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Teprinting of the foreign copyrighted works. Those are,
o%ever, but incidental and sccondary considerations. A
question of much practical importance to Canada is that
Of. the manner ang extent to which our own book trade
w‘l.l be affected.  We see no reason to doubt that the
reclprocal arrangement, if made between Great Britain
and. the United States, must apply to the Dominion. The
Uniteg States will bhe sure to demand this, and it is very
'll.llike]y that the Mother Country, which has thus far
Vithheld i sanction from our own Copyright Acts, will
Fea.dny consent to depart from the principle hitherto
:::"::"ined, that its Copyright Acts hold good through-
; ¢ Empire. Canadians, as lovers of fair play, cannot
iﬂstly C?mplain if their publishers are deprived of the power
or regl'}nting Awerican works without consent of a.,uthors
re pru lishers, and also of the privilege of Luying “ pirated”
Cfs:m“: on payment of a ten per cent. tax at t.he
how:‘? House for the benefit of. the author. ‘ It will,
lishey *h be a very great hardship if the Canadian pub-
18 bound hand and foot and left to be crushed
:i:;:i“ the upper and nether millstones of the reciproc.al
Canag and Ame.rican copyrights. If both hold good in
ian rt-t the'l‘e -wﬂl evidently be sm‘a.ll chance for Cana-
the &i;[)ubllcatlon of the bo_oks of either country, save lfy
which of an ulmost prohibitory tax on those of bf)th, in
; ¢ase the cure would be even worse than the ailment.
wite Itl;]peria} Government is s?,i.d to‘be now consulting
g"“ﬂtirli various cc')lonia.l authf)rmes with reference to ?h“
atkeq lljb of certain powers in regard to treaty-making
mncumy the latter. It may be hoped tl‘lab, amongst.other
ons, the Imperial Government will see the fairness
eii:ml‘tti“g Canada to make her own copyright arrange-
Wwith regard to both the Mother Country and the

hite] @ .

n *d States, thus giving her a chance to adopt such
BRurey 49 will
anq

m

favour the republication of both British
Mérican books in this country.

HETHRR the Messiah craze which is creating so
Wuch dangerous excitement among the Indians of
U8 tribes and localities in the United States culmin-
ad l:h:l:;j horrors of Indian war anfl MASssACre, or llf)t,
'Own- N‘fr the ghost d-ances give rise to‘ trou‘ble W.lt,h
hi y UPQI-\Vost Ix}(llzxns, or n.ot, this eplsod.e in Indian
ople mcloilmmx'muterm] fox: profitable reflection for the
tive feay both sides of the line. One of‘the fnost sugges-
o incm:lres.of these strange demonstrations is the appar-
the "@porg\rmty he.(ween cause and.eﬁ(‘:ct,.or rather ‘betwovn
© reg l“d Lea‘chmgs of the semi-inythical Mefsmah a:nd
i &me: :’3 which they produce on the Indian mind
Y them.  Although nothing definite seems to

es;;:w" ﬂlbout the characte.r or localit)t of t.he so-ca.llcd
emin‘;l“l accounty agree in rep‘resentmg.hm teachings
to itly peaceful, and yet their first swift effect seems
ey ;::‘tir up the.pass%on for war and revenge. .How-
%higy, hi:ndg %lls falth' in the supernatural agencies b:y
Soomg lec‘mnue is to be wrought, the Indian enthusi-

th quite indisposed to wait the tardy movements of
“8encies, or to leave to them to avenge his wrongs
h'stov{ndic
excit"ca“y in the appearance of such a wave of religious

1 .et."ent Among a superstitious or semi-harbarous people,
iy “e::ou]y when such excitement ac.ts upon a slumber-
‘agq OfetLOf wrong afxd outrag'e that 1@ oan t_hreaten the
U, is ¢ & community or nation. Herein, it seems to
€ lesson for the nation which now finds it neces-

