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of dissentient Liberals of the type of tbe Duke
of Argyll, when they cry out that tbe new
is not tike the aid, tbat tbey neyer meant
anytbing of tbis kind, tbat the pace bas be-
came altogether too fast for them. Notbing
is easier, we tbink, than ta, show that tbe
New Liberaiism is tbe logical outcome, the
developed oflspring of the Otd. Tbe Old
LiLeratism stocd on its watch-tower and, as
it observed wbat was going on in tbe minds
and lives of the people, yielded a point bere
and gave a modified approval tbere. It
beard, for instance, m utterings of discontent
fronm tbe people in view of tbe limitation of
the elective franchise, and it said, Il Tbey
are righ t. The franchise is too law. Here
is a ciass of men who are intelligent and
patriotic, and wbo ought ta bave some voice
in tbe cboosing of those who shahl make and
execute the iaws whicb govemfi them. We
will cautiousiy extend the franchise."
Again, Ireland was in a state of disorder,
amounting almost ta anarchy, caused, large-
ly, by the unequal distribution of ]and, and
the hardships in the shape of excessive
rente, etc., whicb absentee tandlords were
inflicting upan tbe wretcbed peasants, wbo
still competed fiercely for the possession of
the smali allotinents, an terms whicb hardiy
sufficed ta enable them ta keep body and
saut togetber. The aid watch-tawer Liber-
alibsm said, IlThe crime is great and smelts
ta beaven, Desperate discases require des-
perate remedies. The circumstances warrant
us in interfering, for once, with freedom of
contract between landiord and tenant. We
witl appoint a land commission, empowered
ta correct the more glaring cases of injustice
and ta compet hfartlese tandlords ta grant
ta tbeir tenants fair rents, faim alawance
for improvements, nnd fixity of tenure."
And so the Old Liberalism went on,abating
grievances, reforming abuses, curtaiiing ex-
cessive priviieges, and above ait extending
tbe francbise, matiy of tbem, no doubt,iook-
ing forward ta a time wben ait tbe more
glaring causes of complaint wouid bave
been rernoved, and they couid Ilre8t and be
thankful."

But bow could this Old Liberalism bave
been so short-sighted as not to perceive tbat
it was making innovations, conceding prin-
ciples, estabtisbing precedents, which woutd
inevitabiy carry with them mucb wider con-
sequences than those imrnediately contem.
piateci. Tried by the standard of sound
patitical economy, the interference of Par-
tiament ta change the relations between
landlord and tenant either were right or
tbey were wrong. We need nat now at-
tempt ta decide that question. But the
principle once granted, wbether rigbt' or
wrong, carried witIh à the possibility, may
we flot say the certainty, of ait future land
acts, evicted tenants bills, and whatever
eise bas been and may yet be dectared es--
sential ta the settiement of the land ques-
tion ini Ireiand (and in England and Scot-
land), This settiement, be it observed, can
be permanently made only on a basis satis-

factory to the majority of an universal-suf-
frage etectorate, na matter what violence

may be d8ne if the process ta the old notions
of the righits af praperty and the priviieges

of bereditary classes.
This term Iluniversal suffrage " is the

key ta the whoie process. Sa long as it

was tacitly taken for granted that the cbief

function of legistation and government was

ta provide for the protection of praperty,

and tbat property was the thing ta be

rppresentcd if Parliament, the course was

clear. But the moment tbe Old Liberalism

began ta admit in a cautious and tentative

way that it was men, not property, tbat

constitute the State, and that tbe fran-

chise was a prerogative not of property but

of citizenship, that moment the car of legige

lation wvas started on an inclined plane

down which it bas been gliding with accet-

erated speed ever since. Property and

manhood are two thinge so distinct in kind

that there can be no permanent coalition

between them sncb that the franchise shal

belong partiy ta the men, partty ta the

property. The two elements wiii nat mix.

One extension of the franchise, an the new

basis, leads ta another. There is no stop-

ping place short of manhood suffrage, pure

and simple. This goal is naw in sight, ini

the one-man, one-vcte, and one-vote, one-

value, watch-worde. The Oid Liberalism

should not complain of this, The clear-sigbt-

ed among its leaders must sureiy bave fore-

seen the end from the beginning of franchise

extension.

