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tion of evidence couid have secured coniviction. Dark and
horrible as ail this is the Independeni and other Northern
observers are extracting comfort and hope froni the fact
that "lnow, after some delay, the sense of righteousness is
asserting itself. The newspapers of the South have hegun
to speak out strongly, and the Democratic papers of the

North have pointcd them the way." More hopeful
stili, perhaps, the mnisters of Charleston have plucked up
courage and found their voices. Sunday before last, in
accordance with a previous understanding, sermons würe
preached ail over the city with special reference to this
afair and in denunciation of the vice and lawlessness which
are making its people a reproacli and an offence in the
eyes of the world. This, it is hoped, may prove to be the
beginning of a great moral reaction, the influence of which

will be feit in ail the future.

T ~HE proposai to form a great raiiroad trust in the United
States suggests some very seriaus and troubiesonie

questions. Such a seheme is, it is believed, actually pro-
posed by people of financial weight and standing, and is
supported by some eminent bankers ; though, as yet, it has
taken no definite shape. The sanie question arises as in
regard to any other national monopoly of a business coin-
modity of absolute necessity te the whole people. One can
readily understarid how an honest, unselfish trust, if we
mray imagine such a thing, bringing ail the roads in the
union under a commun management and systemw, doing

* away with the enormous waste that characterizes aIl coin-
petition, and operating the whole systein with a view to
the best accommodation and highest convenience of the
public, wouid be nothing lems than a national blessing. But
on the other hand the seizure and control of the whale
systeni of railroads for the purposes of a selflsh monopoly
would place the people, and the property and business in-
tere8ts of the nation, at the mercy of a few capitalists.

'This would be intolerable, and no people, least of ail the
People of the United States, would suifer it for a day. The
thing is evidently preposterous. But the question whieh
ail such schemes suggest to thoughtful minds is, whether
there is no escape froin the wonderful and deplorable waste
of capital and energy that are the inevitable outcame of
Our present competitive inothods, and whether advancing
intelligence and a higher civilization may not bring about
siome state of affairs under which the people will cnjoy al
the benefits of combination and co-operation, without risk
of suffering the evils which are inseparable front manapoly
in the hands of greedy and soulless corporations. This is
one af the great prabienis the political science of the future
has to solve.

THE CENTENARY 0F TRE FRENOJI
REVOLUTION.

NE might say almost anything of the French Revolu-
tien, and the greatest paradox that could ha uttered

would have sanie truth in it. It is quite intelligible that

the crowned heads of Europe should refuse to be repre-
sentcd at the cammemoration ; for that would be assisting
to glorify the overthrow of a monsrchy. But, for aIl that,

the Revolution had to take place, although no one could

predict its fanm and results, and the slightest difference
in certain circunistances miglit have given it an entirely

different shape.

It would be easy to defend the mast pessirnistic views
of this great convulsion, and there would be no great diffi-
culty in supporting the most optimistic. Nothing could

be much worse than some of its features and incidents;
but the state of things which brought it on demanded a

desperate remedy.
When Arthur Young visited France a short time

hefore the outbreak-, he declared that he saw there aIl the

signa which betoken a coming revolution. The adminis-

tration of justice in a state of paralysie, the upper classes

utterly given up to selfish indulgence and neglectful of the
intereste of their dependents, the agricultural classes

ground down by every kind of exaction, the poor in towfls

.uneducated, ill.fed, brutalized, and religious faith almost

'extinct throughout the country-such wua the etate of

France towards the end of the eighteenth century.

If one were required to put the condition of France
hefore the Revolution into a single phrase, he might say

it was the possession of privileges without the correspond-

ing disaharge of duties. t is a phrase worth considening
alike by the advocates and the assailants of piviiege. The
revolutioniet fancies that he is laying the axe to the root

of the tree of evil when he sauts down privilege. The

more canservative thinks he ie supporting the true organi.

zation of the State whan ha maintains the principie of
authority. Both may ha right and bath may be wrong.
As M. Taine has pointed out in his admirable work on the
Ancien Régime, privilege is not necessarily bad: it is bad
only when divorced froin the duties which are involved in
its possession.

