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q pretty certain that Canadian law does net tolerate bigamy,

and it would, we fancy, puzzle even a Mormon saint to

espouse a third or a thirtieth wife, during the lifetime cf

the first, without incurring the penalty prescribed for the

crime of liaving unlawfully married a îecond. But lie

that as it may, aIl who believe that monogamy is the only

practice in respect to marriage compatible with the well-

being, cf socety, and that polygamy is a violation cf the

most saured law.Q which nature, sociology and religion

unite to impose upon civilized hurranity, will look with

the most serious distrust tipon any movement which

threatens to involve our country in the troubles' 'and evils

whicli the practice cf the Mormon creed in regard to this

matter lias brouglit upon the people of the UJnited States.

Lord Stanley did weIl, we dare say, to welcome the Latter

Day Saints te Canada andi te assure them that this country

is free, as it undoubtedly is, te ail creed8, andi se te as

inany cf their people as choose to come. t was quite pro-

per that in replying to a loyal address, lie shoulti assume

that the people on whose behaîf it was presented were

honest, law-abiding citizens. It is, none the less, a serious

thing that a seet with se bad a record in regard te a prac-

ticet which ail Canadians are agrreed is immoral and per-

nicicus should have heen able te secure net only the

statutory 320 acres of 1 tnd for each individual settler, but

aIse a block cf thirty square miles for special churcli pur-

poses. If it 1)e truc, as te New York Independent has

stateti, that an offiial cf the \Vashingtcii Department cf

the Interior lias vi4ited the Canadian iNorinot..qand

reported thetu te be, for the most part, fugitives from

Utah, the fact demnatis serieus consideration. Everyone

knows that tlieir chef, if net sole, objeet in fleeing from

Utahi is te escape the strict enforcement cf the laws

against polygamy. t is, we suppose, only by vigilance

that the danger cati be guarded against. 't would neyer

dIo te refuse admittance te any body cf immigrants on au-

count cf an article cf their faitît. But it is in the hig-hest

degree desirable that the iinovemient8 cf a people who have

proved se trouî)lesoine te our neiglibours shoulti bu observeti

with soine degree cf strictuess, andi withi a firiu determina-

tien te sufer ne infraction cf ither the letter or the

intention of our laws touching this important matter.

T 1HE poîitics cf Quebec are just now quite as mixeti up

athose of Ontario. t is, tlierefore, ne less difficuît

te assign a value te the defeat of Premier Mercier's candi-

date in Brome than te the succesa cf Premier Mowat's in

Lambton. The defeat in the ene case is certainly as reol

as the success in the other, and it is te as little purpose

for the partisans cf Mr. Mercier to point te the diminished

El majority cf thir opponents as for the opponents cf Mr.

Mowat te dilate on Mr. Mackenzie's failure te secure an

t absolute majority. [t is scarcely possible tliat the Equal

Riglits agitation did net have a gooti deal cf indirect

influence in determining the result in Brome, and yet the

prometers cf tke FEqual Itiglits movement tbemselves

admit, we believe, that lad the battîe been fouglit directly

on that issue their candidate weuld have been signally

defeateti. This is equivalent te an admission that the

anti-îesuit, or anti-Ultramontane agitation bas net made

any considerable headway among the Protestants cf

PF Quebec, or at least among those cf the constituency cf

Brome, in which two-thirds cf the electors are said te lie

English-speaking. None the less the election cf Mr.

Eng'land is a decideti check te Mr. Mercier, and must

injure is prestige, if only as an exception te a long sertes

cf victeries. Events may, perhaps, prove that we should

net lie f ar astray were we te regard it as one cf the

various indications that the clever and somewhat autiacicus

leader cf the Nationalists bas at length passed the zenith

cf bis career and is entering upon a declining course, The

dissensions atnong the journals hitherte favourable te bis

ide cf politics, and the resuscitatien cf Liberalismi as

distinct freim Nationalism, and more or less oppcsed te it,

may lie mentioned among other indications, while the

j seemingîy inevitable financial difficulties looming on the

horizon threaten te become, at an early day, a very

effective cause cf the possible eclipse cf bis pepularity.