But given universal suffrage, and what

foilows ? Universal suffrage is democracy,
and Dernas is na respecter of persans. lis
ideas of the rigbts and duties of property,

are aiea very different froin those of

owners and occupants. Juat as surely as a

Parliamient, or a flouse of Partiament,
wbich represents weaith and rank, wili legis-

late in the interebts of property and

privilege, just go surely will a Parliament

representing simple manbood legisiate in the

intereste of labour and the masses, doing

violence ta the old ideas of the rigbts of

property and embodying in tegistation en-

tireiy new conceptions of its duties. Our
point just naw je that the Otd Liberais

shouid bave foreseen the consequences wben

tbey set tbe bail rolling, and hence should nat

now complain. To suppose that the leaders,
especially those wbose enviranments and
traditions tend ta conservatism, are going
ta continue ta Iead, and to uule without

having the people with thern je unrEasonable-
Leaders may yet wield tremendous influence,
but it will only be as tbey gain the confi-
dence of the people and convince their judg-
mente. They wilt have ta camle down fram
the watch.towers, and, mir.gling with the
people, seek ta understand them and ta belp
them upwards.

But what of the future ?What will be
the end ? That we do fat haro undertake
ta say. We are nat witbout hope. W 0
believe in optimism.ý But ana thing Old

Liberals and New, and LiberalTJ"'~O
and Conservatives should UW n' , The
Thev Il must educate their muasters1

future depends upon wbat kiiid of luester
these are.

MR. GLADSTONE -ON HERESY AlD
SCHISM.

Mr. Gladstone, with that astonis '
versatiiity which ii-, perhaps, th" sncet ti
bis sustained mental vigour, bas oneu0e
turned bis attention to theolcgyt the ,tibjEct
which of ail otbers possesses the grE&Ws
fascination ever his mind,and bas cOnlrifor
ed an article to the îVine1ee!nth Cntury
August on the scemingly uf',, efÔsin

subjeot of IlHeresy and Schism. l
we read very far we find that the n'li'

wbich gave birth to bis essay i eiOt
contribute scrnething to tbe 0,1[aboorbi'g
question of Christian unity, and therefOle
the theoreticai discussion of the nlattUo

lleresy and Schism issues in a Practie
appeai to Christian men. ee,

It may not be known to ail the . Sd
of THE WEFK, that 2dlr. Gladstonele) ho
througbout the whole of bis long careerroi'

been a decided and resitntI inarh
man. It is this fact which tends a efak

able interest to the article before U5h e
although the pbraseology is that tom
Anglo-Catholi> the ideas are those 0f ort
dox latitudinarianism. suIl

The question is thus stated - As"""
our Lord to bave founded a visile b
with an apostotical ministry, whc the
intended to be perpetuated tbroughou Wh
ages, wbat is to be done wjt tbos6

deny tbe autbority of the cburch, and ,101
arate tbemsetves from her miilistrais*
The answer to tbis question invoves a. d1
cussion of the nature of Heresy and dSCheI
At tirst, the nearness to Christ and Il
Aposties made Ilthe unity of tbe c'ncOW
fact as patent to those wbo came if111
tact with it as the unity of the Lr
beaven." The application of ur jIet
rule, "lif he refuse to, hear te cb0r the
him be unto thee as tbe Gentile aCb
Publican," was easy. Sa long as th
was pure tbe command to Ilhear tbe cno

was perfectly reasonable. Bt t e 0 r"
tion of the church itself weakenis't b
rity, whilst its divisions engender 0to,

to its wbereabouts. With tbe utas 3der
cerity of purpose, one can well undr fte
the perplexity of a modern seeker ale,
true cburcb, wben confronted by the C e
of Greek,Roman and Anglican Oatboolill
The sin of schism canneot w be ,b
asLeigned ta any body of Christians' dte
guilt of any offence," says Mr. Giadot .O
"varies inversely with the strengtb,bef
clearnes of the evidence wbich estî to
its criminality, and surely it i 00
denied that tbe evidence wbicb atly
fleresy and scbism bas been gr C nc

ened, and therefore greatly weakene
the days of tbe apoïtlep." bebee~

Mr. Gladstone thinks tbis tO ae 0
the case, even in the days of Arian'001 C5?
otber beresies of tbe fourtb and ftbgi1

turies, but the difficutty of aFerl.in egoh1g
ta schismatice bas been steadily 'nce e0t

since tbe division of tbe churches 0f tbe t
and the West in the eleveitb1 ' 0
convulsions of the Reformation '1th
teenth century. inip B010

Mr. Gladstone is very iofho 0Jerp tif
by tbe solidity and stabiiity .f Diu- e
compared witb ancient sectaria ~,~jt .
the Gnostic, Arian, Donatigt, 11 rt
schisms he says : I Wben we 10o -,'


