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the lecture appears May, to sonie extent, standà in tliti way 0

of its reciving that wide circulation and attention Lo r

wbich iti monits otherwise enfitie it. Ailnust agree that l

upon the practical solution of the question with which it0

deals "cl"-pend the mnost mornentous concerns affecting 1

modern civilization.>' Mr. Pitchie shows that hu has

Rtudied the question with inuch acumen, and it would not

be easy to condense More thoughit ani argument, and r

those by noeineans wanting in originality and force, within i

the compass of a if ty-page pamphlet.t

T WO distinct lies of iuuiry are opened up) by Mr.

IRitchies and siiiar treatises. First, is it truc that

the tentiency of atrairs at the present tinte is wholly Îin the

direction of increasing inequality ini the distribution of

wealth '? s it the fact thiat Il proportion as the rapidity

of production increases, in that proportion does wealth

centre iu the hands of a comiparatively few," and that

Inot only an increasiag amotud but an increasiflg propor-

tiow of the produets of labour goes te enrich those of great

wealth 1 " t is, we suppose, beyond question that under

present conditions wealth is bing accumulated in the

bauds of the few at a rate and to an extent unprecedented

in the history of Modern civilization. But is it equally

clear that the poverty of the many is îucreasing in the

samie ratio, that while Il the rich are becoming icher, the

poor are becomiug poorer 1" lait truc that lu this way

a condition of social afairs has actually been broughit

about which is worse than a-ay fornt of humnan slavery thiat

ever existed ini any civilized state on t.hIý face of the earth? "

Wti are net prepared to deny the statemieut, but assertions

iinvolving so dreadful an impeachmnent of our Christian

civilization are net te ho acceptcd without the niost con-

clusive proof. ls that proof furnished or forthcomning ?

lu the second place, assuiuing that the state of thingasoe

darkly depicteç.l exlsts, te what exceut would ýhe reiîtedy

suggeste<l provo a veritable panaceil I r. ititchie lias,

we observe, the rare courage of his convictions, ILe denies

utterly tho Maithusian doctrine of over-population, ai

hôlda that Il there la every reason to liehieve that population

iight incroas;e te almost an-y concivable extent bayonil

what la, and yeL there lw euougli and Co sparc for al, wore

it not for rnalajustmenit in our social fytm" lie lias

no faîth whateven in the SHocialistic specific, scoing clearly

that Ilif we admit in the least degree a rigbt to appro-

piate what belongs te another becausu lho niay î>oses

great wealth, we upset a necessary foundation of ail social

order." While ho admitsi that "'concentration of capital

giveli an immense power into the hands of its possessors,

whieh is too often exercised unjustly te extort lab)our for

an Ilinadequate reconupense," bue does net fa il to point out

that this ie not' the fault of the capital, and that there is

no necessary contliic betwuen capital and labour as se

many vainly imagine, lu the sainie spirit he refers to

trade-unioni8il, c-operation and No forth. Ile maintains,

io, the rather Htartling opinions that iu respect to the

question of land tenure Il we iu Canada andthie United

States have becoînu more crystailized in errer than the

people of GIreat Britain or- the Continent of Europe," and

that to croate ton or a hundred landlords whore itufore

there was but ono is uetiotL lesson but to greatly intensify

the evil. kIL s.just as well to adimit fraakly the fact that

the land theories of John Stuant Miii, and of lienry

George and others after hlm, have now passud the stages of

ilient cotempt' and open ridicule and are comiig to the

front for serious discussion. We 8hould be glad te seoc

Mr. Bitchie's arguments replied to by seine Canadian

writer of equal ability ani candeur.

T iE Mail of the. 3th instant coitains th', repeort of an

Tinterview between its Ottawa correspondent ani the

Minister of Customs, la which the latter dlefeuds the meiuety

systexu in vogue in the Custoins service, and also the

principle that the persen accused of defnauding the Customag

May rig"htfully be called on to prove his innocence, from

time to time. The gist of Mr. Bowel's argument is cen-

tained in the plea that it is the duty of the Department to

protect, firt, the revenue, aud secondly, the importer who

observes the ltter of the law, and that this can be effec-

tively dlone only by enlisting the selfinterest of the

Customs officers on the side of vigilance. We do not

perceive that the Minister offéed any defence of the

singular reversai of a f undaununtal principle of Britigh law,

which takes place when the accused le called on to prove

h i innocence, on pain of being held guilty. Nor le any

reference made te the fact that the, accused la placed at a

-àtiigrate isadvantagie ln such cases by being depived
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of hie bocks and papers, whicli -would rtaturally afford Ch(,

