ministers, and wbercver two or tbree
intelligent mon are gathered together. The heathen o!
re-action may rage aud imagine any number o! vain
thinga, but their power for mischicf will neyer equal thoîr
disposition. They îay about theni with a stupid an o!
lcsh ; but the spirit bas been beforehand with its perva.
ive work, and what the spirit bas donc the fleali canuot

undo. So, sîthougli there is ne agnostician-that I can
discern-in the new 111gb School Reader, thene is a fair
sprnkling of the names of these who bave cast off the
etwintcr wecds outworn " of ancient dogma, tbnd whose
frec and untrammelied ways of looking at things furniali
both guidance and inspiration te intelligent youtb. For
this lot us ho tbankful, snd let the childrcn of liglit take
courage. W. D. LuSuxuit.

Ottawa, Sept. 19, '90.

PARIS LETTER.

BEYOND doubt, Paris nay fairly dlaim te have possessedB the tirst "lcasual ward " on record. This wa inth
thirtecnth century. Au hospice-hospital was eatahiished
by royal charter in the Rue St. Denis, flot far front the
present towe-an affectionate ruin of Jacques sans Peur.
The establishment bad for its primary object, te shei ter dur-
ing three days and threc niglits ail women, widows, and girls
who smived in Paris te seek a situation te iturane some
business, or to prosecute some Iaw-suit. Thli females
genorally camne te the city on foot, baving exbausted all
their resources te meet thc expenses ef theirjourney.

The sheltered, whiic inniates of the institution, were
prohibited f rom bcgging. ibey werc known as Il Cathorin-
ites," because the establishiment was placed under St. Cath-
orine, the patroneas of girls. The hospice-bospital was con-
ductcd hy nuns ; tbey enjoed certain privileges, thus
they had a separate quarter iu the Cemetery of The Inno-
cents for intenment. But tbey were bound in rettimu te
taire charg ý,of ail the cerpses picked up ou the streets of
Paris, or found iu the river Seine, sud see that they had
Christian hurlatinl the common grave. Tbey declined te
receive the bodies of suicides, sud wcrc neot bound te do se.
Thcy wcre allowed ton sous for each corpse buried by themn.
As perquisites, tbey bad the right te ahl the clotbing and
property belongiug te a deceased. This could net have
been mucb, as the city guarda searched sud stripped ecd
Ilfiud " bof ore bringing it te St. Cathernues, and dîýpositing
it wapped in an oid mantie, or rolied up ini rushes. A
f ree-tbinking captain, on one occasion, lest bis situation for
bingiug te the hospice s suicide, witb the rope by wbicli
the unfertuniate hanged hi macif round the neck, sud ordering
the nuns te inter the remains.

The Ilsheltery " was exciusively for females. How-
ever, a prisouer wbo had escaped fromn bis guards, was
brouglit te the couvent sud placed in a lied in the îufirm-
amy, among the sick women. The gaards forced their way
in and carried off their prisàoner, a cierk, chamged with
theft. The nuns proteated: the judges erdored the twe
guards te psy an indemnity of forty francs, then s heavy
penalty, sud te bring back the pnisener. The latter had
diod ee route, se the nuna had te bury bum. The matter
came again before the judges, whe decided that the guards
were te bave an efflgy made in wax of the prisoner, te pre-
sent that te the nuis, te express in presence o! the inniatea,
an apology for their misconduct, and te announce that
they bad been dismissed f romn the service,
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