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VICTORIA AND THE C.P.R.

As might be expected, the arrival
of the new Canadian Pacific railway
steamer, the Empress of India, hcs
given xise to considerable discussion,
and on all sides the opinion is expressed
that the ship is in every way a credit
to the great company which owns her
and the shipyards in which she was
constructed.

But there are circumstances in con-
nection with the stay of the Empressin
this port which will be criticised at
this time. The majority of the citizens
of Victoria have felt for some time,
and certainly with reason, that this
ship would come to the outer wharf.
But for somc reason or other they
were disappointed. It is offered as an
excuse for her failure to do so, that
the condition of Victoria harbour was
such as to prevent her coming alung-
side the outer wharf.,

In order to get at the tiuth of the
matter Tur COMMERCIAL JOURNAL
has gone to the trouble of securing
all information possible beaiing on the
affair, from the most reliable sources,
At present we have no authority to
use the names from which the infcrma-
tion is derived. O:.ec thing is certain,
the Empress of India could have come
in to the outer wharf and remained
there until 12 o’clock at least without
ronning any risk whatever. At a
distance of 100 feet from the hum-
mock, of which so much has been
sid, there was a channel leading tc the
whart in which the water was deep
enough to preclude the possibility of
any accident to the ship. Captain
Clarke’s official sarvey bears unim-
peachable testimony to this fact.

Some time previous to the arrival
of the Empress of India, a prominent
official of the Canadian Pacific railway
wrote to the owners of the dredge,
that if it were not allowed to go to
Vancouver the new steamer could not

get into the Vancouver harbor. 'l‘o'people, by the people for the

oblige the Canadian Pacific railway,
the dredge was permitted to go to
Vancouver, and fur this some persons
unreasonably blame R. P. Rithet & Co.
This company is under no obligation
to keep their dredge m Victoria, any
more than it suits their convenience,
but the simple fact of the Mudlark
being either here or at Vancouver
really cats no figure. The Empress
could have come to the outer wharf,
without running any risk of receiving
damage, and the people of Victoria
will have to look to the officials of the
Canadian Pacific railway for an answer
to the question: —Why did she not come
in? Victoria is not jealous of her
sister city , the prosperity of une means
the prosperity of the other , the interests
of the two citics are identical, but as
the cit'zens of no mean city they are
certainly entitled to a little more con-
sideration at the hands of a railway
company which has done so muck to
develop the resources of this Province.

I3 THIS A FREE COUNTRY?

Judging from the declarations and
deliverances of certain who may be
spoken of as belonging to the “unco
guid "—to look upon them from the
standpoint of loya'ty—Mr. Jay Lwing,
United States Consular Agent, has
been guilty of a high crime and mis-
demeanour, because it is charged that
at the recent banquet at Vancouver, in
celebration of the arrival of the first of
vessel of the India and China fleet,
he was lacking in his demonsirations
of respect to the crown and digmity of
Great Britain. The allegations are
vague enough, goodness knows, but
let them be ever so true where lies the
front of Mr. Ewing’s offending? He
is the representative of a country the
oath of allegiance to which prescrites
the repudiation of all rc¢gnit'on of the
power and authority of certain poten-
tates,notably the Quecen'of Great Britain.
That banquet was not intended as a
demonstration of loyalty ; but of satis-
faction that the new Canadian line of
steamships had been successfully in-
augnrated.

The American  nationality  was
founded in oppostion to the British
system, it has been continued upun the
same principles.  Professedly it ob-
jects to royalty and aristacracy, it is an-
tagonistic to the European class system,
it balieves in government through the

pcople.  However much 1t may
have been modified in that di-
rection, the Biiush theory is somewhat
different to that; even though the
Magna Charta, the various crystaliza-
tions of law and what is known as the
British constitution, assure to every
citizen all the rights and the liberties
that it is pussible to expect. Mr. Jay
Ewing, if we are not mistaken, comes
of a stock that is intensely Repubtican.
He regards matters through Republi-
can spectacles ; he represents a Repub-
lican people ; and had the celebration
been one of a political or loyalist char-
acter, he Jdoubtless would have ex-
cused himself and stayed away. But
as it was a Dbusiness celebration he
may have fclt himself justified in at-
tending, reserving to himsclf the privi-
lege of omitting certain items on ths
toast list, just in the same way as he
would not have felt bound to call for
every course tn tae ordwnary bill of
fare.

It has not been stated that Mr. Ew-
ing made a disturbance, or that he pro-
tested in this British dependency
against the Britishers manifesting their
loyalty in any way they deemed fit-
ting. He appears to have merely
acted as an mmpassive and uninterested
spectator.  When a Protestant entersa
Catholic Church he is not expected to
make use of the holy water that is
placed at the door for the use of the
fanhful.  He is not supposed to go
down on his knees and cross himself,
nor to bow whencver the order of the
service requires suck action on the
part of those who belong to that com-
munion. A teetotaller at a private or
public dinner 1s not bound to drink be
cause h'; hosts and their friends have
champagne and wing upon the table.
If such were the case ours would not
be a free country.  We should be liv-
ing under a system of coercion. Be-
cause religious people go to church on
a Sunday, and it is the practice and the
law that Sunday should be obsaved, is
any one—parson or layman-—justified,
in these days of civil and religious lib-
caty, in consigning to temporal flames
and everlasting tormennts those who
don’t go to church as others do, and
who do not kneel at the same altar as
themselves ?

The intention is not to justify Mr.
Jay Ewinyg that these obscrvations are
made, but to point out how supremely



