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the wealthiest with the poorest class are not uncommon ;
and there are classes of political subjects, such as foreign
polie>', with which weaith and poverty have littie to do.
At ail events, a division of the community into the part>'
of the rich and the party of the poor is what nobody would
propose as the permanent basis of good government.

While people are teiling us that part>' is a necessit>' of
human nature and must endure forever, part>' is avery-
where showin.4 the most decisive symptoms of its mortalit>'.
It in everywhere in a state of apparenti>' hopeiess disinte-
gration. Hardi>' in one of the parliamentar>' countries do
we an>' longer find that dlean division into two parties
which is essentiai to the system, since without it no basis
can be found for government. Sectionaiism bas everywhere
set in. There are nine sections in the German Parliament;
there are nobody knows how many in the Frenchi; and the
saine state of thinga prevails in Itai>' and Spain. In the
British Parliament there are now six sections--the Con
servatives, the Liberal Unionists, the IRadical Unioniats,
the Giadstonians, the Radical Home Ruiers, and the Par-
nellites ; and of these sections not one is strong enough iin
itself to sustain a Government. In the United States not
oni>' have we a beginning of disintegration, with semi-
secession of the Independents from the Republicans, but
other disintegrating sections are being formed b>' the
Labour Reformers, the Anti.poVerty men, and the Prohi-
bitionists. Machine managers who are possessed with the
belief that the machine is the ordinance of nature, look
upon ail this as fractious eccentricit>', and think that with
the aid of some sootbing appliances it wiii ail subside, and
the game of political poker wili go on happil>' as before.
But the>' wiil flnd themselves mistaken. The>' wilI find
that with the growtb of mental activit>' and independence
their troubles will increase.

The oni>' bond which part>' bas other than corruption,
when there is no organie question to, divide the communit>',
seems to me to be the sporting love of faction flghts, which,
no doubt, if it is not ineradicable, has deep roots in human
nature. My friend, Mr. Bryce, sees something majestic in
a presidentiai election. He is impressed b>' the spectacle
of no many millions of freemen ail in one day goirag to the
poils to choose their chief. 1 have seen severai of these
spectacles, and 1 confess there is something in them wliich
strongi>' reminds me of the Derby, There is the sanie
amount of betting, and an excitement, as it appears to me,
ver>'rmuch of the samne kind, while the corruption which
in the case of the Derby is conined to the jocke>'s, extends
an the case of the presidential election over a wider field,
LJnhappil>' the two cases diafer in gravity. t seenis im-
possible that the texture of an>' commonwealth should bp
firm enough to withstand forever the tension and- the
laceration inflictod on it b>' presidential elections.

Setting aside the faction-fights of the middle azes, such
as those between the Guelphs and Chibelines, which were
net parliamentar>', part>' goverfimont has its origin ini
English histor>'. England was the cradie of the system,
and if her affairs continue in their present course, isnflot
unlikel>' to be its grave. It arose out of the struggle for
mupreme power between the Stuart kings and the Parlia-
ment, which gave birth to the parties of Whigs and Tories.
Coincident with its development was the change from the
old Privy Council, which once was the government but is
now a venerable shadow, to the Cabinet which is a coin-
mittee of the dominant part>'. While civil war was raging
or impendling, parties heid themselves together with a
vengeance ; there could be no difficult>' about submitting
your own judgment to that of the generai on a fild of
battie, no conscieritious hemitation about wheeling to the
right or the left when the word-of command was given.i
But as acon as the fighting was over, the leaders of parties
found that cohesion and discipline couid be secure~d only>'
b>' corruption. The Restoration Parliament, the Revolu-
tion Parliainent after the final defeat of James I., and
the Hanoverian Parliament, were ail managed systemati-i
caiiy and almost avowedly in that way. Wralpole had noi
natural love of corruption; though coarse and cynical, hie )
waa honest and patriotic ; but it was onl> b>' bribes thatr
he could hold together a majorit>' without which goveril-
Ment and the dynasty must have fallen. The French i
Revolution changed the scene ; it welded together the
Tory Part>'b>' the influence of a great fear, and the Whig c
Part>'b>' revolutionar>' sympathy and intense antagonismt
to its opponeVts. Corruption stili went on, and there wass
a perpetual scramble aanong the followers of the govern-%
ment for the mess of spoils, both political and ecciesiastical,o
ini its gif t, as well as for peerages and baronetcies; but Pittd
'ouid probably have led and governed, without patronage e
or briher>',b>' mere appeal to part>' interest or passion. a
The reformn of 1832 was, in fact, a revolution; it trans- o
ferred supreme power from the aristocracy, which had h
reigned through its command of the close boroughs, to the p
Peope ; and it did this after a struggie so violent as to
horder ver>' ciosel>' on civil war. Whule that struggic was b:
raging, or the passion which it had kindled continiSd to bgiow, part>' once more heid itsef together b>' its own force. b

