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So ODIous and dangerous, says Mr, Mowat, is the enforcernent of the
Scott Act, owing to the feeling againist it, that hardly any of thre justices
of the peace can be induced to do thecir duty in Scott Act cases. A justice
of the peace who should act would be exposed flot only to unpopularity
but to outrage. It is therefore necessary to set aside ail the ordinary safe-
guards of persoîsal liberty by sendiîsg down speciad magistrates, with
arbitrary powers, aîîd selected in tire inte3rest of the promoters of the Act,
so that the magistrate is at once prosecutor and judge. Some of these
men, U[r. Mowat admits, have niot even had thse xsecessary legal training,
to get men legally trained to accept tire place being often impossible. In
other words, by legisiation which does not carry with ià the consciences of
the people, a number of districts in this law-abiding country have been got,
as regards thi8 subj oct, into the condition of Ireland, and it hias become
necessary to resort to wliat in tihe case of Ireland would be considered an
extraordinarily violent mensure of coeruiun.

TuiE Provincial Governinenlt ias beesi interviewed on the subject of
Prohibitioniat text-books. It was subnsitted that text-books ought neyer
to be made the instrumîents of aîsy party or propagandist object, and tisat
nothing ought to be introduced into them but tisat which is universally
accepted as truth. The doctrine of total abstinence, whetiser true or faise,
is not yet universaily accepted as truth, siiîce the vastiy larger portion of
the civilised world holds and acts upon the opposite principle. The New
Testament is stili the autbority generally received inw morals, and there
cannoe le a shadow of doubt that its teaching is temperance, not total
abstinence. Christ, in fact, according to those who pronouince any use of
wine noxious and immoral, nmust have been eithier ignorant or criminal-
ignsorant if H1e did not know what mischief wine wouid do ; crîminal, if
knowing this, Hie not only set the example of using it, but consecrated its
use in a sacrament for ever. Moreover, great Cjhristian Churches, such
as the Roman Catholic and the Aîsglican, by celebrating the sacrament in
accordanýe with what they deeni Chirist's ordinance, practically assert that
the use of wine is flot immoral. It is also proved that the Prohibitionist's
doctrine is, as a maLter of fact, as far as possible fromn being tihe unanimous
verdict, of the scieutîfie world. That text-books ouglit not to be made the
vehicles of party dogina would seemn to be tire plain dictate of renson and
justice. Yet the aîsswer isi conclusive. Tite Goverrament cannot risk the
ioss of the Prohibitionist vote.

TaEaE is nothing disparagiug to woman in refusing to seud hier into
the politicai arena. This ouiy is impied-that the spheres of the sexes,
though equal, are by nature distinct, and that public life beiong8 to the
man, while mnternity and home beioug to the woman. The reason why
men make tIse laws is that sîen aloîse can etiforce them. A law wlsich has
not force to back it is a nullity, as would soon be seen if wonsen were to
become the legisîntors, and were to legisiate in tise fashion threatened bv
soîne of thei. Nature wiii fsot aliow lier iauidmarks to be remioved ,
thougli socicty may be thrown into confusions in attempting te remove
them. That the spirit of politics will not be iissproved by castilng woman-
hood and home into the caldron, we have already had abundant proof; no
violence or bitterness cau go beyond those of platformn womneu. The fact
is that the true woman, with her gentie and retined nature, slsrinks froin
the platformi and the polling booth, wiîile public excitement is sought by
those wlio are the least genuine representatives of the sex, s0 that, in
realitye instead of more of the good influence of woînen iii the goverrent,
we should be likely to have less. Tire womeîs who lend this movement do
not mean to stop at the suffrage : they me-an to sit in Parliament and hold
public office ; the tirst concession, in fact, involves the second: and we
shall presently have to consider whether ail distinction of sex is to lie set
aside, and whether womeu, like men, can be held responsible and cailed to
accounit for public conduct. What the wonsen themselves expeet is that
they will get rid of the limitations and yet retain the privileges of their
&ex. They wili find in the end that this cannot ie ; that if the limitation
is to be set aside tise privilege must be renounced ; and perhaps their
sisters who do not wisl to set aside the limitation may be invoived in the
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forfeiture of the privilege. The only practical question is what goveru-
nment is the best. If a masculine governiment is the best, it is the best for
tire woinen as weli as for the nien. But female suffrage will probably
conte. It wili corne, like other inîprovident extensions of the suffrage,
because somebody wants tihe female vote, aud demagogic legisiatures have
flot flrmuess to resist. So we shall go on dealiîg with the franchise till
weý arrive at an anarchy out of which, at tise bidding of steru necessity,
a 9trong and nmasculine goverîniseut wili arise.

