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",But," 1 enquired, Ildid not President Cleveland ie
February, 1887, order ail pendiug proccedings againet
vessels seîzed in 1886 ta ire discoctiuued, and the release of
ail pensions unden anrest, and yct wcre net seven Amreican
and six Canadian vesseis raftenwards seizcd ie that year 1"'

IlYes," neplied Mr. Webster. IlWhon the British
Governerent protested againgt the seizunes, tlice President
assumeul control cf the matter and did order the neicase
through the Attorney- Genenal, but Trcasrrry Under-Secre-
tvry Fairchild went on seczine Americane as weil as Cana-
Jans?'"

Front this it appears tbat, under the peculiar woning

cf Auecan institutious, the President, the Executive cf

the Nation, nîay nesoive on andi promise te carry ont one

lice cf action, while another and suliondinate officen cf the

Governnnnt mray renden iis pedges and efforts nugatony

by ordering acd carrying into effect a preciseiy bppcsite

course. ____

UTtire nics e nrkable part cf the interview is that

in whichi Mr. Sidney Webster maintains at censider-

able icngth that thene ïjeI"a very simple and obvieus way"

te an ironourable and peaceful solution cf the ditiicuity,

nanely, Il by a judicial trial in the courte cf the United

States8." Mn. Webster, it is truc, clearhy ictinrates that,

ini iis opinion, titi detision cf these courts, or at least that

cf tire Suprei Court wcnl(i be unfavourabie te the ccoi-

teition cf tire U. S. (Avernmient and thus would leave

tire way open for tire recovery cf damages lby the parties

intjure(i. But Mr. Webster dccc net denîy that the ques-

tion and tire only question tirat cculd ire decided iîy tire

Americani courts wouid ibe that cf the ineaninrg cf a Coni

gressional statute, or, as ihe pute it, cf the phrase in tlire

law cf 1868, Ilthe waters thereof.' Truc, he gees on te sug-

gest, that the funthen question mriglt cone up, in case tire

fret shîl'l lie decided favourably to Mn. Blaine's conten-

tien, le or is net tire mnicipal statute unconstitutianai

because forbidden by tire iaw cf nations ? " Sun-ely onc

capable cf adopting tirejudiciai tene in wbicb Mr. Webster

utters his opinions shouid lie able te sec that Canadians

have nothing te do and want notbing te do with the ques-

tien ocftire meanicg cf the U. S. mrunicipal statute, and

that tbey cannet neasonabiy bue epected te subinit tire

decisien of a question cf international law to an e« parte

tribunal, for such wouid bc tire courts cfocee cf the con-

tending nations, no inatter how high its judiciai standing.

Tbreughront, Mr. Webster shows tlireinguhar inability

wiricir seeme characteristiecof rtc rrany cf bis courtrymen,

especiaihy tirose in official positions, te prit hinîelin bis

neigitbour's place, it an international nuatter. Suppose

tire casie werc crie in wbich Anrican r tisiing vessels bcd

been captur'ed for fishing secyral leagues front the Nova

Scotia coaiît and bad been ither cocfiscated and soid, on

rifled cf their cargoes and flshing implenrents iîy Canadian

cutters. Wouid Mn. Webster and hie feliow country-

nmen lie ikely te receive the pica tirat tire seizures were je

accerdauice with a Dominion mrunicipal statute, and tire

offer te subrînit the validity cf that statute te the Domin-

ion courtL0 Mn. Webster, it je truc, epeaks cf diplomacy

as stili availabie as a last.resort. But iu the hypotiteticril

case suaggested would ntot bis Govererient at once

scout the idea cf waiting the show proc< cees and long delays

cf the law courts, when it wae pcrfectly dlean that the

actions cortpiained cf were canmittcd on the higir seas,

outeide the junridiction cf any national Legisiature. \Ve

fancy tbey would nake short wotk cf sncb a proposai as

well as cf such ant argument as tbat cf the foliowing para-

grapir, whicir we quote, rniiatis nè,.eiandis, front the Ilerald

report: "lTire United Statesa bas seventeen vesseis in the

fishing business in oun Atlantic Ocean, wertb $125,000,

titeir outit costing $150,000, and their catch werth fret

$200,000 te $400,000, and for Chat she wiih figlt."

