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they will be guilty of treason, not only
against the interests and honour of their own
country, but against all nations. All nations
are now, in p'ace of the promised mil-
lennium, threatened with the establishment
of a rule under which any overbearing power,
after filling the world with all the evils of
war, will be enabled to assess the cost of
the war upon its weaker neighbours, under
pretence of levying consequential damages
for those breaches of neutrality, which,
when belligerents are transported with law-
less passions, it is bardly possible altogether
to prevent. A small power like Canada
might be sold up by thc¢ United States, un-
der pretence of levying indirect damages for
the escape of a single privateer, or for such
an occurrence as the St. Albans’ raid. A
Belgian publicist, M. de Lavergne, has inst-
ly observed that neutrals, if they hod the
slightest reason to fear that they had laid
themselves open to indirect claims, would
deem it their best policy at once to enter
into the war, and thus war, instead of being
extinguished, would become universal.

The tribunal is novel, the procedure is
unsettled, the judges are untried, nor can
anyone tell to what influences they may be
subject. And to this tribunal Great Britain
1s to submit the question whether she shall
be visited with ruin and dishonour; the
other party to the proceeding, on whose
moderation and scrupulousness something
so unprecedented and so delicate a pro-
cess must depend, being her inveterate foe
whose hatred has singled her out from
among all the nations of Europe for the pre-
sent attack, and whose President would at
once secure his own re-election and the
triumph of his party, if by any means what-
ever he could inflict heavy disgrace and
loss upon the British nation! Would the
American Government consent to set its
chrracter and fortunes on such a die ?

The British negotiators behaved like men
of honour, and brought no stain in that re-
spect upon the character of the Empire;

but it would be dificult to award them any
other praise. The indirect claims had never,
it is true, been formally preferred by the
American Government ; but they had been
preferred in the speech of Mr. Sumner,
which was published with the sanction of
the American Senate, and the general line
of which was followed in the despatch of Mr.
Fish. Prudence therefore would seem to
have obviously required that these claims
should be expressly barred by the British
negotiators, expecially considering the well-
known and often experienced habits of
American diplomacy. It was weakness to
take mere silence, amicable professions and
the acceptance of an apology as sufficient
securities without an explicit renunciation.
The premature and somewhat ignominious
exultation of the British Government at the
conclusion of the Treaty, its hasty bestowal
of extravagant rewards on the commissioners,
and the foolish self-gratulations of some of
the commissioners themselves, notably of
Sir Stafford Northcote, could not fail to pro-
duce a bad effect, and probably had no small
share in encouraging the adversary to re-
sume his hostile tone and attempt further ex-
tortions.

With regard to the question between Great
Britain and Canada, it is not our intention to
raise any discussion as to the construction
put by the Canadian Premier and his col-
leagues upon the instrument investing him
with his powers ~nd prescribing his duties as
a member of the High Joint Commission.
This much, however, is certain, that the
British Government and nation did sincerely
desire to give to Canada full security for the
due consideration of her special interests,
and at the same time a proof that sheis cordi-
ally associated with the Mother Country in
the power and dignity, as well as in theinter-
ests and responsibilities of the Empire. The
Prime Minister of this country was included
in the Commission avowedly with these ob-
jects, and whatever may have been the for-
mal nature of his autherity and functions,



