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Canada in the list of countries from which
living cattle cannot be admitted into Great
Britain,” The Canadian Government re-
plies, “ We admit the force of the reasoning
but we deny the alleged fact on which it ig
based. There must bz some mistake,
Either the disease in the case referred to
Wwas not pleuro-pneumonia, or there wag
sowme error in regard to the identity of the
diseased animal, or the disease must have
been contracted after the animal had left
the Canadian shore, for notwi
the utmost diligence and the m
scrutiny by our most expert surgeons, not 4,
single case of pleum»pneumonia has been
found in Canadian herds, We will pay the
expenses of a thorough investigation, aud if
your experts can find such g cage in all
Canada, we wil] cheerfully recognize the
Justice of your decision.” It is hard to
conceive of a fairer offer, and the interests
at stake, on the part not only of Canadian
Producers but of British consumers, are
surely sufficiently great to warrant the Board

in taking a good dea] of trouble to find out,
the truth, ‘
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The recent farions riots between the
Hindus and the Mohammedans in Bombay,
give colour to the contentions of thoge ip
India and in England who ridicyle the idea
of granting any instalment of home rule to
the natives of that vast empire, Probably
it would have only been necessary for the
local authorities of the City of Montreal to
be stupid enough to permit of two proces.
sions, one of Orangemen,the other of Catho-
lics, to take place in that City on the same

half g century ago, to have supplied
the opponents of home rule for Canada with
an equally cogent 8rgument against tho fig.
Bess of Canadians for such a wmode of
government, Thig is, of course, comparing
small things with great 8o far as numberg
are concerned. It must be admitted, too,
that there are other important elements of
difference in the two cases, That anything
like a sudden bestowment of political
power, anyt,hing more than g Very cantious
and strictly tentative educationg] move.-
ment, would be certain to result disastrously
if not tragically in India, may readily be
admitted. But it ig surely g needlessly
dreary and Pessimistic view thay, it must ).
ways be thus, that the future has Nothing
better in store for that great congeries of
tribes and races than perpetual gubjectigy
to the rule of the strong arm of g benevg.
lently despotic Power whose seat ig ip g
far-off land, and whose genius and traq;.
tions areall in perpetual contrast with those
of the warm-blooded peoples of the suny
realm, Generations, perhaps centuries, Inay
be needed to work out the Decessary
changes, but there is, nevertheless, a world.
wide difference between the ruler who hag
ultimate, even if far-off self-rule for his
ideal and goal, and him who can neither gee
nor aspire to anything better for these great
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When an inspired  apostle enjoined

Upon a young fellow-labouror the duty of
Praying not only for al] men generally but
for kings and those in authority in particu-
lar, we wonder if it coulq have entered his
mind that the question of the order in
Which the names of kings and other rulers
should be brought before the King of
kings might one day in the far-off centu-
ries become a subject of newspaper contro-
versy and international Jealousy, on a small
scale, Paul wag surely short-sighted in that
he did not exercise his prophetic powers
and draw up a table of precedence for the
use of nineteenth-century clergymen. He
might thereby have saved 80me susceptibili-
ties from suffering, and some of his succes-
sors, whether in the trye apostolic line or
not, from criticism, What g pity he did
not think of it. If he had done go, by the
way, and had undertaken the task, on what
principle would he have proceeded. Is
there in the nature of things any law by
which we can determine whether it is more
efficacious or more respectful to mention
the names to which it ig meant to do
Special honour first or Jast i ordery There
is, be it observed, a kind of contradiction
batween the order of Precedence in court
Processions, and that of clj
ture.  Which should
question ¢

for sacred
mind of ¢
tate,

max in litera-
prevail in the case in
Might it not with all reverence
things be suggested that the
he great and only wise Poten-
before whom the petitions in question
are laid cannot, be thought of as subject to
any failure of memory, such as could make
it & matter of moment whether a given
name should be presented first or last in the
order of those for whom supplication is
made, and that there is n
rishment of resources, or fatigue in bestow-.
ing henefits, such as might make the order
of names important, Surely in the act of
Prayer and worship, if our prayers are not
to degenerats into mere formalities or cere.
monialy, all sych questions should be get
aside and forgotten, ag utterly out of keep-
ing with the solewnity of the
Which we are ushered and the
acter of the Being addressed.

o fear of impove-
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Neither the Feported interviews with
Sir John Thompson noy t
attempts of unfriendly critics to show that
Ouanada's representatives were without
weight and her intercsts wholly ignored in
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