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A free people arc naturally jealous of police controi. R. is not lesý
natural that they should 4, indisposed to exercise it, except in its mosl
obviously necessary forms. A sense of injury more than a sense of duty

r must be enlisted in its support in order to make it effective. This is alwayi
the case when a tbeft or murder is committed. These crimes are univer.
sally regarded as public inJuries, andI therefore the public give's the law,
that prohibit theni ail the help it can to niake them impossible. This ik
not the case when intoxicating liquor is sold in violation of law. Only in
a modifled sensc is the traffic regarded as an injury. It is the abuse, nlot
the use, of alcohol that is in jurious ; and opinion differs vcry widely as to
what constitutes its abuse.

It is only those laws which are universally recognized as necessary to
protect the public from irîjury that have a continuons momentum from
their passage by the Legislatîîre to their execution l)y the courts, that lose
none of the awful energy of the public will in the course of their Adminis-
tration. If, on the other hand, it is attemipted, through legisiation by the
majority, ta enforce a police control which public opinion does not over-
whelmingly approve, that wlîich is repugnant to the Administrative f unc-
tien is forced into the body politic, and "the gorge riscs at it," or dyspepsia
ensues. When this functioîî nianifests repugnance, or becomnes atrophied,
there is no resource foi those wlîo insist upon the cxercise of the abhor-
rent control but a change of political systemn....

The mistake of prohibition is twofol. It subjects our popular system
to a greater strain than it wiII bear without peril of a change, cither in the
direction of anarchy or despotisin. i t ovcrcharges the functions of Admin-
tration, causing, on the one hand, a disrespect for law and indifference to
its violation, and, on the other, the demand for a stronger governmcnt
with agencies of Administration reinote froîn popular control. The know-
ledge that the final expression of the public will is made in the adminis-
tration of the law tends to bereave our legislatures of a sense of respon-
sibîii' and honour, and inake thieir Acts in this regard hypocritical.

It is, besidcs, a înisappiication. of the forces of morality and religioni
in the effort to reforîn mociety. There is a vcry important distinction
beween law and morals whiech the advocates of prohibition seemi to over-
look. Law is îiot intended to iale moen good, but to prevent their becom-
ing bad. It is addressed not to the, aspirations but te the prudence and
fears of men. It lias been said, with much truth, that it would be a fatal
objection to any law that it irnplied a high ideal. When the law
lias flnished its threats it lias donc its work. Jr. can do ijo more. The
formation of character must be accompiished by influences which are
distinctively moral, by motives addrcssed to the aspirations as well as to
fear.

The negative attitude of the law withi regard to virtue may be illus-
trated by a reference to the position whîch the State takes in punishing
bribery in elections. It does not allow wvhat one inan is wîlling to give,
and another is anxious to take, te pass froîn givor to receiver-the poor
man must not seli his vote and the rîchi man must nlot buy it. But the
object of the iaw in this prohibition is not to teach a political virtue, but
ta prevent a political crime in which the bribe-giver and receiver mnake
merchandise of the public interests and imperil the very existence of the
State by corrupting the law and its source.

When men interfere with ecd other in that corporate forin called iaw,
they must lie agreed upon those actions which it is desirable to prevent,
but need flot be agreed as to those which it is desirable ta encourage. In
order to make this interference effectuai thcy must incorporate in their
laws no moral aim or aspiration in wliich ail sane and educated beings fail
to unite. What is here said applies of course oniy to, human laws. The
Divine Law, on the other hand, is a standard of conduct which is addressed
ta the aspirations as well as to prudence and fear. It is a code of rigbt as
weli as wrong. It approves the good while it condemns the evil,-a thing
which a human code does not attempt and could nlot accomplish.

