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tance at the present juncture in British politics. The recent
struggle was in no sense a struggle between either the throne
or the “classes,” as against the *‘ masses,” for the right to
rule. The sovereignty of the people was taken for granted
by all parties. The principle of Democracy is thus accepted as
settled in the British Empire, and we may believe settled for
all time, by which rather misty expression we mean, of course,
for a time extending as far into the future as it is worth
while for us to attempt to foresee the operation of similar
causes under similar conditions. The idea of a voluntary
surrender by the people of the power for which they have so
long struggled and which they have at last so completely—
we will not say in their hands, but within their reach—is
hardly conceivable. Such a surrender would simply mean
that a growingly intelligent people had either grown tired of
the task of self-government, for which in the nature of things
they must be becoming better fitted year by year, or that
they had finally become convinced of their own incapacity for
self-rule, and had agreed by a sufficient majority to surrend-

~ er the reins of government—not simply of administration or

executive authority—into the hands of a few or of one. The
political revolution which some foresee, by which some “ man
on horseback,” some strong-minded soldier, shall effect a
coup d’etat and make himself dictator, is equally inconceiv-
able. The conditions are radically different from those which
obtained in any country under which a revolution by means
of the army was ever effected. British soldiers are British
citizens and volunteers at that, not mercenaries, conscripts,
or slaves. To enslave the nation would be to enslave them-
selves,

That is but a shallow conception of the true meaning of
democracy which would make it inconsistent, as some of our
Republican neighhours seem to do, with any but a republi-
can form of govermment No people could be said to be
truly self-governing if they were not at liberty to choose and
use any form of administration which they deemed simplest
and bes , or which they might have found by experience to
be reasonably effective. As a matter of fact, it has been
repeatedly shown that the people of the United Kingdom,
under their limited monarchy, are more directly self-ruling,
and so more completely democratic, than the. people of the
United States, with their much belauded written Constitu.
tion. We do not say that the theory of a Ruler of the State
appointed directly by the voice of the people may not be more
ideally democratic than that of an hereditary monarch. But

- truly autonomous people must, e hypothesi, have just as

good a right to choose the one method as the other, and a
truly wise one will select that which works most smoothly
at a given time and under given circumstances. Should the
people of Great Britain have cause given them at any time
to be dissatisfied with their reigning Monarch, there is no
power within or without their unwritten Constitution which
could prevent them from making any desired change. There
are certain usages which have come down from earlier times,
which may sometimes grate upon the feeling of extremists,
such as the use of the first personal pronoun somewhat
freely in Queen’s speeches at the opening and closing of Par-
liamentary sessions, but everyone knows that those expres-
sions are put into Her Majesty’s mouth by Ministers who are
responsible to the people, through their representatives, for
every word of even that speech,

The United Kingdom is, then, essentially and effectively
a democracy, just so far, at least—and that is now very
far—as every one who is justly entitled to citizenship has the
power of the franchise. But the questions of methods of
administration,of the fair adjustment of the burdens and the
just distribution of the privileges and ' the property of the
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nation, as distinet from the individual—on a hundred sthis
questions as these there are yet wide differences. OnIndi-

arena the struggle between Home-Rule and Unionism, bt 90
vidualism and Socialism,Capital and Labour,will no dou llg
on vigorously, with fluctuating results, it may be perpetuﬂ“i’
though with a constant approach toward certain cenh‘%e
ideas and principles. But again let it be noted bh&t.t ant
are not conflicts between democracy and some other cl.mm o
for supreme authority, but between the different Sec”fons 0
the democracy itself. It is doubtful whether the t1me s
«rest and be thankful ” will ever come to earnest I"M"‘; ’
any more than to ambitious politicians. Perhaps l't 18 wul,
for anything is better than stagnation, and stagnation wﬁin g
probably be the fate of a people who no longer hafi anylt:t,ic&
worth striving for by way of improvement of their pol
and social condition.
* * *
Ruskin and His Message.
- . h
‘T is no light matter in these last years of the mn'e-ff‘f‘:t;__
century to confess Ruskin before men. To the n]rwi

ent and facetious multitude he is a * crank,” endo‘we‘ extra-
great genius, to be sure, and now and then ﬁhowmgt frst
ordinary shrewdness, wisdom, and spiritual insight, uh'm a
of all he is a crank. The more thoughtful find in :,ra.ol"
most puzzling combination of sense and nonsense, .Ofbe)f vilder-
dinary insight and extraordinary folly ; and m‘theu'l efor the
ment they put him aside altogether, or read hl'[n‘()n y otion,
grace of his style, the truth and beauty of his (!e?mhsq ox-
or the elevation of his thought. For, after the crltl‘c‘ . bs:ll" -
hausted his powers of satire and burlesque over Fhe "’n‘ con
itics of Ruskin,” he, in general, graciously udr'mbsy as wality
cession to your simple hero-worship, that f;he h)t’em}ry ?inll le
of him is unequalled. Heis a “ word-painter ” (& ’Oltlhinker
phrase), these critics say, a great virtuoso, but not a
nor a leader of men,

But there is another view possible,
that has been and is entertained by many o
of the century, and especially by men of moral m'll' Jargely
power. The more unfavourable view preval 5 wholé;
because the man and his writings are not known as aore o
people read bits of him—and it is often the md they
centric utterances that are put before the publlc'_“"?nanner.
go away offended, not knowing the man_nor his % dis
Dr. Sanday has said that it requires special Po‘fver”“uskin’s
cernment to separate the wheat from the chaff 'ml reuire?
works.  This is, perhaps, true ; the reader certain yen’O}’
to have special sympathy. If he takes up a book b0~se j or
pleasure of hearing his own views \.avell 'eXP}fl'e“ cader 15
measuring it by his own superior opinions, if t ehim ke
thrilling with his own opinions and theories, let _for D
away from Ruskin—or any other original W”tere
good can possibly come to him. Butif he is prepar ter thad
out of himself, and to sit at the feet of another greawith his
he, and for the time to see with his eyes ar'ld_ .eell ‘m
heart, then he can read Ruskin, and fairly criticise hl “stand
after he has thus listened, it is the reader’s part theorie?
aside, resume his own individuality, and test th;’/ doe 8
and conclusions of the author by his own knowt,e ]:(Jearing’.
insight. Ruskin himself demands only an earnes own €0
and requires every man to obey the dictates of his
lightened mind. . er-

g The most devout admirer will admit in Ruskm::&gglse
ation, eccentricity, a marvellous dogmatism, and l:been 1
that is reprehensible. His best friends have Oft'e.e ws,
despair over some of his extreme or whimsical V2 0. AD
his frequent violence and extravagance of 'langl{*‘jgin'ﬁuence,
these faults undoubtedly have seriously impaired his ' poet
especially among unimaginative people, to, whom astbe &
and prophet is ever a complete enigma. But it ‘ﬁe;' Jikes ¥
membered that Ruskin is a humorist, that he mthen e 18
shock people, and is overfond of paradox. Thoux‘;’ for
strangely careless in his utterances, taking no ® life the
his reputation. No man has so fully opened h_lsh as fierc®
public. For half a century he has lived in a lig in thor
as any that beats upon the throne ; we know Rus e VeU
oughly ; there are no “ disclosures ” to come. Y agemﬂon’
dict of to-day among the best minds is that the ex88
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