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IT is always a pity 1o spoil a yood story, but trnh
requires that somebody should knock the bottom out
of the homshies that are afloat about Sam Junes and
Sam Small.  These worhy gentlemen are often de-
scribed as very illitcrate men, and their success as
cvanyelists is compared with the work of the * regular
clergy " for the purpose of showing hunw much muoie
cffective plain illiterate men are than educated mins-
ters. We say nothing on the question of success at
present, but it may be well to reimind those who take
alittle fling at ouinisters over the heads of Messrs.
Small and Jones that they are all astray on the fauts.
The Rev. Samuel P. Jones is a regular minister of
thirteen years' standing in <he Methodist Fpiscupal
Chaurch, South, ten years of which were spent as a
pastor and three as an evangelist  Mr Jones was a
lawyer before he became a minister. and is possessed
of a good classical education. Mr. Small was for years
on the editorial staff of the Atlanta € enstitution, and
used to write for the press, under the wom de plume of
Old Si, papers that arc well known to the wouild of
newspaper readers. He is acollege graduate, and has
travelled extensively in Europe.  Those who belleve
that ignorance qualifies a man for preaching better
than a moderate amount of learning must find some
other illustration of their theory than Messrs. Jones
and Small.

THE working staff of our Church will be increased
by about two hundred within the next few weeks, The
Home Mission Comtuttee of the Western Sccton
send out about one hundred and tfty, and if we count
the number in the Maritime P'ruvinces the whole num-
ber will run perhaps over two hunured. 1t does one
good to think that two hundred adwitional preachers
will be at work 1ina few days. No estimate can be
made of the amount of guud they wui do before they
return to college.  And herc s as guud a place asany
10 say it ts a great pity matters cannot be arranged so
that students might begin their labours in the mission
field in May and end them at the nrsc of November.
April is one of the worst months for Home Mission
work and October one of the best  in Apnil thervads
in many fields are alinost impassable.  Therc 15 nesther
sleighing nor wheeling. The mud in many fields s
simply dreadful. By the first of May the student can
get around fairly well and the people can attend ser-
vice, There is another point of much importance.
The transition in April from a warm raom and oves-
work in college to a long, cold drive over 2 muddy
road in Muskoka is far too great and too suc-sen to be
healthful.  Years ago we heard a student say he tra-
velled to his field of labour by three kinds of locomo-
tion in one day. He left Toronto by train, then went
by stage a gond many miles on wheels when he struck
snow and finished up on a sleigh That was 1 an
siderable amov-.* € travelling experience for one day.
We know there are other interests involved , but,so far
as the health, -omfort and usefulness of student mis-
sionaries are concerned, from May to Navemher wasld
be a much Letter term than from April to October.

REFERRING to the fact that the principat debatesin
the House of Commons consis? of very !nng «peeches
delivered by a few members, the G0/ makes the
following sensible remarks:
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. Vuw, the conscquences of the habit are bad in cvery way.

Not to speak of losing the pleasure of Hstening to acut and
thiust debate—in which Mr. Dlrke always maintains his
supenority to every other speaker in Canada—the education
of the House is injured when thie talk is limited to a small
number on cack side. The House should be the training
ground of statesinen, an- too few members get a chance to
teain,  Qn both sides thete are a number of fair speakers,
who might become vcrf roml speakens and very valuable
wen, wh' might not unly cnliﬁhlcn athers, vy themaclves,
as to their real pawer by speaking often and -hostly, These
men would wark harder, past themselves better, stick to the
1 .use more closcly, and consequently be far better able to
¢ luaatc theit cunstituems, if the rule of shurt specches gave
them o air rhance ¢ participate in detate. Here s a
reform warth the earnest considesatinn of both eides, and
we hope o see it carricd into effect,
This is precisely the reform that a goaidly number of
nunisters and elders wish ta see effected in our Gene-
ral Assemibly It is alleged that a few members speak
oncvery uestion, that others who might speak almost,
tf not quite as well, are in this way crowded out, and
therefore do not take the same amount of interest in
the pruccedings ~{the bupreme Court as they would
 everyone had a fair chance to take part in debate.
W hatever tae causc it 1s an undoubted fact that a
large number of ministers and clders who do most
faithful and successful work for the Church n their
own congicgations, never apen their mouths in the
Supteme Court.  We arc not in scarch of grievances,
but we do think there 1s considerable room for a re-
form in thus matter. There has been a marvellous
reform of late years in the way of shortesing speeches
m all our Church Courts. Let thg next tmprovement
Le o the direction of calling out the latent abilny and
giving every man a chance.

THERE 1s something painfully humshating mn a re-
mark that we often hear and read about the late Par-
Liamentary fight on the Riel question. It is said that
Mr. Blake made o bad “move,” that the seventeen
“boliers,” as they are called, made a baid “move,”
that the Government taade a good “ move,” that the
Rouges made a gooa “move,” for they will gain votes
i Quebee, and that the Liberals who voted with the
Government also made a good “move,” for they will
be able to hold their seats in Ontario. The shameful
fact wluch underhies all this talk about good and bad
“moves” 1s tha! poliics i Canada is a game at
which our representatives are playing. The corpsc of
the unfortunate Riel 1s a pohtical chess-board on
which our members make “moves,” It never occurs
to the people—and they belong to both parties—who

