ENGLAND IN INDIA,

——

THE North American Review for |

February contains an article from Lhe
pen of 8ir Edwin Arpeld. 1t is en-
titled *The duty nnd destiny of Eng-
land in India.?* It is deeply interest-
ing for several reasuns--the high liter-
"ar_v standing of the author, the lm-
portant character of the subject, and
the ability of the writer to handle the
subject from a well-Informed stand.
-peint, He has long been associated
with the part of the British Empire
on which he treats, and is therefore
familinr with Indin and all questions
bearing upon it.

The article is lengthg'r and It is not
our purpase Lo elaborately review ii,
but te specially refer tv and exhibit the
views of the gifted writer in relation to
one feature of the subject—Lhe uffocts
thut would ensue if Ruesia should be
succesaful in wresting India from the
grasp of Grenl Britain. In the pursuit
of this object we canuvot do belter than
introduce the following quotat on:

“] have read Juring the recent talk
about India. in connection with the tem-
porary trouble in the Pamir, articles in
American papers, lightly and carelessly
—but, of course. vleverly—penned, as 1f
it were an indifferent matier to civiliza-
tion generally, and to Americansin par-
ticular, whether Russia should ever
seripusly challenge the British possession
in India and perhaps even some day sue-
ceed in ousting us from the peninsula.
In roality, such an event, eould it befall,
would prove the direst oecurrence for
buman progress—and indirectly for the
United States themselves—since tho over-
throw of the Roman empire by tho
barbarians. It would be the tri-
amph of the Slav over the Saxon,
and would set back the deveiopment of
Asin, and the advancement of the human
race generally, at least a thousand years,
I can imagine.some of the clever young
newspaper men, whom I have been
everywhere glad to meet, responding in
familiar local phrase to this: **Waell, but
it would not be owr funerall” Tn this re-
spect they would find out their mistake
if tliey should Jive long enough. The
loss of Indiato England would mean the
breaking-up and decuy of our ancient
empire; the eventual spread of Slavonie
and Mongolian hordes all over the va-
cant places and open markets of
the world; the- world’s peace gone,
again, as iD days of Belisarius, the march
of sciences, arts, religions, arrested as
when Omar burned the Alexandrian
Library; and history once more put back
to-the beginning of a new effort, under
nevel and gloomy auspices, to effeot that
which is the perpetual ohject of its course
ang its combinations—the final' amalga-
mation of all the peoples of the globe
under one law and ono common faith
and culture.”

It would bedifficult to imagine how
s more potential reason in favor of the
position that Great Britain is entitled
to the sympatby of the whole civilized
world in ber resistance of the encroach-
ments of Ruesia to galn poesession of
India could be embodied in language,
_The result of the success of the designs
of the Muscovite empire in that great
schems I=, ne perspicucusly stated by
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JSir Edwin, so clear as to be almost self-
| evident, It would place incaleulable
prestige and power in the hands of
| semi-barbarous races that would
practically demolish the development
toward a higher civilization in every
part of the globe, nnd the march of
mankind toward total emancipation
fromy grinding deepotism would he
turned back indefinitely.

The wrlter of the paper autleipatis
the raising of objections on the ground
of the methods by which Great
Britain acquired her Indian posges-
sions, snd ingeniousiy forestalls thew
by inpsisting thal there must, in rela-
tion to such matters, be some statute ot
limitations, otherwlse the whole
world would have to be ‘‘remodelled
from pole to pole.” If not, he con-
tendr, it would not only be Clive,
Warren Hastings and Dalhousie who
would be srraigned nnd condemned by
the bar of interuational equity, but
the “Pilgrim Fathers, Penn, the
apostle, and Columbus  himself.