IT wenld naturally lie snpposed that cf ail nations the

SUnited States weuld ire one cf the sieweet te ariopt

openly a policy cf tariff retahiaticni againet any ethrer coun-

try. And yet this je just wbat je proposed te be donc iu

the Meat Inspection Bill, whichr was reccntiy passed by

beth lieuses cf Congrese and now awaits tire signature cf

tbhe President. One section cf thîs Bill provides Il that

wbeeever thei President shaîl bc eatisied that unjuet dis-

criminations are mnade by any foneige State against the

importation of any pnoduct cf the United States, he may

direct that sncb produet cf such fareign State, as he may

deern praper, shahl be excluded from importation te the

United States." This provision was evidently inserted

with speciai neference te France, whese prohibition cf

Anieican pork would hing ber cieariy within the scape

()f the J3iU, It appears from a rment statement ini a Paris

paper that negotiatioce looking te the removal of the

obnoxious prohibition in return for the free admission cf

works of French art are approaching a favounabie conclu-

sien, se that it is net probable that the rctaliatony clause

cf the Meat Inspection Bill will be put icto operatien

agarist the products cf France. Fortucately, or possibly

unfortunately, for our American neighbours, other countries,

Great Britain in pirticular, are tee wisc te punish thein

onsui)*jects for the sake of retaliating pnohe ain

in succb matters. Wcne it otherwisc, some pntty telling

blows might be inflicted upon Amienîcan industries. It is

but fair te add that by the insertion cf the word Il unjust "

Congress means, ne doubt, te exelude from the openatien of
the Bill, ail cases except those in whicb, as in the case of

tbe specific prohibition cf American pork, the hostile

lcgislation is directed specially agaicst their country. At

the saine time it is true, as the Christianr Union observes,

that while the Amenicans practically shut eut se many cf

the products cf foreign countries by their tariff, it does net

behovc them te inaugurate an avowed policy cf retaliation.

T htïE stnike now ini progress on the New York Central
ltailroad je stimulating discussion cf the moot ques-

tion cf cationalization of nailwayH. Tihe ast numbier cf

the New York Indepîendent devetes nearly twelve pages
te a symposium on the subject, ini which seven or eighit

contributors, seine of tbem welknowc as writers ont ques-

tions eof political ecoimy, take part. Nearly ail look te

ultinrate nationalization as the solution of tbhe veny serions

preblf'ni presented iiy suich a 4tate cof affairs as tirat at

present existing, or rather as tbat wbiclr would quickly

supervene were the strike te beconre geceral, instead cf
being confined nrainly, as at prescrnt, te the compara-

tivcly few emnployee cf the read who are Knights
cf Labour. Edward Everett Hale points eut that

in muost cf the towns and states the maintenance and

use cf comimon roads have adjusted themsclvcs on a basis

cf purp comnrunism, insomucli that the travehler wbo
sufiers injury in consequence cf a failune cf the public to

maintain the road may recever danmages from the public for

the failure. As a nailroad is aise a road, what reasens are

there wby the plan or principle which bas been generally
approved in practice negarding other roads slrould net be

appiied te it 1 'hins lads te an enquiry inte the principle

ce whicb tireline is usually (irawn between tirose duties

wbiclr the State undertakes te perforîn for tire wbele body

of citizens anîd those which are lof t te individuals. Mr.
Hale gives thre foliowing as a rough statement of the prie-

ciple : I If tire need be a necd wiîich every one feels,
ali nrct equally, if net quite cqually, the State doees clh te

interfere. If, on the other band, the need is oniy iridirectly

feit Iry Bsee persons or classes, and much more closely feit

l'y elirer pensons or classes, the classes meet in need wili do
beet te take care cf tînenreelves." Tire question then il;

wbetber the use cf the nailroade bas becomo a necessity-

alirict e( 1ual te al-cf ail the people. Considerieg the
extent te whicir the great majority cf the people are in one
way or anotirer (ependent upon the railreads, ho conl udes

tirat tire tîrrie je approacbing rapidiy in such a State as
Massachusetts wben the answer mrust be ie the affirmative.

Prefeesor Richard T. Ely, cf Johns H{opkins University,
meachres the sanie conclusion fremn another direction. He

shows tlîat it bas already been decided by tihe civilized
worid, without exception, that railways cannot bucrraraged
by private owners, ike ordicany pivate business, witbout
Govenrruent interference. The non-interference or laissez-
faire peicy will net de, as applied te railwsy ibuilding

and mranagement. This conclusion, wbich jei beycnd dis-
cussion, leaves in the United States but two possible rail-
way policie, viz., the present system cf Gevernmental inter-
ference oî a radical and far-reaching character, and com-.

plete Govennment ownerehip and central. The first and
existieg system leads te varions evils and absurdities sucir

i'i tire construction cf uselese parallel lines ; trying te force
railways te fight one anether, instead cf iraving a bar-

ioius, uniied eccaemîc management, etc. On the ether
hand a rt'form cf morale in raiiway management, a general
imprevement in railway service, a greater cane for human
life, and a large diminution cf cst are among tbe-advan-
tages which, Professer Ely maintains, would resuit from
State ewnersbip. Cassius M. Clay, ex-Micister te Hussia.
narses a cry cf alarm and urgesi that the nationalizatien cf

ithe roads je necessary in arder te Bave the nation from the
"anarchy and civil war " which are "llowering along the

whohe horizon," and which under the present system, with
the railways in the banche of possible stnikers, it would be