TiiE argment of the Fernale Suffragists titat woussen must vote, because
otherwise the property iseld by thons would be unrepresented, is bnsed on
a more delusion. No property is represeuted except tihe bare mninimnum
necessary foî an electoral qualificntion. Everytbing whici a man lias
l)eyond that minimum is just as mucis uîsrepresented as if it were iseld by
a woman. Property is no longer tise real basis of tise suffrage, nor does
abstract justice, any more than social policy, enjoin us to drag women into
politics, and disturb the relations of the sexes. It nover lias been and
cannot be alleged tisat property held by women suffers any special logis-
lative injustice. Equally fallacious is the ailegation that womeît are an
rtneisf ranchised class. They are flot a class but a sex. Titeir interests are
bound up with those of their husbands and their maie relations, and, unlike
tîsose of an unenfrancitised ciass, are guarded by affection. It is isnrdly
possible that iii the matter of matrimonial relations, woînen's property, or
anyother matters affecting femiale interests, a legisînture entireiycomposed of
woxnen could go furtiser in doing what is supposed to be justice to womeu
than maie legisiatures have gone. It might even be surnsised that a legis-
iature entirely composed of women would do less injustice to inen.

ONE of our jourttals complains titat the IFrensch from St. Pierre and
Miquelon encroach ou the rights of the Newfoundlanders. To obtain the
removai of this injustice, it says, persistent pressure must lie appiied to
the Colonial Office. It thon proceeds to reprove British apathy and pusil-
lanimity because tise English C4overnrnent prefers snubbing Newfouudlaud
to getting into n quarrel with France. We sltould rather thiuk it did,
especiaily when it lias Irish reboliion, Russia, Egypt, and Burmah on its
hands. " They (tire English people) care very littie whether the people of
Newfoundiand fish or do anything else ; ail they object to is being both-
ered on their account." Nothing is more truce, nor couid anything be more
naturai. The classes in which the spirit of Imporial ambition rosided, and
which would have been williîsg to rush into a war with France about a
question of Newfoundland hait, no longer reign in Eîsgland, and the
dernocracy which reiguis in tîseir place is totally indifferent to anything
which does nlot concern itself and its own industries. Lot us lay this fact
to heart: it mnterialiy affects our destiny. Our con temporary proposes
that two of the Chansnel Islands shouid bie ceded to France in exehange
for St. Pierre and Miquelon. This we expeet the British people to, do for
us while we are ievying protective duties on their goods ! What can be
done in the way of negotiation tire British Goverument wiil faithfully do;
but it wiil not go to war with France or cede the Channel Islands.

By enabliug a patriotie Governîstent to triumph over Pariiamentary
cabal, and, by placiîsg tise nationial defences for seven years beyond the
reacli of demagogism, Germfany lias very likely nssured to herself peace.
Boulanger will now be apt to subside. The state of the French finances
is such that hie canîsot go ou spending for ever. Now lot England beware
that the woundod nd uîtquiet ambition of France doos not look eisewiere
for its satisfaction. lu tire Niîeteeqth Century, M. Reinack, tise editor of
tise République Française, has ais article written in a tone of the most
engaging msoderation, assuring us that there is nothiug to lie apprehended
from Boulanger, and f ull of pence and good-wiii towards England. But
lie cannot make us forget that France lias been giviug England ail the
trouble that she could in Egypt, and is doing s0 stili.

IT neyer wns msore necessary to roînsber that our English news cornes
tisrough New York. Englnd is stili in extrenie peril, ieor eau any one
pretend to say that it will not af ter ail be wrecked by the crude and ignorant
democracy into whose hands supreme power lias been thrust by the reck-
lessness of faction. But so far ns we eau see or hear from private sources,
the Government, tliough not adamantine, is toierabiy firm, and the Union-
ists are pretty staunch. The Uuionists are somewhat disquieted no doubt
by the restless haukerings of Sir George Trevelyan andi some of the Radical
wing for a recouciliation of what they style the Liberal party. A pateli-
ing-up of this kind, at the expense of principie, is in fact the immediate
danger. But Mr. Gladstone, fortunately for the Unionist cause, adheres
inflexibiy to his own plan. Hie is satisfied of lis own infallibiiity, and
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