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of the Bar and of the public in the matter. Sa far, the action of Mr.

Mercier's administration seems ta have been in response ta a genuine

need. It is aiready pretty clear that the exercise of the veto will lie

resisted ta the utmost, and that the contest will give new life ta the

'Idemand for a revision of the constitution.

SEORETARY FÂiciILD is reported ta have said a week or two since,

speaking in the naine of the United States Government, tliat that Gavern-

ment had relaxed its vigilance in protecting tie Aiaskan waters against

Canadian poacliers, because the British Government was proposing sucob

lagisiation as wouid put a stop ta future depredations. The announcement

is samewhat uîysterious, and may, perliaps, lie not uncliaritably supposed

ta have beon made purposeiy so, witli a vicw ta giving the matter a quietus

pending the Presidential clection. The desirability of pratecting the seals

from extermination is obviaus; tie difficulty is ta understand liow any

legislation eitlier of the British or thie American Gavernment, or of bath

combined, can afford sucob protection on the higli seas. It is evident that

Great Britain lias no more riglit te legisiate in the matter than the United

States ; tliat is, she bas no riglit at ail. Tie most probable supposition is,

perhaps, that the British Government is maving ta secure the adliesion of

ail the Maritime nations ta somne international agreement for the reguiation

and protection of the seal fisheries of tlie North Pacific. Sucli a conven-

tion wouid obviously be difficult ta arrange, and more difficuit ta enforce,

but it may lie considered worti attempting. The assumptian that England

V is negotiating with this abject in view affords the best explanation of the

otherwise unaccountabie delay in vindicating the riglits of Canadian fisher-

men. in Behring,'s Sea. __

RECEXT events in Quebec have sliown afresi thc inlierent and radical

defect of the political systemi whichli as as anc of its factors an Upper

ji Legisiative Assembiy, or Senate, composed of members appointed by parti-

san Governments. It is obviaus, on tlie siightest reflection, that when,

after a long tenure of office bas cnabied tie leader of anc party ta secure a

majority in the Upper Ilouse, a change of Govarnment takes place, the

two Huses wiil almnost inevitabiy came into collision. Tie resuit, sooner

or later, is eltier a dead lock, or a reconstruction by methods of more or les$

doubtful cliaracter. It is, of course, contrary ta every conception of popu-

lar government tiat tic legisiation of the people's representatives shouid

lie at the mercy of a brandi of thc Legislature dominated liy appointees of

lie opposite party. Unless the new Premier and lis cabinet are mare

than usually high-mindcd, the work of manipulation and intrigue is pretty

f sure to be commenced forthwitli. The racent resignation by the Hon. Mr.

Champagne of bis seat in the Legisiative Assembly of Quebec,, and bis

acceptance of a magistracy in the newiy-created court, is the case just now

in point. There may be those who can believe that this gentleman's unex-

pected support of a Government mceasure ta which bis Conservative friends

were opposed, and bis appointment a few weeks after ta a mare remuner-

ative office, were wliolly unrelated events, but tic belief will lie confined to

an unsuspiciaus few. It is easy for political oppanients ta denounce the

Quebea Premier as guiity of bestowing, and the retiring Councillor of

accepting, a bribe, and we hold no brief for the defence of either. But it
is obvious that the system which offers sa heavy a premium for sucli
transactions is wrong at bottom, and that tlie impartiality and usefuîness

of an Upper flouse sa constituted can neyer lie aboya suspicion.

Wnx' is it that public opinion sceins sa often ta set up a lower standard

of morality for a nation than for an individual? When a man gets&into a

dispute witb bis neighbour bis best friends do not hesitate ta point out to,

hf herein they think lie may lie in the wrong, and ta assurehitatt

is no less the part of truc manliness ta admit and correct bis error, than ta

maintain bis riglit. But no sooner do a whole people become involved in

a dispute with a neighbouring nation than a large class of politicians and

journalists begin ta protest laudly that the truc patriot must support the

Government in every particular, irrespective of bis own consciantiaus con-

victions. The moment a persan of more than usual candour ventures ta

express a doulit as ta wliether the Govarnînent may not lie in the wrong

in some ane or other of its contentions, the about of Iltraiter " is raised

and re-ecboad froin ane end of the country ta the other. IlTo stand by

the Government,"1 is prociaimed as the whoie duty of every citizen. Tt

surely doas not require very highiy developed moral perceptions ta ses that

this is bath wrong and mischievous. It is nat onîy immoral in principie,

but it is disastrous in practice. If it is riglit and patriatic for Canadians

to take suai a position in support of their Government, it is equaily riglit

and patriatic for the people af the United States ta take the saine attitude

jil support of theite, Tic obviouis restl is ta bring about a ete.te of af1Taird

under which ail considerations of riglit, truth, and justice are lost siglit ofi

and negotiation and reconciliation become impassible. Can it be doubtful

that the bravest citizen and the truest patriot is the man who will uphold

the action of bis Governmentjust sa far as hie sees it to be just and right,

and condemn it when lie sees it to be wrong.