readiest aucans of establishiug his innocence, anti aise by SI

being tried, net by a disiitterested tribunal non hy a jury o

cf bis peurs, but by bis prosecutors. Th'e ifail replies at 3

length and not ineffectively te the main arguments cf tht'S

Minister. We have itot space to refer Le the leadîng t

points cf this interesting discussion, which mîany of our t,

readers wili have weighed for theiuselves. Two thimîgs

must, we tbink, have foîced thenîselves upon the notice cf t

LCte thoughtful reader. 1-e cati scanceiy have failud te 1

notice the irelevancy cf a goed deal cf te Miaister's c

reasoning, if iL is conrectly repented, and the extent te c

which lic hituseif furnislies inateniai for refuting Chat whicii

im te the point in bis argument, as wboai, foi instance, ho

unwittingly shows tChat Clic~ vigilance ef rival tradosmren is i

a inoct effective safogmuarti againet under- valuation. Stili

more remankable, in the second place, la Che Minister'sj

apparent oblivicusness te tlio moral aspects cf the systetît 1

which anis at converting both the Custotîts officers and 1

the titerchçtnts' employees into spies andi infenmtera, auxioesk

itet te prevent but ouiy te deteet irregularities, sinco their i

personal interests are premoted la proportion te the numben

and extent cf the fraude committeti. Surely front the

niorai andi educational point cf view, that systelît, whiciî

subetitutes a tlegrading ferai ef appeal te soîf-interest, foi.

a seaso of duty andi henoun as an inceutivu te official faitit-

fuines, cannet bc tee strongiy deprecateti.

W HILE a nuiher f the head masters f hte Iligit

Schools and Coilegiiate Institutes cf Ontario have

imeon expressing theinseives in faveur cf the preposeti

substitution of a "ileaving" cr "filai"1gb School

exantination as a substitutu for the utatriculatien examina-

tiens cf the universitios, we notice that the uow MeMaster

UJniversity lias settleti the question, se fat' as its arts

departmeît le concenned, b)y a veny ,iiiple procees. s,

prospectus latcly isHued anneulicus thtat, the ctertificat,(,-cf

tutt Headi Master cf any Iligt Sichool or ('<llegiate Inbti-

t utuCthat a givmîa stuient bias stccessfully. conimpItedlodI

wonk pnescribud feurumaticulation, whicb is Lihe saine as min

Che Provincial Uiniversity, wili bu acceptqti, as wil aise

the non-profossicual teachers' centiticatus issueti by the

Education Dopartuîieîtt pro lanto, ini lieu cf the uuatricula-

Lion exauninatiomi. \Vletlttr the comtpiment tlins paiti te

Lit) Higb Sicluol Masters is toc bigh Lo bc safe omuains to

ho proveti. 'Ihere certainly la nom for tlifforence cf

opinion. 'lwo thinga are, itowever, to lie said on behaîf

cf the innovation. Exception to IL cat b taken only at

the expense of the lligh School Masters of thme Province,

anti hence iL 18 hardly open te thoe ldutcation l)epartmcnt

or the tiovernmnt te take sucli exception. Possibly the

Sonate cf McMaster shrewdiy foesaw that the educational

authorities could raise ne ob.jectioni without placiug theuti-

sulves botween the boras cf the dilemma, thus suggested.

In the second place, assuuîiag that the examinations at

the v'arious stages of the univm-ii'ity course propun arc fairly

rigid, aîîy tudent entening with impenfect preparation

would soon coic te grief, and bis disgrace woulid retlect,

seriousiy upon tho institution which recoummeadeti him.

Iîce the neputatien cf the Hliglt School Masters woulti

bu at stake inî the bestowal cf the certificates. lan case cf

the establishmnent cf the "ltinials," unden the management

cf the Education Departinett, it is reasonable te suppose

Chat aIl the univeraitioa weulti glamiiy conte into the

arrangemei(nt.

1 NDICATLONS are nutiplyig LChat ite forcible board-

itng anti protended capture cf the Black Diantond iii

likely te prove servicoabie nathon thnn otherwise te the

vindication cf Caniadian nrights in UBhing Se%. The atti-

tude takua by many cf thoe butter ciase cf newspapens in

the UJnited Statue le connrageous and crudital le, andi wili

go fan te nender persistance in a Jingo policy by Mn.

Blaitte or the Adminlistration impossible. No domocratic

government can afford te provoke a quarrel with a nîation~

when the betton sentimient cf iLs own people declarce it te

bu ln the wreng. The cuioius mannen la which Goven-

Sment officiais and atihereats try te shift the biame freint

ltheir own ehouidere Le that cf Congrues on the previons

IAdministration le itseif significant cf conscicue wroug-

Sdoing. The question îvhich Administration ie Le blame ie,

as the Cihrisetian Union says in an admirable article,

Ilwholly sucondany and insigniticant beide theugreater one-

whuther the act cf the ' Rush ' can bu juetified 1 It is the

Iact neither cf one party non cf the other, but of the Unitedi

Statuecf America." The writer gees on te show bow

rcempleteiy andi umphaticallY the national history antagon-

izes ail such pretensions, and furnishes the clearest pre-

1cedents against thuir admission by other nations, and atida,

IAs Co Clic, lunmotoivsclai'nàttriltItt'tiCo thte Assistant
Socretary of State, that we have a riglît to the seals itlu tu