In a word, the proper function of legal enactmnents is ta prevent what
the Stato is united in regarding as wrong, as destructive to the public
safety and comfort, and not to niake men moral. The limits of the corpor-
ate action of the State iii regard to the vast and varied differences of
human conduct are neccssarily narrow. At the most law is only an incom-
plete index of morality. The things we have a riglit ta do are among the
1east of those things which find place in aspirations af ter perfect rectitude.
For the moulding of character and the education of communities in virtue
we nùst depend upon a higier than human laws, upon that Divine Law
whicI' is written in the heart- that "lsulent law in the kingdom of God
who# very existence," as Bishop Butler said, "executes it."-Andover
Review.

LORD CHIEF JUSTICE COLERIDGE, white trying a case recently, experi-
enced great difficnlty in swallowing a lozenge, but a young member of the
Bar experienced no trouble in coïuposing oflfhand the foliowing epigram:

Ris iordship's a littie unappy
In wvhat enters and comnes froin blis jaw;

For lic cannot swaiiow his lozenge,
Ami ire cannot swallow bis iaw.

THE present year of grace is a mnost unpleasant one ta write. In
Arabie numerals, it is monotonoas to a degree ; the hand protests against
writing and the eye against reading, tirce 8's in succession; and the people
who go on writing the old year at the top or bottom of their letters till
the new ytar is well under way, have more excuse than usual for doing sa in
1888. Written in Roman charactors, the year is the longest of the century.
The eye is appalled by the long series of capitais necessary ta express the
date. Seuiptors and stone-cutters must rebel at heart, when ealled upon
to date their works MDCCCLXXXVIII. The legend contains haîf as
many letters as the whole alphabet.

[JXÂfX 9th, 1888.

THE RUSS[AN VEL$c*

1 CLAVE thouglit that a fexv explanatory reniarks touching tie naies,
characters, and respectiv e abilities of these justly fanons ovîcr f fiction
înay ho of intercat and value to readers of fneiý \VEJ:îc te %vhoro anl oppor-
tunity may nlot immediateiv occur of niakzing t h-jr acqciaiîttance within
the pages of M. de Voglüé's careful and 1graphie lictice volume. Such
acquaintance should undoubtedly be macle and at once, as~ through the
American press at least, the names of Gogol, Tuimn~-ef, andl 1olstoi, are
continually reaching us, varîously fraught w-ah rabici panegx-ric, doubtful
praise, orvague depreciation. That the eu]c« uv tweistesniet
of literary distrust and aversion prcnîptly born in narrow boreasts when
word is given that a new school arises, or a distinct clepai-ture occurS, is,
perfectly rîght, just and fair, and atteste to the breaclth i Ci ý,e Ainerican
leaders in thouglit and criticism, soie of xvhoin are fain. to be considc-red
the discoverers of Russian literature. And re.gardedl as Russian literature
the efforts put forth by these four novelists, Gogol, [ci rgenef, l)cstoievsky,
and Tolstni, cap simply n'it be disregariled . Lt is whon L pleceive Iin
statements concerning the liteî-ature of Russia a týmndecev to exaît it te a
position it neyer can adequateiy occîîpy, miuel less ret;Lin it is thi that
the need of a more perfect knowledge of wvlat the itussians have dlone
becomes very pressing, and iii this relation .1 foel ontidentA that M. de
Yogfié's book can furnish the informnation, or at h-ast coi of it, tlîat is
required by us here in Canada, as wvell as aîîy cîiîe wxci-k on the subJect.
As a preliminary reînark in this connection it ni-v be n<îteij that without
an intimate acquaintance with French iirtî', part icularly the writing S
of Rousseau, Voltaire, aîid Mdine. [)dvat a v-ll as a piartial knowledgYe
of the romantic school of modern (erîîîanv, the influence cf both lîaviug,
been undeniably at work in the formation and growthi cf Rtissian fiction,
it is simply impossible to adequatcly place thîe producti;ons cf these four
emînent writers, the first of wlîom in point cf date is Gogol. Nikolai
Vasilievitch Gogoil was a native of Little Rusiia or U kraine, and was
therefore a Cossack, born near Poltava iii 1809, and nîuch indebted in
after-life ta the spirited and thriliing tales of the great wars witlî Poiand
as told him in early chul<lhood bv his graîîdfatlîer, regiunnal scribe to the
Zaporavian League or Commonwealth. Ini tact, tue main portion cf his
most popular work, entitled Evenings eit a Faroc, consisted cf these
1'ustic tales andl tragedies, firv tore andi iegends, served upin neW
shapes and affording frequent and correct glinipes cf the curiocîs local
peculiarities and customs of a corner of Pus ia tilt ic heiîcnist unnoticc(l.
These sketches were received with only conmparative enthusiasnî, the
satirical powers of their author not having bces as yet sutlicientily drawn
upon te arouse ail Russia to recognition cf the fact tuat here was a miaster-
nîind indeed, capable of inmmense foresi'ght, and posse f considlerable
practical acquaintance with executive and acluiiiistrative alfairs. The
Eveninys at a Parrn, appearing in 1832, was foilowed by an epic pocmn,
entitied Taras Bîtlba, which received at the band cf Guizot aimost extra-
vagant laudation, as lie called it Ilthe only modern epic pocîn worthy of
the naine." The most important work, lîoweve-, wlîîch Gogo1 had yct
attempted was Le Mlante'au, a novel xvhicli resulted froin lus period of
service in St. Petersburg in tie Goverrnient cilices. A Provincial, an 1