Yoy ’Ve: hurry nilitary re-inforcements to the Indian
by, “till’ “nd. to face the possibility of a series of petty
thyy R teP.rlble struggles. Is it not a shame and reproach
%lighteﬁatmﬂ which boasts itself the freest and most
grgm €d on earth has, during a century of marvellous
‘borigi and [.)msperity, utterly failed either to civilize the
Sny a’l&l tribes, or to satisfy their sense of justice, or in
Y o Y 80 to attach them to its people and institutions as
g vent the perpetuation of a rankling sense of wrong

vﬂriqu

ate his righteous cause. There is nothing new

Iy as_a“’“ for revenge, ready to be set on fire by any pass-
tions ;lte'“@nt? We say nothing of recent shameful viola-
bligy o u'ﬁ‘&ties, such as the immense shortagesin the sup-
Byg p"'O\‘isions promised by the Government, or of
Aring but characteristic mistakes as the recent dis-
tapay OF Purely political reasons of some of the most
iy ie ang trustworthy agents on the reserves, and put-
iy bug 8ir places new and inexperienced men. These
the y %Pecial items in the long catalogue of crimes against

L .
3‘ppilylan’ which have made the present danger possible,

ytheBthe Canadian, or perhaps we should rather

by,

. itish, mode of dealing with the Indians bas been
® Just and honourable, our neighbours as well as

THE WEEK.

the Indians themselves being judges, than that of the great
Republic, and we have consequently much less to fear from
their revengeful impulses. And yet it is true of the
majority of our own Indians as of theirs, that they are
yet in a state of ignorance and barbarism, such as malkes
them ready dupes of any scheming adventurer, or half-
crazed impostor, who may choose to operate amongst them.
The United States is at length becoming sensible of its
long injustice and folly, and is taking measures for the
universal education of the Indians, and for conferring on
them the rights of citizenship. The new policy, if fairly
carried out, can hardly fail to render the repetition of
such an alarm an impossibility a score of years hence.
Our own Government is, by means of various agencies,
doing a good deal for the education of the young Indians,
but, although money is freely spent, we have not yet boldly
grappled with the question of universal, compulsory edu-
cation, short of which all methods and schemes are radi-
cally incomplete and defective. Is it not too clear for argu-
ment that the time has come when neither nation should
be content with any scheme or policy which aims at any-
thing short of making the next generation of Indiansg
intelligent and self-reliant men and women, sharing all
the duties and rights of citizenship ¢

EFERRING to the horrible revelations which have
been made concerning the Stanley expedition, we
expressed the opinion last week that this should be the
last of such purely voluntecr enterprises, and that the
Government of a civilized people should tind some means
of preventing a repetition of such atrocities by subjects of
the nation. We are glad to see that the London Spectator
takes in effect the same ground, muaintaining that all
African explorers should be placed under “a system
which shall make thc statute, 24 and 25 Viet., cap. 100,
which we had overlooked, and which would have made
Jameson liable to trial, practically operative. If it cannot
be done without appointing a Protector of the Negroes in
each port, with judicial powers, it must be done that way ;
but we should think it sutficient to invest each Governor
of a settlement and Consul-General with that function.”
We do not recall the provisions of the Act referred to,
but the outraged sentiment of the nation will, we can
scarcely doubt, compel some action of the kind suggested
for the governing of future expeditions. Meanwhile, it
remains to be seen whether Parliament will acquiesce in
the conclusion of Lord Salisbury, that the Government
has no power to enquire into the conduct of, at least, the
British officers who have achieved so unenviable a fame in
connection with the Stanley expedition.

THE LAMBETH JUDGMENT.

MMHE recent judgment of the Archbishop of Canterbury

in the case of the Bishop of Lincoln is of interest in
a special way to the whole Anglican Communion ; but it
is not without interest to those other communions which
have either derived their existence from the Knglish
Jhurch, or have grown up beside it. Anyone can see that
almost every Christian denomination in Great Britain, the
Colonies, and the United States has been in no small
degree affected by the three great religious movements
which have taken place in the English Church during the
last century and a half ; and many persons are hoping
that the time may not be far off when approaches may be
successfully made towards the re-union of Christendom,
or at least of its reformed portions.

The Archbishop’s judgment has already been charged
with compromise. It is not, we are told, the utterance of
men whoaresimply endeavouring toascertain what islegal: it
is rather a kind of eirenicon, giving something to each
side, in the hope that both will be thankful for such
mercies as they receive, and will henceforth be at peace.

