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POliticians, there may be need for a strong amii to sihut thec gates of Derry.
&flid the armn of Orangeismn may yet be strong if tile Order, having been
US1ed, and flung aside by the politicians, can profit by the bitter lesson

nidoce more be true to itseif and its cause.

TRE Irish rebeilion is raking up agyain ail the bitter questions of Irish
instory, and notabiy that bitterest of thom ail, the question of the massacre
Of Protestants by the Catholies in 1641. Dr. John Macdonneii, of Dublin,
kinsman of that Sir Alexander Macdonneli whose if e was a proof that a
]Riitish officiai iii Ireland mnay be the best of Irishmen, undertakes to piead
the cause of the Catholic insurgents once more at the bar of history. He
8hoWs his learning and lis kindliness ; ho deteets, what is easy enougli to
deteet, untruthfuînoss in Mr. Froude but hie cannot much affect the prin-
cipal fact. There are widc discrepancies, no doubt, ameong the Protestant

41thorities as to the nui-ber of the victims, and Eome of them exaggerate
îIiUnlensoly. But we have simiiar discrepancies and exaacYrations whore
iiObody lias any doubt as to the reality of the main event. cgThe massacres
111 the prisons of Paris at the commencement of the Reiga of Terror, the
'Ptember massacres as they are calied, were onacted under the eyes of
the Parisians; the prison registers and the testimony of the gaoiors must
411e been there to assist inquiry ;the subject was, after a short interval,
hrcught up in the Convention, which was sitting on the spot, and was there
debatod several tinies ; yet the estiînates of the number massacred vary
froni six thousand to one thousand, and it is with much hesitation that
barante sets it down at about flfteen hundred. Panic and horror aiways
di8tort and mnuitiply. A haîf-savage race, as thec native Irish thon were,
roseO in frenzied wrath upon the intruders who wvere despoiling it of its land;
6e8t proceeded to expel theim, and then, its fury kindling iu the process,
butchered ail uponl whoin it could lay its hands. Such is the alleged fact,
%lld why should we refuse to believe whiat was beiieved at the tinie by

erYbody, anion- the rest by Clarendlon, an eminentiy sober writer, who
"111i1t have had access to the best information, -and was as far as possible
roi bein" inclined te magnify the xvrongs of the Puritan party in Jreiand ?

That in the war whi.-h cnsued the Irish gave no quarter, is proved by the
QO'CPicit and exu]ting testimony of thec Papal Legat R1inuccini, and this

or-sa sufficient ans'ver to the charges of inhuînanity against Cromwell.
1OhOdy propose~s that the Irish Cjitholics at the present day shahl suffer

%1Y privation or disparagemient on accounit of thc massacre of 1641. Ou
the Othor biaud it is preposterous to charge the people of England in 1884
With the nets of the Normans, of the Tudors, or of thiose who fought in the

QvlWars under the Stuarts. As wchl inîght the Goverumnent and the
""esof the French Republie bo charged with the massacre of St.

U"lrtholiot-1 ,0w or the persecution of Protestants under Louis XIV. Let
the dead past rest in its grave. Muelh stress is laid by tîxe exhibitors of
historicai sores ou the fact that one of the worst of the perseuting nets
O'gainst I rish priests was passed se late as the reigu of Aune. At the very
eld cf -Anne's reigui one of the worst of the persecuting acts against E igiish
èý0lccmforuîîists was passed by Bolingbroke andi ]is Tory crew. he cnly

'Ocf these investigations is to warnl us what miglit happen in a land stili
d"idi-ed betwecn hostile races and religions if thec Union were now repealed
and the controiling presence of tlie Iituperial power were withdrawn. Wlîo
Couid guarantee us against another 1641 î

1U in overy Irish conspiraey the informer is sure to come, so in every
irisih Party is sure to come thec split. It lias Ionoe been evident that there

a, divergence betwcen Mr. Parnell, who wants to play a waiting gaine tili
tIi lranchise Bill shahl have been passed, and the Dynamniters, who do

Witalnt to play a waiting gaine at ail. But now Mr. Power opens
fire 011 th P arnellites in the I-louse of Cemimons, and of course receives

broadaide in netunu. Mr. Power is more moderato than Mr. Parneill
e'8 0 posed to terrorism and outrage; yet the policy whichlî e advocates
Practicaîîy even more inadmissible than that which is advocated by Mr.

anlliTe wants, inistead of a Legisiative, a Fedenal, union between Great
1, ial and Ireiand. The British statesman who consenits to this niust

i1n his dotage, or a traitor. What sort of life do even Sweden and
GerwaY ioad under such a system ? At this moment the tie between themn
8trainied almost to breaking ; yet between Swedes and Norwegians

's no differenco of race or religion, nor bias Norwegian hatned of
WOenel been cultivate'd by a long succession of mischief-making demagogues,

4hsIrish hatred of England. The character of the matrimonial rela-
till Whieh would subsist between the Parliaments of Westminster andb1li[,after a dissolution of the Legisiative union extorted by Irish

4g1tatiOn, may too easiiy be foretold. A complote soparation wouid
"îIbd the hands of England. She would thon be at liberty to meet insult

Outrage, in the last resort, with arms ; to extend a frank and unre-
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served protection to the Protestants of UlIstei-; abeve ail te guard lier-
self against that mnost fatal cf ail invasions, thec iiiflow cf Iish Catholie
immigration into honr own cities. The end almost cor tailily wouid bo
re-conquest and the final settîcînent of the Irish question with the sword.
But there is a botter way. Lot the British Pariiament only lay faction
aside for an hour, allow for an hour patriotism te prevail, and bv its
attitude make the conspirators understand once for ail that vhîile o1very
real grievance shahl be redressed, there shahl be ne tailnpering wvith the
Union.