minus letters of introduction, lie was at tirst snïubbed-c and set aside, and
the pride of the author and cf the inul revolted to tluat degree tihat ici
plainly revealed in tic bitter and sarcastie pages cf hé, .1antet, which is
the outgrowti of lis one ycar's experience in th-, Cc'. cmnînieît offices, and
the fultilment of a desiî-e te avenge hic life of a ga,lley-slave while tîjere.
A late iRussian politician and author once reniarkc-d to M. De Vogülé,
"Nous sommes tous sortis du manteau (lu oo." Fc.lloving tiis pathetic

and graphic novel camne the, Revizor, a stili more pun 'gent and incisive
satire on the venaiity and arbitrariness cf the Russian Admninistration
wiici, despite its attack o11 the Goverumiient and ite general disre gard of
convention, was applauded by the, Eiuperor INiclîclas froîîî the Royal box.
Indeed no fact about tîjis curious Russia je mnore curions than thjis, tlîat
the Emperor on being informed of the autlhor's., poveitY, icun-itlpaced
5,000 roubles at lis disposition tliroughi the poet Zhulrovski, thus aidimug
in the seif-imposed expatriation of the rnu-iancli(ly aînd sensitive Giogol.

The positive ieiplessness of a despctic power ag-Xanet the inevitabie
consequences of its owni existence lias rareiy been more clcarly showîîi.
Af ter travelling extensiveiy, Gogol settlcd iii Rome, where lie wvrote hic
last and finest work, Dead Souls, in whicli le continued iii the samne train
of thonght, holding up as in the brightest cf inirrors the iminutnerable
types of Russian character ail more or lessecorrnpted l'y the siad social
conditions under which they were forined. Upon tîte pubiicaticn cf thiS
book the poar author found hie had written toc strcngly. Ife rcturnied te
Russia, fell iii, became morbid, fanciful, haLm~,sulflored as only sucli
men eau suifer, and died at the age of forty-tlîree. t-lie bocks are taken
by the eritics most conversant with Ruccian literature te be the first
attempts at realism in that country, and the spirit in whichi lie wrote was
the spirit whicli generated tic succecding noveis cf Turgenef and Tolstoi,
aithougli mueli modified and characterized by les-, irony and more sentiment.

Gogol died in 1852, and Turgenef, having been born in 18 17, was there-
f ore thirty-flve when the removai of one great writer 1lef t rocîrn f or another.
It is not perhaps generally known that upon Gogoi's dcath Turgenef, in an
article strangly in praise of the dead anthor, called hmni ',a great man,"
for which treasanable phrase lie (Turgenef) xvas im'prîsoned for a îuonth,
and banished ta his own estates. His first bock cf this period was Dirnitri
Rondine, a tale of prosaie country life, and mostly successful as a moral
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