.speak and write in this way that Edward Blake may

have such a thing as a conscience. [t never seems to
dawn on their minds that the seventeen * bolters”
may have thought they were doing right. It is out of
the question to suppose for a moment that the Govern

ment and those who voted with them may have had
some regard to their duty when they acted as they
did Al the parties in the controversy were simply
making “moves”  Well, if the political life of this
country has become so degraded that two hundred of
aur picked men play a game aver the corpse of a Half.
hreed. it might have been as well to allow the Half-
breeds to take possession of the North-West, and it
wight be as well to allow some other nation to take
possessinn of the remaining portion of the Dominion.
A country that plays games over a corpse cannot Jast
long anyway. We would fain hnpe that no con-
siderable number of those who took part in the con-
troversy were so lost to decency as to think they were
playing a game. Many of them, we are certain,
never thought anything of the kind. The worst
feature of the casc is that so manvon both sides in poli-
ucs, notf in Parliamernt, considered the inatter & mere
gauae.  If these people are properly represented, then
1t svas a game. Their representatives may be better
than themselves. We hope they are.
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INDUSTRIAL PEACE OR WAR?

11 s bemny generally conceded that strikes and the
arbitrary closing down of industrial establishments
are barbarous methods for the adjustment of disputas
between employers and employed. Pracuically we
arc only beginning to sce that a more excellent way is
possible. Out of thz conditiogs of the modern indus-
trial world, with its ever-extending competition, the

~adaptation of marvellous mechanical invention, the
.tendency of capital to aggregation in the hands of
_vast corporations, and the all-absorbing and con-

suming desire for the speedy acquisition of wealth,
has arisen that real antagonism between wealth and

work that makes even the least copsiderate pause and
ask whither we are drifling.

“The rich are becoming richer and tife poor poorer’
is more than a mere political cry, or the aphorisin of
a professional pohitical economist, Whether it 1s
strictly srue or not, the idea 1s making a deep impres-

‘on on the minds of the toiling multitudes. They
feel that they have not the some opporiumties to betier
thair posiion in Iifc that existed twenty years ago.
They have neither the inclination nor incentive to the
cacreise of a wholesome thrift, which was much more
common formetly than 1t ss now. Under the du.
monotony of comparatively unresnuncrative toll people
become dejected and spiritless,

Education hasalsoan influence in promoting the pre-
vailing spiritof discontent. The schoolmaster isabroad,
so also is the demagogue and the socialistic theorizer.
‘The incustrial world is in immediate contact with the
printing press.  The progress of the struggle between
capital and labour in the South-\Western States and
in Relgium was daily noted by workmen everywhere
Eager discussion of the labour problem and the ten
dency of events have given an impetus to what was
supposed to be a vague dream, tho organization of
labour. The right of labour to combine ’or its pro-
tection is now cheerfully conceded by a]l reasonable
men. Those who endeavoured to promote labour
organizations were hard to convinee that such a course
was wic ked when they knew that the very men who
preached so cmphatically against labour combina-
tions were themselves members of protective associa-
tions, and who, when they thought their interests re
quired it, were clbowing their way, not always empty
handed, through legislative lobbies to plead for or
against public measures as their fears or hopes inclined
them,

It is casy to dilate on the folly or ruinous nature of
strikes and the lawlessness attending them. Itis no
difficult matter to indulge in mutnal recrimination and
dismuss this, like cvery other troublesome affair, with
the handy formula, * There are faults on both sides.”
Very true!  But whose fault is it that there are faults
on both sides? Capital has many resources. \What
resource has labour? Enhightened political cconomy,
moralists in comfortable conditions in life, and learned
judges complacently say to the discontented workman .
“ What you say may be all very true, but your labour
1s worth precisely its market value,  If the rate is not
high enough you can go clsewhere.” Hitherto the
strike has been the working man’s last resort, out of
which he mvanably comes off worsted, though the
object for which he struck may have been gained.
Relatively he is the heaviest loser, for he stakes his
all on the result.

Many large-hearted and generous employers of
labour who can discern the signs of the times are
voluntanly recogmizing that between capital and labour
there should be no antagomsm.  They arc imtiating a
system by which producers can have a profitable inte-
rest in the produdts of their labour.  Even a desire to
consider the well-being of the toiler does much to
soften the aspenty which selfish eaaction never fails
to produce. Kindly feehing and generous treatment
are sure to lubnicate the wheels of industiy and to
prevent the friction that brings disaster.

The neced of legislation to meet such emergencies
as recent events occasion 1s fully recognized. Both
partics mn the conflict admut that fawr, wapartial and
authoritative boards of arbitration ought to be insti-
tuted for the settlement of differences between em-
ployers and emiployes. Attempts at legislation in this
direction both m Canada and the United States have
so far been rather of a tentanve character.  Measures
have been submiitted in the United States Congress ;
but they are all permissive. Contestants may, if they
choose, decline to invoke the aid of arbiters. During
the recent session of the Ontario Legislature it tran-
spired that such a permissive measure had been on
the Statute Book for years, yet its provisions had
never once been taken advantage of so harmless
usvally is mercly permissive legislation. Recent
events surcly” make it plain that blind selfishness,
passicn and obstinacy ought to give place to reason
and justice between maa and man, whetber millionaire
or day-labourer.

Will this contest between the capitalist and the Ia-
bourer lead to anarchy and bloodshed? Istheterrible
revolution the fierce anarchist is prophesying about to
burst forth?  Notf the people in all ranks of hfe seck
to do justly, love mercy, and walk humbly with God.



