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from Bombay may have a very serious
Lord Harris, the Governor of
Bombay, stated in a recent speech that an
extensive machinery is at work throughout
India to excite disorder under pretext of
preventing the killing of cows. This opin-
ion is re-echoed from the cther side of
India, by the Editor of “ Reis and Ryot,”
who, the Spectator says, is a very able wan,
and one not likely to be taken in, The
fear is, that there may be a plot ¢n foot in-
tended to rouse the Hindoos all through
Northern and Eastern India. Should this
be done, the immense area over which the
insurrection would be distributed would be
very embarrassing to the Government.
Taey might have to meet serious riots over
the greater part of India, in which case it
would be pratically impossible t2 prevent
innumerable massacres on a larger or sinal-
ler scale. The Hindoos, to whom the cow
is a sacred animal, are almost everywhere
in the majority. They comprise also the
fighting tribes of India, such as tke Mah-
rattas, the Rajpoots, the Sikhs, and the
Goorkhas, so that in case of a Hindoo up-
rising of the kind indicated, the British
would be left with no fighting Asiatics be-
hind them, except the Mussulmans. To
these it would be highly inexpedient to
appeal, for that would give the contest the
appearance of a religious war, and would
leave the British at the end of the struggle
with the majority of the population against
them and with very undesirable and exact-
ing allies in the Mohammedans. The cause
of the trouble is not, like that of the Great
Mutiny, one which can he obviated. The
greased cartridges might have been dis-
placed by a substitute, but the killing of
cows connot be prohibited without doing
grave injustice and injury to Chris-
tians as well as Mussulmans, It s
to be hoped, however, that the note of
alarm which has been raised may prove to
be more or less sensational and that there
is no real danger of more than local riots
such as that in Bombay. It is scarcely
probable that the lessons learned in the
former revolt have been so soon forgotten
by the natives of India.

mesning.

It is difficult to determine from the
party press whether the addresses of Mr.
Laurier or those of Sir John Thompson
have been received with the greater favour
in Ontario. Each has presented the views
and policy of his party with great ability
and, on the whole, with more thsn usual
definiteness, If Mr. Laurier's cause was
more popular with the masses, the Premier’s
was more effective with the classes who are
directly interested in the policy of protection
and who are in many respects the more
influential, Without entering afresh into
the trade question, we must confess our dis-
appointment with Sir John’s silence in
regard to two other matters of scarcely less
importance to the national well-being. Mr.
Laurier and his supporters referrel in al-
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mott every speech to the twin iniquities of
the Franchise Act and the Gerrymander.
So far as we have observed, Sir Jchn has
wmaintained a policy of silence in regard to
these two enactments, carriel through by
the Government of which he was a member
and of which he is the legitimate successcr
and heir. If there was any attempt at re-
joinder by any of his colleagues, it was in
the shaps of a tw quoque, addressed to the
Ontaric Government,and referringonly tothe
Gerrymahder. But this is no argument for
a high-minded statesiuan,  The Dominion
Government cannot surely be bound to
follow the evil example of a Provincial Legis-
lature, in any case, especially when that
exawple is itself but a copying, in a mild
and modified form, of its own previous pro-
cedure, Sir John took special pains to
reply specifically to nearly every argument
advanced by Mr. Laurier against the
National Policy. Can his studied silence in
regard to the other great questions be fairly
construcd as a confession of inability to de-
fend the Acts in question ! If 80, would it
not have been both more manly and more
statesmanlike to have frankly confessed
that one or hoth of those measuores, of
which Liberals complain so bitterly, and
which they stigmatize so strongly was
wrong and that early steps would be taken
to make them right? Can we doubt that
such a course would, as a matter of policy
even, have won the applause of the whole
people, and have stamped the Premier in
their estimation as an honest and magnani-
mous statesman {