îimpossible te suppress,

P EIIIIAPS the clevirest and mnM striking article in theInde pendent's series is that by "A Railway Manager,"

whose name is witheld. Conceding that the railroad is a

creature of the State, by reason of its charter, its right of

ernanent demain and its work as a commîon carrier, this

writer yct maintains that the contrel of railroads bas gone

quite far enough in those States which bave a codified

railroad Iaw, or which have railroad commissioners acting

as arbitrators. Even the systcm of an Interstate Commerce

Commission, he believes infinitely preferable to any State

ownership. Admitting ail thie faults of the past hie yet

dlaims a very higli degree of eficiency for the U. S. rail-

roads of to-day, and maintains-after hiaving seen sixteen

years of Government service-that the direct management

of raiIroads under the prescrnt systemn of private ownership

is carricd on by a set of men miore dcvoted to duty than

even the army and navy. In reply te the denand for

cheaper transporation lie says that the people of the

United States have now the clieapest in the world. He

uoints out that "lit costs more to deliver freight in any city

or town than it does to carry it one hundred miles by rail,"

which is very ikely truc, and for obvious reasons may

continue, to be true, without proving anything in regard to

thc question at is sue. In this connection a"I A 1{ailway

Manager " says :"I If you visit the ù 'nrn railways

of Canada, you will sec what Governi ment roads bave donc

te stifle enterprise." This thrust miuet lx, wc suppose,

intcnded for the intercolonial, tho only Governiment rail-

road in Canada. There is ccrtainfly room for many excep-

tiôns toel)e taken to the construction and management of

that road, but it is nlot easy to sue in what way it lias

stifled enterprise. Can it lie that the writer miistakes the

Canadian sy8tem of subsidizing railroads for onc of Gov-

ernment owncrship and control ? ilA Railway Manager's"

chief objection to the nationalization of the railways at

presenit is hased upon the slowncss, red tape and political

intrigue of the Governmients of tho day. Even ho is

ready to admit that Ilthe time niay come whcn with a

purified Goveriirnent ail corporations may become national-

ized." This end will, lie thinks, bc rcached by nrethods

opposite to those favoured by the other writers, by a pro-

cess of evolution rather than cf revelutien. "lThe time

will coi-ne," hoe prophesies, Il when co-operations shail exist,
overy empicyee will bc paid for the amount of increase ho

bring8 to the coffer of the company, and then the railroad

wili bie an integral part cf the State, with its representa-

tives sitting among their peers cf other commercial trades

and professions," Meanwhile, Prof. Ely tells us, Il The

nuriber cf adherents of Governiment ownersbip cf railways

increases daily. WTe have the Socialists, and Nationaliste,

and Knights cf Labour arnong such adhercnts. Labour

organizations gencrally faveur it, and now the farruers are

beginning te advocate it ; it is a part of the programme cf

the Farmers' Alliance." If this be se, it seems doubtful if

the people will be willing te wait for the slow process cf

evolution te effect the change. Touc bing the staple and

formidable objection drawn from the favnuritism and cor-

ruption of civil service systemeni, there is a good deal cf

force in the suggestion cf the Independent Il that ini Aus-

tralia the putting cf railroads upon the State bias coin-

pelled a civil service baeed on menit and net on political

favour." The more the cveryday interests and con venienco

cf the public are dependent upon tihe ellioiency cf the civil

service, the more powerful will bc the pressure brougbit te

bear to courel the improvement cf tbat service.

T URNING for a moment to the question of the strike
itsecf, as now in progress on the New York Central,

we are rather surprised te note that the Independent and

isorne other influentiai religieus papers seemi to sympathize

wholly with the managers against Mr. Powderly and the

Knights of Labour. The cause assigned for the strike was

the dismissal cf a number nf men, forty or ifty wc tbink,

who belonged te the organizatien. The Inde'pendent quotes

the statement of Mr. Webb, the manager, that these mien

were discharged for Il drunkennees, incapacity, brrach cf

duty, insubordination, and for lack cf suffilcient work to
employ them,'" and stnongly approves bis declaration that

the comipany does net propose te do its busineis under the

diotation cf Messrs. Powderly and Ce. Thc conclusion is

reasonable, if it be right te accept a one sidcd statement as

the simple truth in tihe premises, ignoring entirely the

other side. Mr. Powderly and the strikens declare tîrat

they have reasen te believe that the men wcre discharged

net for the causes assigned but because they had represented

their labour organizatian in bringing grievances te the

notice cf the offleers cf the company and in urging upon

t4e~ Legiisigturg at ,Albany the passage cf the Bill requiring
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