THERE is ne question more closely related to the well.

being cf society and'the State than that cf the beoit

means cf preventing the increase cf the itile, vicions and

criminal classes. The statistics cf our police courts and

gacîs niake it but toc clear that these classes are being

steaduly recruited in our midst, net simpîy or even mainly

by immigration, but very largely froni the ranks cf children

who are permiitteti te grow up under our eyes withoui

education, training or healtliful discipline cf any kind. Lt

was urgeti at the recent Congreas for the Promotion of PFn

son Tteform tliat if it is wislied to check the growth of then

classes referred to, one of the flrst things to be donc is to

make universal elernentary educattion a reality by seeing to

it that every child of school age actually attends school.

In view of the compulsory clauses of our Education Act,

many may lie ready to suppose that this is already pro-

vided for, but facts tel] a different story. A lady bas

written a very sensible letter to the morning papers, point-

ing out that not onily are there at present very many chul-

dren growing up in the city in idleness and ignorance,

withoutf any other education than that of the street and

alley, but that the red-tapeism of the sehool arrangementst

in some respects seriously hinders instead of facilitating f

the admission of the children of the poor into the scliools.i

This correspondent further calîs attention to the startling ï

statement made in the last annual report of the Toronto 1

Relief Society, on the authority of the superintendent off

one division in an outlying district of the city, that out of

seventy children coming under lier notice during the past

year only ten attended school. It is reasonable to suppose «

that the same state of things, in kind, if not in degree,t

exists in many other districts. This is surely a matter

that demands immediate attention and vigorous action on

the part both of ffhe civic authorities and of the Govern-

ment. Our detecti zes and constables are constantly at

work laying hold of criminals, our costly courts of justice

in trying tbem, and the doors of our gaols, penitentiaries

and asylums are perpetually opening to admit them.

What a Sisyphean toil it ail is, so long as the chief agencies

for the production of these enemies of society are permitted

to continue their operations uncliecked. t is as unneces-

sary as it would bc. absurd to dlaim that compulsory attend-

ance at the public sehool is an infallible, preventive of the

development of, criminal instincts and tendencies, but few

caa doulit that it is one of the most effective preventives it

is in the power o' the community to apply. The remedy

is doublv efficient in tbat it acts negatively in keeping the

waifs off the streets and out of the way of the temptationg

there abounding, as well as positively in increase of

intelligence and training for ustfulness. By alI means,

then, let tlzise responsible ho requirecl to do their duty.

The best ùintrests of all classes of citizens are at stake. If

tho present provisions of the Iaw in respect to compulsory

education are sufficient, let them be rigidly enforced. If

tliey are not sufficient, lýt immediate steps be taken to

secure the necessary amendments. It is a reproach, a

f olly and a suicidai crime to allow any child to grow up in

Toronto or any other Canadian city without learning, at

the very least, to read, write and cast accounts, and so

becoming fitted to earn a decent livelihood in dome

honourable occupation.

T WO ae o edn eoeCndn Courts involve

it bas hitherto received. In both instances an angry

parent is indicted for assault upon a school teacher, by

way of retaliation for the flogging of his child in the public

school. In both cases it happens that the parent charged

with the assault was a trustee of the school. The latter

fact is probably not material, as it is hardly supposable

that the trustees in question are prepared te dlaim that

their official position gives them an authority over the

pe4ons of teacliers similar to that exercised by the latter

over those of their pupils. Eacb assault seems to have a

feature of special aggravation, the one having taken place

in the presence of the school children, and the other hav-

ing been, it is alleged, marked by special brutality. Both

are, of course, indefensible from either the legal or the

moral point of view, and will, no doubt, if substantiated,

bring upon their perpetrators the penalties of outraged

Iaw. And yet it cana scarcely lie doubted by any one who

understands the parental instinct, that the offenders will

not fail to receive a good deal of sympathy, silent or

expressed. The not infrequent occurrence of such cases

suggests that possibly the time lias arrived for a careful

reconsideration of the question of the expediency, not to

say rightfulness, of continuing to teadhers the arbitrary

powers which tliey have been permitted f rom time imme-

morial to exercise in regard to corporal chastisement.