When we say that we see no evidence whatever of any
such intention, we are writing from an absolutely neutral
point of view, without any wish to favour either party ; but
with a simple desire to understand the grounds on which
the judgment has been given, and to discover whether
those grounds are justified in law or in history.

Our readers are probably aware that the Archbishop
and his assessors have given several decisions at variance
with those previously put forth by the Privy Council.
We say the Archbishop and his assessors ; because all the
five bishops associated with his Grace agreed with him on
every point save one, and on that one point there was
only one dissentient. When we consider that these five
men were of different schools—High, Low and Broad, as

judgment, in whole or in part.
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they are called—this agreement is certainly very remark-
able.

The decisions at variance with those of the Privy
Council are those which (1) justify the use of lighted
candles at the altar, even when they are not wanted for pur-
posesof lighting,(2) the singing of the dgnus Dei in the Com-
munion Service, (3) the taking of the Ablutions after the
Celebration. Besides, it is held that water and wine may
be mixed for the Sacrament of the Altar, although not
during the service—ritually, as it is called ; and, further,
that the Eastward Position may be taken not merely at
the Prayer of Consecration, but throughout the whole of
the Communion Service, whilst Bishop King is censured for
hiding the manual acts from the people. The only point
in which there is an absolute condemnation of the Bishop
is in regard to his making the sign of the cross in saying
the Benediction and the Absolution.

The Archbishop justifies the departure from the deci-
sions of the Privy Council, on the grounds that fresh his-
torical information had been furnished, and that he, being
compelled to try the case, was bound to give his decision
according to the facts and arguments presented before
him. Certainly the Church Association will have no right
to complain of his doing so, since they practically forced
him to judge the case.

It will be observed that one main point of difference
between those who represented the Church Association in
this and other cases, and their opponents, had reference to
the question, whether omission implied prohibition. It
was argued by Counsel for the Association that wherever
any rubrical direction is omitted in later editions of the
Prayer Book, it was intended to prohibit the practice or
act which had hitherto been ordered ; and it would appear
that the Privy Council took this view of the case. On
the contrary, the representatives of the Ritualists con-
tended that where a thing was not absolutely forbidden
it was allowed.

Both contentions were palpably absurd. 1t wmight
easily be shown (to anyone who was open to conviction)
that a good many ceremonies, concerning which directions
were no longer given, were intended to be left optional.
It was equally clear, in other cases, that when the order
to do a certain act was removed, it was intended that it
should be omitted. So long as these extreme views were
taken by the combatants, it was quite obvious that no
agreement could be arrived at. The Archbishop and his
assessors have taken the more moderate and wiser course
of viewing every practice in the light of history, and ascer-
taining how far, on the one hand, a change of expression
led to a change of practice, and, on the otner hand, how
far any changes of practice resulted from a change of law
or from mere disuse. Our readers will be able to refer
to the arguments and authorities connected with the
judgment ; and we can assure them that, apart altogether
from the ecclesiastical issues, they will find the document
to be one of great interest.

There can be no doubt that the Archbishop has, in
various respects, corrected the obiter dicta of the Privy
Council, whatever opinion may be entertained of the
For example, when the
Privy Council condemned the ritual mixing of the water
and wine in the Holy Communion, they went on to remark
that it was hardly worth while considering whether the
wixing in any other way was lawful, as this would not be
a matter of interest to anyone, and so they condemned the
mixing altogether. These were truly astounding state-
ments to anyone who knew either the customs of the
early Church or the practices of the English clergy since
the time of the Reformation; and the Archbishop com-
ments upon them in a very complete and convincing
manner. As far as we can judge, his decision is absolutely
right and is justifiable in every point.

With regard to the Eastward Position, the Church
Association has obtained a confirmation of the decision,
that the manual acts at consecration must be seen ; but
they have also got something that they did not at all
expect, namely, the sanction of the Eastward Position
during the whole of the service. If our readers will
remember that the “North Side” of the Holy Table
meant the side, not the end, of the Table, when it stood
East and West, they will see the ambiguity of the phrase,
and understand that the North End or the Western Side
may each plead for tolerance.

As regards Lights, it is much to be hoped that the
clergy will not, to any great extent, use the liberty
accorded by the judgment, since the lighting of candles in
the day-time would be widely offensive; and the Arch-
bishop seems to throw out some such suggestion. At the