open soas because they bave been bred in our waters, th(,

saine principle wouIld estaiulishi a dlaimi of the Northernl

States to authority over the robins wlhen thecy go south in

the fali." Froin the party point of viexv Th, Nafiait, on

the other lîand, points out tChat Secrctary IWainie's declara-

tion to a Bangor newspaper reporter that Ilcverythingý,

jone on the fur-seai question since March 4th last was in

literai compliance wvîth the directions contained in the Act

of Congress which was approved hv President (Ileveland

on the last day of bis tern " is Ilcharacteristicaily mislead-

inig," inasuîuch as thc words of Che Aut of t 1ongress

referred to, Il within the limiit of Alaska Lerritory or ln tho

waters thereof," do not help anyltody to lecide what are,

the» waters of Alaska Lerritory. Thus the best Aoïcricaii

journale are etfeutively supporting the (Jautadliant contention.

But that does not render ir any the lesh incumbont upîo,

tlie C anadian aud British tiovenutottits to take a tirîi

stand lu defeuce of our rights and deiand roýdr4,,ss for t1e

injurie's inthictod u pon Canadian fistornicu.

W E are not surprised Cto findi tat public opinion in

Australia, as represeuited by m of iLs influential

peliticians and jotimnals, is not in accord with Cho views se

eloquentiy preseated by Mir. Parkin, lu favour of Imperial

Federation. 'Iih circumistaacee of our Australian felw-

colonists, geograpbically and otberwise, semn to point even

more clearly than those of Caniadians in the direction tif

independent nationality as the enly destiny worthy of thoir

higbest ambition. So far as we have iearnied, M r. Paukin

has everywhere houa istened to, with the respuctf ai atten-

tion due to his talent as a speaker, ami bis evident sincority.

WVe have net heard tChat iin any case lias Lucre lijen sîîewn

aaly disposition to reont what muighit froiu one poitit cf

view liave been regariloti as almot Che impertinence of

mnibens of one colony ln sentling an agent Lo onligbtoîî

te residvonts of another lu regard tole heriots of a pro-

ject iuvolving the future course andi well-boing of Clic

latter. If the daim wiich hias recently boua made on

behaîf of Canada Co the honour of having origiîtated Lite

I mperial lFederation iiovomient can ho made good, that

faut, itgelt nightiiive iber a speciaI right Loe txpouiîd and

advocate te sebieiiim throughout the Empire. I n Auistralia

as lu Canada the warntb of Mr. Parkin's reception, anti

the eîtthiisiasin hie is able to anouse ounbbaîf of the federa-

tien idea, no doubt vary according to local temper anti

cinctumsances, but wc itave greatiy îulsread Che tendencies

of events lu that country of wonderful possibilities if the

reselution which was îuoved and seconded by metubens of

the Legielature at one of Mn. Pankin'.s meetings in Sydney

does not pretty accurately represent the prevailing opinion

and spirit of the celony. That resolution, wiîich, after

tiianking Mn. Parkin for hie address, deciared tChat the

uieeoting was neverthulessaIlof opinion that, the naturai anti

lîtuvitable destiay of!lie Austnalian Colonies la Le urtite

and form among tbumiselves cie frtee ani indupeadent

nation,"1 was deemed inadmtissible by the Chairman, lbut the

confusion that foliowed indicates pretty cloarly Chat iL

expnetsod the sentimients of at least iany cf tChose present

ait the meeting. 'The fact tat the lecture itef seema tC

have houa sliîuly attended is anotiter aigu peiutiagy in Che

saine directiont.

r '1 seine flot uilikuly that the popular feeling whlcit has

Lbeen aroused la England by the conviction and sentence

of Mrs. Maybrick on the change of haviug înurdercd lhen

huîsbaad by poieouing, îîîay luad to seme important resuits

in the way cf modifyiug the course of procedure in trials

fer capital ofl'ences. Two points ln panticular may not

improbahbly bc brought under public reviuw. Onu is te

dlanger of irremediable in 'justice beiftg done by the infhic-

tien cf the deatit penalty la cases lu which the proof cf

guilt la net absolutely unquestionablo. Lt may bu said, cf

course, that la sucb a case there can bu, according te the

fundamontai pninciples cf British law, ne conivictioni,

sinco whure there le any reasonablu doubt ef guilt the

jury i8 alwaye instructed te give the prisouen the benefit

of iL. But such instances as that under considenatien

show that the terni Il reasonabl " is indelinite, and will

ho differeatly interpreted by uuinds differently constituted.

iL la bardly couceivable, seeiflg the effect produced upon

theminds cf imany by the evideuce in this Maybrick trial,

Chat the mincis cf the jurymen could have beun entirely

free frein doubt lu proneuncing the verdict, though the

verdict proves that the doubt was net cf the degrue or~

kind considored Ilreasonabie." It la easy te sec, more-

ovun, that wure junies te go te the other extremne and de-