8ir Edwin lhen entersinto a lengthy
explanation of the manner in which
England came into possession of India,
shuwing, by facts of history, that it
wag virtually forced upon her; he
dwells upon the beneflcient character
of the British administratio-, the

to the care of the empire, the charac-
ter and condition of the natives, and
then refers o the ohjecta of Russia in
her advances toward the seizure of that
part of the globe. On this latter point
he rayn:

“If a country like Russia challenges
this long and faithful protectorats, it
certainly i8 not and never baas been upon
the pretence that she could administer
the country beltter, or be more in h'onest
and usefnl sympathy with its people. Al-
though the Muscovites have learned to
treat with poliey and econsideration
their vangDished Mobhammedan ra-
ces in Samareand, Bokharah, Khiva,
Merv, Kashgar, and elsewkers, they are
not a tolerant race, ax has been obnly too
sadly shown by their conduct of late
towards the Jewes. In iact, Russia makes
no affectation of political beneficence in
agproaching the gatewaya or India; she
obeys two imperasive impulses of mba-
tional yearning and state neressity—one
of them being the®ver-pressing instinct
10 got down from her ey fsolation to the
sunshine and the sea; the other the never-
forgotten mandate of Peter the Great not
to rest till Constantinople is possessed.
Soobvious is the force of these two mo-
tives that the patriotic and sagacious
Turkish statesman, Fuad Pasha, was
whnt to sany: *Were I a Russian, I would
shake tho world down to guin Stam-
'boul I' ”

The gifted writer har no fears of the
success of Lhe Muscovite derigns, and
on this part of his Lheme, thus
forcibly delivers himeelf:

“The invader who means earnestly to
dispute Indin with the British muat come
by different roads snd In a !ess furtivo
manner. If ever Russin has the will and
the power to knock in serjous purpose ut

the northern galesof [ndia,she =il come

sacred nature of the charge committed
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by Merv and Herat; and the great battle
outside the frontiers of Hindustan will
takeglace at Girishk upon the river Hel-
mund. We must not lose that battle
and we shail not loge it, for all India will
be watching at our backs; and we ow'e to
them, as the first guarantee of our fit-
Dess Lo be their rulers and proteetors, the
spectacle of our fenrless and sufficing
might. Butif we lost it, we should be
far, very far indeed, from losing India.
The command of the sen, the guardisn-
ship of Egypt, the poasession of those im-
poriant sea stations, Malta and Gibraltar
and Aden, are what really give us power
o hold India against the world. And
while we are masiers of the sea, India
will never be forced %o, change her
allegiance.”

THE EXECUTION OF M'ILVAINE.

If those who have all along upheld
electrceution as a means of inflicling
the death penally because of the claim
that it i# more in accord with eivilized .
and enlightened methods, will read
and carefully consider the Jdetalls of
Mcllvaine’s taklng off at Sing Sing
on Monday last, we doubt not their
conclusions to Lhat end will undergo
revision. '

We all understand that, fer the pro-
tectlon of soclety by means of remov-
ing the dangerous clssses and by the
example thus afforded, lives and liber-
ly must at times be taken; but thé
authorizallon to do se, which 18 found
primarjly in Holy Writ and imme-
diately In the Joeal law, does not
elther in .exprees terms or by Impli-
cation command of justify inhuman or -
upusal preetices to effect such ende.
We can properly go no further than
cul oft a forfeit lite and in doing so
assume the full limit of authority re-

‘posed in us; to go furtber and add tor-

ture to the victim as well as repulsive-
ness {0 the epectacle, is at once to place
ourseives outside the law for want of
authority and justification., Buch an
act does more—it turns backward the
wheel of progress and makes us once
more appear as if we “partook of the
spirit of barbarism which actuated
man in his dealings with an enemy or
an outlaw in tbe dark ages; thatis, we
seem to add {0 punishment revenge
and gratification of a morbidly vicious
appetite. Thia is not an evidence of
civilization, as claimed, but the re-
Verse.

The fact ‘s, the age is given to sen-
satiopalism, to the encouragement of
1ovelty and the {ostering of experi-
mentalisrn. This is well enough, per-
haps, when confined to legitimate
ctannels, hut as bad as c¢an be when
apphed to so profound and Jdangerous a
subject as the taking of human life by
lhe methods of law. Buch occaslons
should call for all the coneervalism in
our nnture, for the complete absence of
oven the semblance of parsion, and
above all, freedom from juggling and