Buite division of that day belongs to the past. The cl
Reformn Club, which is its movement, and which forined ti
the chef organization of what was then deemed the revo- ol
lutionar>' part>', in now in truth a Conservative Association.8

The Reform Bill of 1832 did not, in Engiand, close the
liat of organie questions or terminate the protracted and
intermittent revolution b>' which it seema England is to be
finali>' made democratic; and these have continued to be su
foundations for what ma>' be termed substantiali>' an aristo- E
cratic and a democratie part>', besides the question of the ai
established church and that of Ireland. Stili patronage w
and the expenditure of mone>' have been powerful agencies bi

in holding the parties together. If the Government bas
given up nomination to clerkships in the public offices and
commissions in tihe army, it bas not given up its nomina-
tions to peerages, to baronetcies, to the orders of knigbt-
bood, to the *Judiciary, to the viceroyaity of India and
governorship of colonies, to the militar>' and naval coin-
inands, Vo the bishopries and deaneries, canonnies and
benefices, in the gif t of the crown. It has not given up
the social influence whichi it wields through the rank of its
own members and its connection with the court. Nor are
offices of fort>' or fifty thousand dollars a year themselves
slight inducements to an>' but ver>' wealthy politicians.
It is the belief, sad to sa>', of those who are weil quaiified
Vo judge, and wbo would flot speak lightly, that even at
the present~ perilous crisis of the country's destin>' men are
bartering their convictions for the prospect of place. The
severit>' of the British election laNv, inflexib>' administered
b>' the judges, bas probab>' killed briber>' at elections, or
ait least reduced it to inconsiderabie dimensions. But cor-
ruption is Protean ini its fornis, and the suppreision of
briber>' at elections does not prevent the mone>' from being
empioyed in organization, in canvassing, and in what is
called Ilnursing boroughs," that is, spending money in
capturing them with a view to elections.

ln Canada we have a permanent civil service, and the
possibilities of corruption b>' patronage are liimited. But
the consequence is that corruption throws itseif into other
forms, especiali>' that of government appropriations for
local works. It seenis to me that corruption of this kind
is more destructive of public spirit than corruption b>'
patronage or b>' personal briber>'. In Engiand during the
iast century, side b>' side with the most terrible corruption
b>' patronage and personal briber>', there was a good deal
of public spirit, such as showed itaeif in the Middlesex
election and gave birth to Chathami and Burke. Corrup-
tion b>' public expenditure is hardI>' recognized as criminai,
and it extenda to the whole body of electors.