The miners’ strikes in Great Britain
have been, as usual, marred by acts of
violence committed or attempted against
the non-unionict labourers wko were willing
to take the places of the strikers. Sach
acts are indefensible and foolish. They are
indefensible, being in violation of the rights
of free citizens to dispose of their labour as
they may deem best. The modification
that they must not in so doing interfere
with the rights of others, is inapplicable
here, for the striking workmen have no
more right from the legal point of view to
the work in question than have the non-
unionist werkmen against whom they are
so incenced. But the violence is as unwise
in the interests of the strikers as it is
illegal and unjuet. It alienates that public
sympathy which is one of the strongest
influences which they can invoke in their
struggle against reduction of wages. Buat
while we can have nothing but condemna-
tion for their lawlessness,
understand, as must everyone who puts
himself for a moment in their place, their
resentment. It is undeniable that to the
efforts and sacrifices of organized labour the
lahourer in every sphere of manual employ-
ment owes very much. The miners who,
while refusing to join the unioms, or to
share their struggles and sacrifices, take the
places of those who have gone out, enter

we can well

ap, 168
[OCT' 13111, ¥ I'

. hgf.’
immediately into situations which ¥

been made better in many respe"w 3o
that of wages, by the préssure 1t 10 o Y
been from time to time b"_oug o $D¥ ."
through the labour organizanons. o ‘..'
ever extent their present 5"““0( e
successful in kesping up the r‘“te o it » b
every miner in that vicinitys' };m T ?
whole kingdom, will be the g% b
fact, with all that it implies, m? ,uudw
in mind before we can fully un(,ie

full grounds of the striker’s in
o ho areé ,oug‘,,ﬁl -

wrath against those W v
X fforts whilé ot b

utmost to defeat their e .
the first to profit by their S“C”Zel the ¥ by
against this, it is true, must b.ad - ¥ ‘:
rible anguish of the ablc‘bodwb“drw ¢
sees, it may be, his wife and © i c]o‘h“
fering from want of food m‘ly ol
which his labour alone cat guann’ in d’:
can see nothing but gelfish tyrA0™ of
attempt of his fellow-work®®® ;

him from doing the work © e

—
The strength of the Pf?
vention which met last Wef’k i . delﬁ"
the unanimity with which i #
determined to make the best be ol
and dsvote all their energies ¥ t'ori‘)‘ ¥ ': ‘
taining the largest possible m;':gcil"' b‘t'
approaching Provincial P pibit® ":J
placed the movement fof ﬂ;ore o
point of vantage it never'be.n,heifr’.
The Prohibitionists are Wi ! 18 v’
ration. When influential delelg uodl“d‘
to set aside their own perso'f: hef o
predilections in order t0 ‘“nl ¢ es"’e‘y
with others who are seeking ive oned
by diffzrent methods, they gmol"l ",
strongest possible pledges g of g
ness and treble the poﬂﬂif’llm”wﬂ'
success, The opinion, Wh‘chbiaciuiﬂ o \
with some force, that the ple o8
stitutional and un-British " lﬂ'ﬁ’"
been effectively met wit :
answer that Canada and th sti“’ufl?
gelf-governing, and that t“.‘"’ :o ﬂiﬂ‘i“ i
both are sufficient'y elasti® g of e §
plebiscits baing mada # lee 50 wiﬂ-",f
tution by usage, if the peoP Jble W
mode is no doubt Obj"’ct‘lone iwwt',f'
These have a right to0 Opposbsurd w!’{
tion. But it verges on the & 0 Pridlg o
that the hands of a people v o 013‘:‘)4‘
gelves on their demOGratic systelﬂ w‘fd‘
ment are so tied by the® sy(;iremf' ;l’"
may not vote at the P°l_l 5 in leﬂdiﬂm?
against a radical innovati® onlf ¥
but can expreis themselveiiv \ i
through their repmaenm nfis? “.’: '
choice of whom they f° . hund »
ought to be ipfluenced bY pti?? ol'y |
considerations. A \
would so hamper the
popular will, would n¢® fact
amended or ended. The ob
one who reflocts careful!y udplegi
must see, that the pl'OPose.ﬁed
such a kind as can be juaﬁ‘e of?
less than the direct maP

A