There is, in the minds of many of those whose opinions on

sucli a subj oct are not least worthy of attention, room for

sericus doubt as to the propriety of permitting any one,

not the actual parent, or one who lias succeeded legally to

F the parental relationship, to inflict blows upon chldren

a placed temporarily in bis or lier charge. The familiar

t argument that the possession of sucli power is necessary to

b discipline is more or less eflectively met by the fact that

in many schools cf the highest standing in every respect

no corporal punishment is found necessary or permitted.

it is further argued, and the argument is certainly not

without weight, that the very fact of the conscious posses-

sion of the right to use physical force acts in many cases

injuriously upon the teacher, by removing the necessity

wbich would otherwise rest upon him of relying upon those

sources of mental and moral power which, ail will agree,

supply, so far as they can be made effective, mucli more

healthful and elevating motives for study and good con-

duct. We cannot here enter fully into the question, but

it may not be amiss te observe that the statement ascribed

to the plaintiff in one of the cases in question, that the

flogging administered was, in part, for impertinence, is in

itself very suggestive in regard to the teacher's state of

mi, and the propriety of alljowing the stronger party to

be both iudge and executioner in a matter in which personal

feeling is so much involved.

T1HE police of Toronto must bestir themselves if they do

Tnot wish unpunished rowdyism to bring discredit upon

the high reputation of the city as a law-abiding and orderly

community. It is but two and a haîf years since Mr.

William O'Brien and his friends were booted and stoned

through the streets of ioronto. The authorities at that time

confessed themselves unable to bring the perpetrators of

the outrage to justice, and the brickbat brigade took cour-

age. Since 'ithen thel city bas been disgraced by at least

three exhibitions of rowdyism of a similar kind, directed

against our Irish Catholic fellow-citizens. The last, and

perhaps the most serious, of these was the cowardly and

unprovoked attack made on the new Arcbbishop of Toronto

and the friends who escorted bim from the station to the

cathedral on the niglit of lis arrivai. As on the previous

occasions, the 6'cowardly miscreants who made the attack

have escaped punishment, and the police seem disposed to

make liglit of the affaîr. While this state of things con-

tinues Toronto ean certainly not afford to point the finger

of scorn at similar exhibitions of intolerance in Quebec or

Montreal. The lawless gang of ruffians who chanipioned

Protestantism in this peculiar manner is doubtless small

in numbers, but so long as its outrages go unpunished, it

will not fail to bring disgrace upon the whole city. A step

in the right direction would, we tbînk, bce a civic ordinance

forbidding bands to play offensive p9rty airs in the streets

and Public places. This~ favourite recreation of the junior

Orange lodges is a constant mena&e te the peace of the

city. Ilowever we may be dispose<l to admire what is

truly manly and loyal in the principles and practices of

genuine Orangeism, we cannot help thinking that the gen-

tleînen, reverend or otherwise, who, by injudicious praise,

lead the not too intelligent memnbers of these juvenile

organizations to regard themselves as berces and defenders

of the faith, must bear-a responsibilitY in the stirring up

of strife no less serious than that amsumed by lecturers,

native or foreigu, who, entrenched in Protestant strong-

holds, delight to fill the credulous ear of bigotry with scur-

rilous abuse and innuendo directed against the clergy and

adherents of the Catholic Church.

A -RECENT cablegrami states that Mr. Alexander

Stanley Hill, a Conservative member of the British

Huse of Commons, has written a letter to the Time8 on

the Behring Sea question, having first qualified himself

by a visit to Canada and the Pacific coast. Mr. 1Hil1

seems to have observed a fact that we have on previons

occasions poiuted out. That fact is that the apathy, or

apparent apathy, of the home Government in regard to

this matter tends directly to alienate the people of the

Dominion, especially those immediately affected, from the

Mother Country and te sap the foundations of Canadian

loyalty to British connection. This result is natural and

inevitable. Perhaps no feeling bas a stronger influence in

binding fast the people of this country in allegiance to the

Old Land than the conviction that they are stiil regarded

as citizens of the Empire, and that any infringement of the

rights of a British subject in Nova Scotia or British

Columbia will be as promptly resisted as if he dwélt in

London itself. Rightly or wrong-ly this Behring Sea busi-

ness lias given that conviction a serious shock in many

minds, a shock from which they will not soon recover.

THE WEEK would, we trust, be among the last to favour

any bigh-handed or irritating measures, or any course

calculated to imperil the lasting peace and good-will which

should subsist between the two greaýAnglo-Saxon nations.

But the Behring Sea outrages are only in a teclinical sense

the act of the United States. They are the act of a few

politicians, trading, in ahl probability, upon the well-known

and honourable reluctance of the British Government and

people to quarrel with their trans-Atlantic kinsmen. The