Supposing that ail corruption, whether b>' patronage,
b>' personal bniber>', or b>' government expendîture, cou1ld
be completel>' abolished, the part>' systeni of governiment
reînaining, might flot part>', in the absence of an>' natural
and moral bond, find means of holding itself together even
worse than corruption itseif ? Might it not regular>' selI
the polie>' of the country' for votes ? A British minister
going into a general election puts forth an address, holding
out to the class b>' which the iracome tax is paid a renaission
of the tax as an inducement to, vote for hini. Impartial
criticiani natural>' asks whether this is a great improve-
nient, otberwise than in refinement of forni, on the public
iioralit>' of the last century. Look at what bas been going
on ani is now going on in England. The two parties have
been bidding against each otber in blind extensions of the
suffrage, without an>' attempt Vo review and strengthen the
upper work of the Constitution, tuli the country and the
empire are completel>' in the hands of masses of passion-
swept ignorance, whose action nt an>' general election no
buman beang can pretend to forecast. At this moment apart>' leader, rendered desperate b>' exclusion froin power,is labourixng Vo biow into a fiame the aIl-but extinct emberli
of provincial hatred in the different Sections of the United
lCingdom, and at the samne tume to propagate social war b>'stirring up the IlmassesY) against the " classes," and per-suading the peoplîe that education, to which hee bimselfowes ever>'thing, bas always been the enein> of justice.
The Saine man, having been throiigb life the foremnost, noV
to sa>' the moat extravagiuît, of k the la>' champions ofchurcb establishment, is now holding out the hope of dis-establishment as an inducement to the nonoonfarmists tosupport his Irish policy and carry liii back into power.

ofOne can imagine a cynic sa>'ing that of al Vhe modes1ofkeeping its foliowers together and perpetuating its jexistence, to wbich a politîcai part>', in the absence of i'great and all-controîîing issues, will resort, the coarsestafter ail is the ieast dangerous. If is limited in its range, i
anhiethe rmiawho being palpable it is the less seductiv,
wiflne>the orof takes a bribe, whether in the shape of'monY o ofpatronage, is usuall>' one whose vote, if freel>'1given, would be at îeast as likel>' as noV to be given on the
wrong side.i

But if part>',in ordinar>' ties, cannot do without 1corruption of Some kind, or semething not leas noxieus to (the state than corruption, can universai suffrage or repre-
sentative government do without the organizatioi, of part>'? ûWbat else can coîîect a sufficient number of the panticles ?-
of sovereign power vested in eacb of the citizens of a dleraocracy to forai a foundation for a government 1 What iiaise can designate candidates for election, Seeing that the anombers of a numerous constituency are unknown to each cother and have an opportunit>' or power of laying their uheads together, as the theor>' assumes. theni to do, for thebpurpose of nomination 'i How is goverfiment of the people,(
a>' the people and for the people, to be carried on witibout '0becoming goverrnment of the boss, b>' the boss and for the aboss? Popular government is supposed to be Vhs la,,t t,birth of Time, but Time has devoured a good man>' of his fi
chiidren. This was what we meant when we said that if tithe civil-service reformera wouid follow out the inquir>'as
pened b>' theirreforni, it would lead theni far.-odwin t(9mith, in Thorm.di
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A NAVAL and Miiitary exhibition is te be held this b,immsr in the Roy%,l Scottish Acadsmy National Gallenies,
Eiinburgh . The most distinguished names in Scotiand siire convinced that pient>' of material exista in the country ac
fherewith te complete the sections of the proiposed exhi- ak
Àtion.1

COR RESPONDENGE.

THE F.VIi O F INiNIII>FNCE.

To ilhe Editor of Tna, WEEI<

S ,-inoticed with ver>' auuch regret an article ini
the iast number of your paper advocating the separation
of Canada fromn the reat of the British empire and the
establisbment of an independent government (Republie ci-
MIonarcby you do noV state wbicb) in this countr>'.

I bave recent>' had occasion to study the future
destin>' of Canada ver>' carefull>' and in detail and this
study bas finI>' convinced me of the fact that of ail the
schemes now before this country independence is the one
most calculated to ruin bier best interests and retard hier
progress. And, further, I believe that the secession of
Canada fromi Britain would do an injur>' to the civilized
werld b>' ieading to the disintegration of the grandeat
empire the world bas ever known.

