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lieved, fully committed. If Lord Salisbury and his col-
leagues share the views of the defunct Cabinet in this regard,
which views are evidently those of the great majority of the
British people, it would scarcely be safe for the new Govern-
ment to act less promptly and decidedly. Tn almost any
other case of which we can conceive, involving the nation in
danger of a great war, a very influential body of the people
would be pretty certain to disapprove, and to voice their
disapproval in no uncertain terms. But one of the peculiar-
ities of the situation is that in this matter, the principle
involved is of such a nature that those very persons who
would ordinarily be most anxious to avoid warlike compli-
cations are in this case among the strongest supporters of
stern measures, believing it a sacred duty not only to fulfil
to the letter the pledges of the nation, but to give the pro-
tection of Britian’s mighty hand to save an oppressed Chris-
tian people which has already suffered the most horrible
barbarities, from further oppression at the hand of the
“ unspeakable ” and pitiless Turk.

Tt is generally conceded, we believe, that
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Monument, the Cromwell incident had considerable

effect in bringing about the defeat of the
Rosebery Administration so unexpectedly. Of course that
defeat was but a question of time, but it seems pretty evi-
dent that the withdrawal, in deference to Irish feeling, of
Government aid from the proposed statue to Cromwell, so
far injured the morale of a part of the Government’s follow-
ing as to facilitate its defeat, on the first opportunity.
Much contempt has been heaped upon the Trish representa-
tives for what is deemed their narrow sectionalism in
remembering and perpetuating the racial animosity against
Cromwell.  But is it so wonderful, after all, that he should
be remembered by them as the relentless conquerer of Ire-
land, rather than as the deliverer of lngland and the
founder of the Commonwealth 7 Tt sometimes seems as if
there were an unconscious tendency in many minds to
measure Irish feeling and aspiration by some other standard
than that which would be applied to another people in their
stead.  Probably this is due, in large measure, to the peculiar
characteristics and methods of the people themselves. But
irrespective of these, it is surely not surprising, under the
circumstances, that they should remember the man whom
the nation was about to honour, rather by his relations to
their own country and ancestors, than by the services which
he rendered the nation, of which he made them, or rather a
part of them, an unwilling appendage. No other race, such
as the Poles or Hungarians, would be expected to vote very
cheerfully for the appropriation of a sumn from their own
taxes to perpetuate the memory of their subjugator. The
incident seems well adapted to cast doubt upon the propriety
of national celebrations, of any kind, in honour of those
whose deeds of heroism are fraught with memories of humili-
ation for a part of the nation. Tt is meet that the British
nation should do honour to the memory of Oliver Cromwell,
but it is most fitting that this should be done, as it is now
heing done, by the voluntary offerings of those who appreci-
ate his character and achievements,

A commemoration of a different kind was
the dedication of a monument in Chicago,
on Memorial Day, erected to the memory
of the Confederate soldiers who died in the prison camp in
that city, during the war. This is the first monument which
has been raised in the North to the memory of Confederate
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