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changes in tho politi('il systo or c the Italian
States. Eranoe iintervened i Spain ta reverse
the national party, and ta ro-establisha absohite
guvrerniert; Ruàsip, Prussiaý and Austria
tore ta obreds, and divlded among thernselves
pour distracted Poland. In most cases, let it
be. berved. It was the strong that intorfered
in the affairs of the voak, and It was rare in-
deed wben snob interventions were suggested
fromn any regard to the Interast of the weak.
But even if It wore, that would not justify the
intervention. It niigbt appeur a ýchIvaIraus
act on the part of a strong power teoffier its
nid ta a woak State at a moment of danger,
but universal experieuce provos thât no Stato
can long mnintritn its independence If it la to
ho babolden for ht to the support cf atiother
power. It alhould hoe remnembered, nioreover,
that an armed intervention i war, and that no
duty of friendahip or geuieromity can Iustify
tho unsheathing or the sword, and the perpe.
tration ofsan much evil as war brings in Its train.

But therc 18 another kind of intervention cf
an ainicable eharacter lni wbich we are at pro.
sent deeply intereqted, In its printary &crise
the ivord "Intervention" rneans tu cone in

t between thirgq or porsona, to interfere iii the
Saffairs of another. Has a nation any right tu

exercise snob interferencet DoVes the coin-
i nunity of interest, which binds us altogether,

Sgivo u4 a volce in the aetsand couduot af other
SStates ? Cao we force our offices or interpçso

Our action on ant uuwilliug nation P To do go
Swould bo tu infrinige the sover.-igni rigl-ts of
Sother States-waould be to inctir the certain

danger or wver. And it iB the saine thiug
whe ther we interfere affleiou~.t.' by verbal
notes throoglh ou" ambaisadors, or qflrciil4i
bv hy inal notes or letterm, or by tho propo.qaI
of. a c'Otlgres, of i lun arnica initnner preceded
l'hy aim 11ltimatton. and accornpaffled by a iii.

St:u'v denionstration. In cither case t1je inter-
veton %votld ho theoteactof the iutorvening

Sparts', whilnriglt bc rcsented or Oppuaed t>y
1the paties* afrt'ected by kt. Mciton the

à other hand, là quite another thing. À State
Y«I Mauy Most appropriate]y at auy tinte offlbr its

Sgond cilices for the aiiablo sottienient of a
Ispute. It inay ho asked by the coutending

Sparties thenrisol ves te umake proposAis for snch
i Settlemnents without binding thenteives ta

sct'ept nuch proposais; or may ho constituted
% rbiîtotr tu decide the question. There la
.1o inter rereuce in niediation. it i not a farc-

Sigo ne'i; own will or action tipon others,
but it !S oluly the manifestation uf wiliingness
and roadinesas to perforin afriondly &eot. What
61h01ld ho duns in the prenent difflcuIt position
or Frmince sud Prossia p Should Englsnd ln.jtervene ? Notes verbal or officiai would bc uf
little purp'oso. For a congrecas they are not
rendy. Ant ar'ied intervention wnuld bu war
to -ILter Stato or ta both, Surely, thon, uo0
intervention is possible, But it i otherwise
tioiithou datnyh dnr oe wondig t sus-
withc niediotian hs u dan lered t sus.
ceptibilitMes of uithoer power.

The only justi.Ilable cause of war, if we once
admit ita lawfuluess, la seîf-defence. England,
for instance, bas nîlghty lnterests ta defend nt
homo and abroad. Sebsa nrostae
sho bas unbounded wealth ; abha colonies
and dependoncies widely acattered and Isolat-
ed ; eue bas an extansive nutnber of sublecte
plantedl ln every part of the habitable g obe.
Nothing could bo mort natural than that shc
should bo jealoits of lier rights, and thait site
should bc prepared ta, defend thern at al
bazards. Bot a limit must; ho put even to
this rigbt or seoltdefanco. àMany of the wars
for tho balance of power were waged ou theu
pla of self-defence, and the enlargeinent af a
Stato, though meore than thousands of tiles
distant hias beau held sufflciently, daugerous
tojustify a wai-. But surely nothing short of
actual invasion of tarritary, nothing long than
an art of aggreasion on tht,. sovereigo rights (if
a State, eliould jus.tity a war or self-defcni'e.
Iuteruational Law lias given everi to Crîis prima-
ciple too great a latitude, and the Etiropean
nations have been tuu proue ta use it as P
convenient justification for acte of unlmallhwed
aggession.

Vlien war han once been ileclared it accota
almnost puerile tea pend rnuch tuine in setlinig
the exact oundg ta 'which the belligerets1
naay lawfully proceed, for bitter experience

proves that wlien the passions are uuftmrled,
teig ofilaw tg at an end. We inly Nvish.

however, that even as respects the conduct or
nations in tinte or war, International Lii.w
should bo more definite and consistent. It i
a sound principle that, whisNt whatever i
likely to ho conducivo ta the accoTnplislinuent
of the enterprise iii allowshle, whaîovr has
neot that abject directly iii view hi not to lie
held lawful. But the 1'r:noiple is neitlwr pro-
perly carried ont nor universîîlly applicîl. It
rnay bc right, because ic'cessary, lit a hellige-
reut ta capture soldiers, rnilitary oficers, aud
arms, but no snich jumtirication exista for the

capture cf goodsand property of private indi-
viduals. Nevertheless, whilst International
Law seema ta disallow the capture of private
property by land, excep t, indeed, lu case cf
fortitled town'i, in the formai of bactv, it pcr-
nait'î it by sea. Tho UJnited States atfAinuerica
propnsed In 1856 ta accept the regolation
relating ta the abolition of privateerting. on
coudition that private property on the liigh
sea should bo exemnpted fm-oli. selizore. But
England did -rat aCcept thL-, prpoai. NowPrîltiaii las ta,,en tho iinitiative, in thi inalpor.
tant reforiu. Let us boite that at a future
cougroas the pinciple Mtay be witablislied by
tihe conisent of aI1 nations. Upon the principle
that war sbould bo wagtcd against the ziruîied
forces of the belligereut, sud vint against inof-
fensive subjeets or places, fia private lindividti-
ahi should bc captured or shot, and tntiug,
ehould bie destroyed but what Mnay ho used as
marins of olffnea nd dot'ouee in actuai wmrfare.
Yet wve stili hoar, though International Lavr
doos certaitily notjustify it, of wvanton practices
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