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changing scenles of trouble and of joy, the feeling of patriotism-of devotion to
the nation-is strongly displayed by the Prophets, Priests and Kings of the
Hebrew race. It may appear an odd thing to say, but because it is true 1 feal-
flot to say it, that the old Jewish law, as laid down in the Books of Moses, atnd
as carried into effcct by successive generations of the Jewisb people, is in
substance the most extreme example of National Protection and National
Policy of whicb ive hlave any historical record.

One great lesson from Scripture history may here be recalled. joseph was
Pharaoh's Finance Minister : the name that 1 venture to use should not frigliten
us from seeing that the thing signified is flot thereby misrepresented, or the
rea/ity donc violence to. Under Divine direction joseph stoppcd frcedom of
trade, and preserved, for a great p)ublic necessity yet to corne, the immense
surplus of the fruitful years. True, corn ivas afterwards sold out of Egypt to
Jacob and his sons ; but, had the much-bcpraised rule of buying iii the
cheapest market and selling in the dearest been followved during the seven good
years, without regard to ivhat wc miay (as trully for that time as for the present)
cal! "lnational policy," there would have been no corn in Egypt to sel! -wbcn
the years of famine came. Let it not be said that this reference to events
recorded in the Book of Genesis is out of place in our p)rescnit disputes. In
our own day and generation-ayc, within a year or twvo back-a lîolicy essen-
tially similar to that of Josephi's lias been advocated for India, and lias been
opposed by meii of Mr. Bright's school on the grouind that it would be an
interference with the infallible lawvs of Free 'lrade !Let a wliole people perish,
say the Free l'rade fanatics, rather than infriiîge upon the principle whicli they
idolatrously worship).

1 do flot dlaim to have fully answered Il Euiseblis," and the limitations of
newspaper space compel me to leave unsai(l at this time much that mlight be
said on the subject of Scripture teacbing as to national morality. But 1 have
at least said enough to show tlîat lie lias liot Scripture s0 ovcrwhelmingly on
bis side as he appears to have imagined, and if permitted I may return agaîn
to tlîis matter. More recently another Ivriter lias clîarged that in tlîis ncw
National Policy of ours we are striking at the hand that lias fed uis, meaning
Great Britain ; and this accusation also I propose to answer. Argus.
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i.oBut wben we rise fromn the practical to the 1-esthetic, and questions asi
uofbonnets so immense and so gorgeous in their adornment, that the face isalmost lost sighit of in -the bewilderment that strikes the beholder at the mar-vellous array of enormous and quite abnormal imitation flowers that adurn it (?)-when one saddened ey e dwells on the framework of tinted satin whiclî forms

the tilted brim of the modemn bat, forcing us to regard the face within, whenviewcd fr-om one side, as "lNo. ioio portrait, unknown," and on tlîe otlier side
presents to us the reverse of the framle, relieved a little in its natural ugliness byribbons, feathers, or flowcrs, and tlic pearly ivhiteiiess of about one inchiof cbin-oiir taste revoîts utterly; and we begin to ask, is lvomaîî only frame-
work after aIl, or a poor imitation of a painting-îo reality-no living, moving
beauty iii lier own sweet face, apart from bonniets?

Of course tliere is also tlîe cxaggeratedly small bat which tilts up bebi*ndand doîvn in front, s0 as to bide aIl appearance of intellect, and show onlyeyes, nose and mouth as the soul from wbicb grow up leaves and flowers. Thisis called tbe imitation flower-pot style ; and bachelors don?' like it.
i'ben, too, there is a beauty of form wlîich no possible ingenuity ofinechanical contrivaiîces caiî possibly imitate. 1'ven the ordinary mortal, whobas not studied anatorny, the laws of art, and the proportions of one part of thehumaii frame to another, can tell at once from a single glance at the band,hîead, or neck, within anl inch or so just lîow much of the figure lie secs is real,and how niucb false. No one is deceived ; unlcss indced it bc the deceiver.
To criticise ai the presenit freaks of fashion would be a task too enormous.

StilI we might be allowved just one more observation. It does seem a uselessfancy to so extend the skirt of a dress into a Sort of tied-back wobbly mermajd'sfan-tai!, tlîat it bas to be tied with a string to one of the fins, in order to permit'it to waggle gracefully at each stelp. If these fan-tai!s go on cxtending thein-selves abnorrnally, Dundreary's conundrum will bc realized in life, and 'the
fan-tai! wvill lvag the lady cre long.

0f course to insist on tlîis rigbt to censure is to face the natural result,,ademand to suggest improveinlent. It is just bere that the vastncss of ourenterh)rise is felt in its fullest force. For successfu-l men-mnilliners are borni, notmade; and no mcre n ewspaper man could hope to aspire s0 higb. To (xpectus to suggcst attractive novelties in dress is quite too mucli. Lovingly,reverently, humbly to remind tlîe sovercign sex of flrst prificiples, as welî
iiown to themn as to us, is aIl ive dare attempt.