TUE, substance of the charges that are being urged with s0 muai

vehemence against Canada by Congressional orators may be summed up as

foiiows :-It is alleged that the Treaty of 1818, on which Canada takes

lier stand in the matter of the fisheries, is antiquated and out of harmolY

witli the spirit of the age and the comity of nations ; that the Canadian

laws and regulations, made from time to time for the enforcement of that

treaty, have been needlessly liarsh, and irritating ; that the Canadi&fl

authorities and officiais have carried out those iaws and regniations in au,

unfriendly manner and spirit ; and that in the matter of the Canal tailS

the Canadian Government bas violated the spirit of the Washington Trea*y

Referring to the defences that have been made by Canadian ministers in

recent speeches, they are fou nd, witli one exception, to be tolerably cou"'

piete. To the first count it is replied that it is the fault not of Canada

but of the United States that the two countries are tlirown back upon the

Treaty of 1818 for the regulation of their relations in the matter of the

fisheries, and that Canada is ready at any moment to enter into negotia'

tions for a new treaty to supersede the ancient one ; but that, in the mean,

time, it would lie utterly unreasonable to expect lier ta waive the verlY

valuable riglits of property secured to lier by the old convention. If the

meaning and construction of the Treaty itself are open to question, tbBt

again is matter for negotiatian, but the UJnited States is the party th&t

refuses ta negotiate. Little, surely, is left to be said on that score. h

Ministers naturally maintain that their iaws and regulations for the Pr"-

tection of the fisheries are fair and reasonable. They dlaim aiso, that tiiOY

have been enforced witli the utmost moderation, the Government offic6'1

being instructed to give the United States fishermen, in every case, th"

benefit of a doulit. Both these contentions are, in their very nature,

largely matters of opinion. Demonstrative evidence in regard ta eitlier i5

out of the question. The refusal of permission ta trans-ship fish in bo"'à

across Canadian territory touches the sorest point, tliough s0 higli an

American autliority as Mr. Putnam lias admittcd that the trans-shiproet

of tisli in bond from the fishing ground is not recognized l'y the ordinaly

comity of nations, and lias neyer been asserted except wlien, granted bl

express Lreaty provision. As, liowever, distinguished Canadian autlioritieo

do not hesitate ta express the opposite view, it might, perhaps lie liette

were the Canadian Governiment ta take the broadest ground, and doi

this to a place among the debatable points. On the whole, wliatevO

may have been the case a few years ago, American Senators thinseV0é

wili scarcely challenge Minister Foster's emphatic deciaration that ht

is not a single instance on record where an act of liumanity , or a riglit 0a

liospitaiity, due ta a friendiy power, lias beeu withhe]d from the fisheroW60

of the United States, so far as it applies ta the iast two years.

THERE is, liowever, an exception ta the completeness of the CaVadiau

case as preseDted by the Ministers. Is it not a little singular thAb 00'

may loý,k in vain througli ail tlie speeches for a word, in defence Of tbe

Gavernment's action in tlie matter of the Canal toila '1 At least, if theret1o
sucli a word we have failed ta find it. Why is thisl' In the Presiden.
message, and in the Congressional deliate, Canada's alleged viOa1O

good faith in this particular is made one of the two cardinal geva1, ,

One of the two radical strakes provided for in the Retaliation Bill 1191
.the

pending is directed specifically against the aileged discrimination 111

refund of Canal tolls. There is, no doubt, mucli more probability that i'

part of the Retaliation Act will bie immediateiy put in force than thatt

bonding priviieges wiii bie withled. Proclamation can scarceiy lie %d

in reference ta the latter, in the absonce of a pretext in the sliape Ofiar

fresli instance of alieged unfriendliness, and sncli instances are nowba

ta find. In the case of the former tlie grievance complainEd of eiioe

existe, and is in daily aperation. Why then this ministerial reticenei

in regard ta the source of the most im mediate danger ?Does the Grjial,

supporting it lias done, that in this regard it has no case ? If 0, 'tW the

surely lie mucli better ta frankly admit the inistake and repeai at 0 ce d

obnoxious order in-council. In other respecte the Ministry is U0dub~

wise in resolving ta, await calmly the issue of avents. Iny avarices 0'

its part, even if sucli were in tliemseives desirabia, would lie rtt gOu

méet witli ne8lect, if piot with rebuif; whie the President. 1a 0 noie
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