This statement has bean called in question by some of
M. Taine's French critics. As long as he denounced the
evils which brought about tha Ravolution, M, Taina was a
good republican and a trustworthy historian. As soon as
he began to point out the excesses of the Revolution and
the mineries which they entailed on France, he was
denounced as an aristocrat. But M. Taine was substan.
tially right alike in his denunciation of the aid régime
and in his condamnation of the doings of the revolution-
ists. It may be quite true that, aIl things considered,
they could not have acted very difently. Lt may be
quite true that the great convulsion, as Mr. Frederick
Harrison says, was an evolution rather than a revolution.
But an explanation is not a justification. UJn]eEis we are
prepared ta lirinate the moral element from human bis-
tory, we are bound, in studying the doings of men, ta
forrn a judgmant not merely as ta, the matter of fact, but
in the question of right or wrong.

Privileges are nee8sary if duties are obligatary.
Strictiy speaking, evary endowment whicb -e possese
draws aftar iL a certain amount of responsibility ; and
there tan be no duty wbere there is no power. If, then,
certain men are appointcd for the discharge of bigher
duties, they must be invested witb higher privileges. No
one who understands the mneaning of such a proposition
can fail ta affirin it. But the aontrary il equally certain,
that, wherever special privi!eges are afforded, there carres-
ponding obligations are imposed. Were iL not that these
simple truisrns arc so often forgotten in their application
and neglected iii practice, it would not be neccssary aven
ta refer ta thani.

Privileges anjoyed and duties neglected have for their
first result the misery of the comiunity, especiailaiîy of
the unprivileged classes, then something like chaos, thon
explosion, ani the extinction of privileges. No clasa ever
enjoyed privileges and neglected the corresponding duties
without being stopped of their privileges. ilere is the
explanation of the practical downfali of the Aristocracy.
The aId feudal systeni was, in many ways, a very beautiful
ane. If the ruling classes lhad been truly fathers ta their
dependents, it might have gone an indefinitely. We do
not suppose that tbey behaved worsc than othar
classes have done ; but their position and privileges
required thein ta behave better. Many things whicb they
might have done, and cauld have done, and sbould have
donc, thcy neglccted ; and their power bas passed froni
theni.

1e not the saine lesson taught by the assaults upon the
righits of property in the presient day. The socialist
deciares that the modemn plutocrat is no better, but is
samuetinies much worse, than the ancient aristocrat. If
praperty dae its duty, it will be honoured and pratected.
If it neglects ta do its duty, society will endeavour, by
ingenious legislation, ta, constrain iLta do its duty. If
neither voluntarily nor under legal compulsion property
can be gat ta do its duty, then it will certainly be
dcstroyed. Pr udhon's saying in that case will be truc :
La proprieté, c'est le vol (property il theft). This is not a
matter of opinion, possibility, speculation. Lt is a law, and
we may as well tbink ta abolish the law of gravitation as
ta escape the operation of this law of social, national,
buman life.

This ile the moral of the French Rüvolution. The royal
power was almost absolute. The king had evcrytbing in
his awn hands. When those were the bands of Louis XIV.,
the machine of the State at least went on. A man wjth
such gigantie power of work was able ta keep an eye upan
ail the departinents of government. One cannat say that
the systein was a good anc. t was a very bad anc and
iL brougbt unnumbered woes upon France. Lt dcstroyed
its higher and nobler mind. Literature withered under
this bligbting autocracy ; even religion became degraded
and flnally alniost extinguished. But when the machine
came inta the hands of a weak man, like Louis XV., thezn
everything went ta pieces. Wbatever government there
was, was almost entirely bad ; and iL went froin bad ta
worse. Louis XVL. was quite disposed toi do better; but
he did not know bow, and apparently no anecoculd tel
himn; and when by chance he was rightly directed, be
could not be sure that this was the case; and, when he was
sure, he bad not the decision ta act upon hie convictions;
and we kpiaw the result.
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As regards the nobility, they were, on the whole mare
neglectful of their duties than the kings. The brilliant
Court at Versailles drcw ta itself the leading gentry of
France, who thougbt nothing of their property or their
tenantry, except as sources froni which they could draw
suFplies for the support of their luxury, their spiendeur,
their ostentation at Versailles and in Paris. The condi-
tion of the lower classes in the provinces was pitiable,
frightful. Multitudes perished of sheer starvation ; multi-
tudes more iived on its very verge. Such sowing must
bing after it a terrible rcaping; ani awful as was the
reign of terror--espccially as il involved the innocent in
the ruin of the guity-pcrhaps a rigliteousjudgment imight
decide that the harvcst was not out of proportion ta the