Just as tlîe wvill to coiuitiicatc thougbt flnds clotlîing in 1,ords, so tbeThere are some subjccts so vast, so absorbing, and yet so speculative and viltdeosrttîeeay e lîerisbi witbin flnds expression in appropriatevisonaytha te tmi mm amos slriks ve frbian ssy to solve tliem. attire. And juist as anl individuial love of a certain train of idezs scems almostAmnong these rmust be ranked tlîe important topic of Ladies' Dress. Of course to force to originality of expression, s0 individual longing for an ideal beautywc men Il knoîv notlîing at aIl about it." W~e are also so Il stuîuid " that wC oi/ýr1zt to force to an individuality of expression of itrin outward appearaîîce orlack even the capacity to learn. tlress. just as tdicre is no fmcsliness and no bew .ty in) a feeble copy of theVet there are l)hilaiitlropists anîong us whîo, not daring to centre ou r expression of thouglit of ailother, s0 is there n0 réal beauty or attmactiveness infosslized affections on any one of the o))osite sex, still liarl)our tbe tenderes ta dress tHe idea of 'vliclî is copicd entircly froni another. The originalaffection to'vards wornanhood in complex. W'e study l ier collective eccentrici- exp)ression of tlîouglit mnay have been to tlîe opigina or natural and expressive.-tics iil the gcntie longing to lecture liem--all for lier good. Wc aspire to giv e tlîe original Il fztshilox " may bave been to its wearer n(Q "/ashion " in tlîeber flic benefit of our wisdom and experienîte-the added liglit whîîch even a il ordinary sense, but the very faslîion which t!ie ideal of beauty naturalîy"ignorant" nian may thirow on lier path by tlîe very frcshness, flot to say assumcd. Vet neithier iii tlie case of words or dress can it be s0 to any othergreeîîness, of our vievs on so sacrcd a subject as Il dmess." lîumaiî being; for so înfiîîîte s tlîe inimeasurable Providence of our CreatorSoine of your poor masculine readers îîîay faîîcy that tlîis bigh Hown tlîat nîo Illumail sou! is by nature and conformation ain exact copy of anotlier.aî)ology will disarn aIl hostile criticism. But yoti deceive yourselves. XVe shial! If the creatuire wills to become so, he or she m'ust force or torture hîimsclf orcatch it before we' get througlî - aiid " what a soft old ass it is " vill lbe tlîe lerself to accomplislî it ; and eveiî then fail in the attemrpt, exccpt as regardsvery iiîildcst of thie expressionîs used. StilI, lriith lias stroîîg attractions for the outward seiblaiîce.
sex wlîose vcry beiîîg is L.ove. There is no garîîîent s0 craved by love as Ilere we hlave, tlîeî, the truc mIle for dress. Hcaveîî forbid wxe mcii-alisolute tmutîi, for notlîing SO al)propriately sets off lier charms. witli our sombre, straiglit cuit, matbemnaticaîy proportioned apparel, as angularSo ive shaîl essay to speak the truili iii love, althouigh wxe are not ]i love anîd unlvaricdly monlotonous as are our idcas of trutlî enîbodicd iii ouir cmeedwitlî the p)rescrnt fashions at aIl. forninke sU-lIouhld desire to limit the lovc clenieîît in wonian for grade a ndPosscssing but little faith iii the lerai interpretation of the first cleven beauty from seckiîîg varicty and elegance -n expression. Let them range thieýchapters of Genesis, we feel at a loss to kniow vbat woman lias donc of cvi! whiole realm of Nature for niaterial wberewitîî to express outwardly tlîeirnmore thian man that shie slîould coîîdeîîîn hierself to contiiiual pen aice by highiest ideal-only, let it be tlîeir individuia ideai, flot that of another iîîdividtialwearing a style of apparel wvbiclî fetters, to the verge of torture, ber cvery or class. Let it be that form and colour, lhat amplitude or scantiness, wliichfrcedomn of movement. Wemc corsets invented as a punishmcnt for ber sis ? shaîl seecm to eacb best to fil[l out and heigbten the'individual charms witbin, orWere alternate crinolinîes and pull-backs inflicted to give a cruslîing anxiety to render individual defects less prominent. Let it h 'e adapted to individuala mind perturbed forever lest tbey slîoild get out of gear ? Is thie torture of beaiîty, or dcfcct of beauty, ao as to perfect the ideal loved by the individual.the boot, two sizes too small, fearfully pinclicd at the tocs, and elevatcd by ligb If the ideal loved be tlîe bcauty of trutq, of course s/is will be avoided.heels supported fmom the centre of the foot beneatb the instep, just at the soft There is a strict line of demarcation between concealing defects and substitutingpart which Nature neyer intended to bear the weigbt of even thie most sylpb- shams, which the faim sex know better than we do.like gimlish form, a relic of the Dark Ages, to wbicb science and religion are Do we then advocate selflshness in the' matter of dress ? It would seemnalike powerless to grant relief ? These are the most prominent tortures of the so. We dertainly urge dressing to please one's self. Vet itis sîmply dressingpresenit age, and we mention them cxactly in the order of the relative degrce aCcording to wbat the individual dcems rigbt, best, and niost appropri4te, inof suffering tbey inflict, and that suffering is followed by actual deformity. contradistinction to dressing to, please the notions of others so that we mayI{ow often must we men repeat the ofit-told tale that pinched waists are flot attract to sedf their admiration or attention. Which is the more reaîîy selflsh ?beauty-that exaggerations of forma are holhow and unlovely, and deceive no .ýt0 carry out one's sense of the Ilfitness of things " into the Inatter of dressman, whatever may be their effect on the beardless hobbled.eboy. Nay, must because it is right to do s0, or to struggle to attain POVer and praise for self bywe descend so low as to quote scientifie fact, conflrmed by Punch flot very long pandering to the tastes or desires of others, which are nO trt as we see it.ago, and assert reckîessly that the strain of high heels in walking actually The one is freedom, for truth always makes free. The other is slavery todefrsteake 

fashion ; and the power 50 aimed at, even were it attainable, jtut b=cuse it