MR. DiRE, the invostigaton of the Divorce question, lias an important
papen in the Princeton Beview. The disintegration of the fauîiily is
appanently going on apace. Statisties showing the rapid increase cf divorce
cases have aiready been given. It appears that thene were in a year iii
twenty-nine o! the flfty-two counties cf Califernia 789 divorces te 5,849
marriage licenses, or one divorce to 7.41 licenses. It is safe, in the opinion
o! Mr. Dike to say that divorces have deubled in proportion to niarriages
or population in most cf the Northerni States within the hast thirty years,
while prosent figures indicate a suili greaten increase. lIt is, in fact, in the
recent indications that the sorieus part cf the case censists. Instances cf
fraud and collusion in obtaining divorces continunliy come te light. Causes
are disposed cf with baste, on frivolous evidence ; in the courts of oe
State flfteen minutes is the average time spent on a divorce suit. A dozen
families will be broken up in fan less time than it takes the saine court te,
decide a five dollars-suit. The exanîple thus set ini the hlîier grades cf
society is ieading, as ighiit bcecxpected, te loss of respect for marrialge al
down the scale, the peen thinking that they arc inerally at liberty te
do without oxpensive forins thiat whieli the rich <le witlî themn. The irncrease
of iicentiousness Mr. Dike says is îuarked ; as are rlie lowvering cf the
tonie and the growth ove n aîneng manried woîueu cf the opiion that aduiteny
is a more peccadille. The physician and the studeut cf social life discover
in soîne quarters iiîîînoraiity beth in sentimient and practice whlîi was
unknown balf a century ago. A partial ioss of capacity, for niaterity lias
airoady befallen Amecrican weinen, and the. voiuutary refusai cf its respen-
sibilities is the lainent cf the physician and tlie uoralist. That the ilîajoriy
cf American homes reniain yet uutouchied aud happy is a fact whîich.
dloes net anîîul the sigiuificamice cf a growîing tendency. Suell are tlic
phienomiena wvhicbi presemit thiemisclvcýs, and niay well present thietnselves
te Mr. Dike and to any eue to whoinftie vital tissue cf seciety is an objeet
cf interest as matter.for auxicus iïivestigation. If tlie case is net over-
stated, Mormcnism, vhei it is deiîournced and tlireateucd by New England
preachers and inoralists, niay lîold up its îuoîîstrous bond and fliug back
the accusation upon its ceusers. It at leaýtd<ocs not discourage nxiatcmuiity;
it even upholds the faîniiy in its own straiîge and barbarous way. Peihaps
it may have the effronteny to maintain that the simultaneous polygainy is
net more licentieus than the successive or evoi lias the advantage, mnas-
niuch as it <toes not cast the chîil'lreî adrift. Mr. 1)ike ascribes tlie cvii
larg ely te the relaxation of divorce lnws. But it appears that the toindeni-
oies cf which hoe speaks rau very umucli with that particular eleiîîeit
which, theugli Puritan in its enigin, lias becii iiiost affi'cted by the inarcli
of Radical ideas generaily and cspecially by the progress cf sexual ieve]u-
tien. The headslîip cf the family and the fauîily itself are beinig bnttered
or undez mind by a variety cf subversive agoucies of xvhiih direct al ton-
ation cf the marniage iaw is cne, while others aie the chanîges lu tlic politi-
cal, educational and economicai relations cf the sexes which are being
pushed on, generally with the effoot nnd sometimes witli the object cf #

renderng the family less a unit, sepanatimîg the intenest of tue wife froîîî
that of the husband and making the womîmaîî the ceîupetiter iîîstead of th(e
partnor cf the mari. This dees net escape the notice of 'Mn. Dike, whe
treats his subjeet with philosophie breadth cf view. At thls moecnt theîe
is before the British House cf Commns Radical legishation in respect te
the guardianship of chiidren mnanifestly directed against the headship of
the family. The Radical is wise ia lis generation who nets oii the convie-
tien that while the headsbip cf the faîniily continîues te exist and te ho
regarded as sacred, authority will net be extinet. Lawyers cannot help
faveuning the change from the bond of affection, or status as they choose te
call it, te contnact. Affection dees not pay fees, but contract doos. Wo
are ahi se absorbed in politics thnt we pay iittle heed te tlie progress of
sexuai and domestic revelution, theugh it must affect thîings umore proclous
than any civil nights, inasmuch as the homoe is the centre o! our moeral
being. Professed Consenvatives evon alicw themselves te tampon with it,
and te bonrow fncm it fomale suffrage, that they may steal a pohitical
victery, aibeit the movement is directed agaiîîst the very type and noot
of that principle of autherity on which Conservatism rests. Collet d'
Herbeis, the frantic Jacobin who in the French Convention flrst proposed