seed-time.
The certainty of the law which we arc illustrating is

braugbt out in a rcmarkablc manner by coimparing the
fate of the aistocracy of France with that of the sanie
clags in England. The English aristocracy had many
faults, neglectcd many duties, comimitted inany errors; and
they have suifered accondingiy. Their feudal privileges
are gone, and thcy will neyer rettnrn. But they neyer
separated themeelves froin their tenancy. They ý lived
among the people from whom- they drew their revenues.
Tbey were neyer, as a class, sclfishi and hard-hearted.
Tbey cared for their people, wcre kind ta thein, and wcre
loved by theni. And the result of ail this remains. The
Englieli aristocracy are still a higli and powerful clase,
greatiy honoured and even belovefi, although the farn of
their power has cbanged, and miglit now, penhaps, ha better
described by that subtle word, influence.

As wc have seen, it is quite diffarent in France. t is
hiardly possible, at thie tiîna of day, to helieve in the brutal
seIflshness of the French nobility as a class. t)aubtles
there were exceptions, and very beaiutiful exceptions. But
the simple facts in regard ta the condition of the people
Icave us in no doubt as te the conduct of the vast majority,
and the inevitablc resuit has comie. The French noblesse
has ceased ta exist. rhere 15 110W 1n landed class ini

France. And people say there iis no Day of Judgmeut!

We have noted that saine have preferred ta speak of
the French Revolution as an evolution. We bave no
abjection whatever ta this mode af representatian, provided
the word is used ini such a sense as nal to exclude thc
voluutary action of those who wcre the agents ofthie
Revolution. Oniy we cannot acccpt the teri as imiplying
that there was any absalute neeessity far the catastrophe
taking place in that forin ad no other. If the bronze-
visaged officer who put an end ta the Revolution with a
44whiff of grape shah"'Ibad been present at the Tuilleries
when the Swise Quand wcre slaughtered, not as a specta-
ton, but in commiaxd of those brave men, the whole sub-
sequent course of the Revolutian migbt have been diflerent
-whethcr for better or for wonse. Certainiy we cau
imagine a much happier series of occurrences-whether
ultimatciy marc beneficial ta poor France, Qod only knowe.

Dr. Arnold remarked mast truly that iL was the misery
of France that she had se utterly broken witb hem paet
that she could net connect lier present and future histary
with it; but bier past bad been se bad that no other course
was possible. There is an immense amaount of truth in
these sayings; yet it wouid be easy ta show that there is
aia a goad amount of truth in a representation quit thie
reverse of this. No cammunity breaks entirely with its
past, any mare than an individual can at any moment
begin bis life anew. Lt is, perhaps, the miefortune of
France that she cannat break witli lier past. But bier
future le, in any case, ",est uncertain. Har rmiens seein
ta be withaut capacity. Thase who are attempting f re8b
revolutian, whetber Baulangists or others, can bhardiy bc
creditcd witb patriatisin. Even wben a man of neal ability
aises-like G;ambetta,-hc is set up by the maotley crowd
only ta be pulled d own again. Na anc cau predict the

future, except by eaying that the unforeseen is tbe thing
whicb will bappen. We dulI Anglo-Saxons are incapable
af the dramatic revolutians which convulse the wold.
We mare aur changes in a salid, practicai, sbop-keepen
fashion; but we know better whst we want, aud we kcep
pretty fairly wbat we have got.

We may leann two lessons fram the French Revolution
fret, that the beet friends of the comnîunity are neither
the radicale non the obstructives, but the nefanmer, who
nemoved what is cvii and retaincd wliat is good-some-
tbing like aur aid respectable and calumniated Whigs ;
and, secondly, that the appanents of ail change are the,
real authors of revolutian. X. A.

TnE late Oliver Ditsan ieft $15,000 for the founding of
a home for pon singera. But the suin is appailingly in-
adequate. Fifteen millions wauldn't boun, haîf of theni.