1 utterly fail to see how you can support your state-
ment that if Canada were independent she would flot
require a large fleet or army to maintain bier independence.
To the south of us is a nation of tweive imes our popu.
lation with whonî we are continual>' engaged in such
disputes as must inevitab>' arise between two countries in
sucb close proximit>' and having sucb conflicting interests
as Canada and the United States. The United States is
at present spending man>' millions of dollars in building a
powerful fleet wbich, in case of a war, would ravage our
coasta and ruin our commerce did we not have ant
equsil>' powerful fleet to oppose it. The Ujnited Statea
can caîl into action at an>' moment 2,000,000 rained
volunteens. The action of the American Senate in
rejecting the recent fisheries treat>', their stubborn main-
tenance of their abaurd dlaims in Behring Sea, their
prevention of Canadians living on the border from working
in Amnerican cities, aIl ver>' clearl>' show that the feeling
of that nation Vewards us is an>'thing but a friendl>' one
and there is littie doubt that were the United States not
afraid of becoming involved in a war with Great Britain
she wouid lonag before now oithen have wrested ber so-
called dlaims froni Canada or enforced thenb>' arma.
How mucb respect would our dlaims win froni an>' country
if we did not have a strong army and fleet to support theni
if necessar>'. I think it will be admitted wben these
thinga are considered, that it wouid be absoluici>' neces
'ary for Canada, if independent, Vo inaintain a powerfui
standing ara>' and a strong fleet.

With regard Vo treat>' auaking there eaau sua-el>' be no
dîsputing the fact thaL Canada, with an immense empire
ai ber back, is likel>' Vo obtain much botter ternis than she
would without it.

One of the strongeat arguments against the st'ce.ssioaî of
Canada from Britain is that thia would create a third groal
division in the Anglo-Saxon race for whose unit>' it
should lie the object of ever>' man apeaking the Engiish
Vongue to stnive. Wben 'Rome was divided 8he fell.

The establishmient. and maintenance of an anniy aud
tleet, the maintenance of a diploumatie and consular service,
thbe salar>' of our sovsi-eigni or presidents and vice-preRi
dents as the case might be would invoive the expenditure
of an immense suni of money, and to a country ver>'
heavil>' in debt would mean almnoat inevitable ruin.

For the establishment of this fleet, arny, etc., tho
people would requins Vo be heavil>' taxed and the itiisory
of the poorsa classes of this country wouid bc greatl>'
increased.

The separation of Canada froin Britain wouid destroy
oun credit abroad, for wlmich the latter was always a surety,
and would prevent us raising an>' more loans in the auoney
markets of the world.

You state that ths Vie that binda us Vo Britain is ver),
slight. YeV >'ou argua) that if that Vie wsre remnoved, or if
Canada became independent, we would become a greai.
nation. Now, the only constitutional die that binds us Vo
Britain is Vhs office of Governon.Generaî. And your argu-
ment, therefore, is that if we remove our GA overnor-General
and place a Canadian as our ruler we wiii become a great
nation. Now, air, bow can this be, mince Vhe Governor-General
dos not exencise the sligbtest power for good on evil in
ths country? Wbat is there Vo prevent us becoming as
great under one ruler am the other ?

The wboie and sole reason which the advocates of In-
iependence and Secession seem Vo have for supporting thal,
neasure is some dian and miat>' idea that if Canada weae,
separated froinBritain she would, for momne unknowa
cause, become a powsnful nation. Now, air, I would ne-
nind those gentlemen that in onden for a' country Vo
)ecome a great nation two thinga are absolutel>' essentiai
(1) Population, (2) Mene>'. I have showed you that
owing Vo oun national expenses and Vhs loss of our credit
Lbroad, we will base and not gain the latter. I need hardi>'
tell you with regard Vo the former that ths immigration
'nom Europe Vo Amenica is, according Vo the lateat statia.
tics, decreamng. Even were iV net, Englishmen, Inishmen
and Scotcbmen would noV be in an>' greater hunry te flock
to thia country if the good eld Union Jack were haulsd
Lown than if iV aVili floated above us. I have given you
afew of Vhs arguments againat independence and sepan.
tien. I wiil net eccupy an>' more of >'our space at present
by enumsrating then alah.

Ons word more. You dlaim, that sentiment is on your
ide. la it a noble sentiment, 1 weuld ask, Vo incite Can-

idians te nias in rebehiion, without Vheslaightest provocation,
àgainat Vhs country whose galiant sons have so, oftsn stood
between us and destruction, and who, Vhroughout Vhe long


