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bis lifa in England, where ha received his
education. Ha then spent the grtater part
of a year lu the United States, during
wbich ha and bis younger brother, the Duc
de Chartres, servid on the staff of General
McLallan, iu the war of tbe rebellion. The
greater part cf the rest of bis life was spent

iEnglaud, thougb for a time, during the

presidency of Thiers, ha was admitted to
membership lu the National Assemhly.

About the sanie time ha tried for a time
the rola of a Rapublican. Lu 1886, lu con-
sequanca of the futile conspirecies whicb
wera carried on in bis namne for the restora-
tien of the monarcby, ha was by %aw ex-
palled froni bis native country. Ha spent
bis ramaiuing yesrs iu England, interesting
hinisaîf te soe extent in literature and
art. Ha wrote a nuniber of bocks, the
most important of whicb is probahlv bis
bistory of the American civil war, whhbh is
said to ha, lu soute respects, especially in
point of impartiality, about tbe best history
of that great struggle that bas ever beau
written. The Count of Paris seenis to hava
beau a man of considerabla ability, and of
au amiable, and mode8t and plaasing cbarac-
ter. Had be not had the misfoitune to ha a
bereditary prince, hae migbt parbaps bave
become a distinguishad and usaful man.

By a notice recanÉly issued in the officiaI
Gazette, the Goverumant of Quebac bas
imposed diacriminating dues upon apruce
legs cut for the manufactura of paper pulp.
The imposition of a tax ou the logs cut in
the Province ip, of course, quite witbin the
conatitutional righits of the Province. The
questionabla feature of the tax is the
pro vision that, wbile legs to ha manufac-
turad in the Province are to escape with a
tax of onîy twenty.fiva cents par cord, the
same loge, if to ha taken out of the
Province, are made te pay a tax of forty
cents par ton. The Hait of Tuesday bad
an article strongîy uirging the view tbat sucb
a discrimination is beyoud the coustitu-
tional powers of the Province,, since it is, lu
affect, au interfarenca witb trade, and is,
moreover, a violation of the clause of the
Constitution wbich providas that Il al
articles of the growtb, preduce, or manu-

* facture of auy oua of the Provinces shahl,
from and ai ter the union, ha admitted free
jutoeaach of the Provinces." The Mail,
admitq that, on the face of it, this clause
applies only to import, not te expert duties,
but argues that the spirit of it la as much
violatad hy au expert as hy an import duty.
It would ho quite tee bad sbould it prove
that Quebac is justifiable lu thus initiating
a policy whicb migbt ha imitated lu regard
te other preducts and by other Provinces,
and ultimately have the affect of graatîy
hampariug interprovincial traffic. A still
worse affect of such discrimination, if pfr-

H mittad, will ha te giva the United States
authoritias a still battar plea for dauy-
ing Canada the hanefit of tha abolition of
the tax on lumber, on tha ground that such

discrimination is equivaleut te an expert
duty. Wa ara afraid, bowevar, that the
ilfail's argument will hardly hold water,
It admits Quabec's rigbt te impose dues on

its apruca legs, te the exteut of forty cents
a ton, or any other amnount, for revenue

purposes, but maintains that a revanue-tax
is naces8arily au equal tax, and that beuca
the discriminatory feature of the tax iu
question proves that it bas semne othar ob-
ject than ravenue-raiaing. But if the Pro-
vince bas the right te impose a ravenua-tax
of forty cents a ton ou apruce leg-, bas it
not aIse a rigbt te give back te its own citi-
zent4, undar certain conditionq, fifteen cents
par ton, or any other sum. That is, bas it
not a right, as lu the famous Jesuits' Estatf a
matter, te do what it pleases with its own

rîoney ? Wa admit that the discrimination
iu question is in violation of the spirit of
the faderation compact, and hope that it
mav net ha persistad lu, or that it rnay ha

found uncenstitutional, because wa heliava
it te ha wrong and miachiavous lu principle.
XVe ara meraly questioning the conclusive-
nasa of the Mail's reasoning-.

"Te avada a duty hecause the officiaIs
will neyer ha any the wiser, is merally
wrong. To evada a duty by open acta
which lu tffcct say, ' I defy you te show
that any tax la Iegally due from my astate,'
la quite justifiable." How far tax-dcdging
la morally defensibla is, it appeara, a ques-
tien wbicb is beiug widaly abked lu Eng-
land, sinca the imposition of the deatb-
duties Frovided for by Sir William Har-
court's budget. Tbe aboya quotation freni
an article more than two columna lu length
rapresants the conclusion which. the Lon-
don Sp)ectator reachas,, as esnbodying the
athies of tha queetion. The elaborate arti-
cles lu the Spectator are, as a rule, se wall
written sud se ahly reasened tbat it la a
pleasura te, read them, bowaver far the

readier may sometimes ha from accapting
tha conclusions rEacbed. But it la net
ofteu that wa ind ene of its leader writers
approacbing se dangereusly near te casuis-
try as seea te us te ha doua hy the writer
of this particular article. Ha usas as illus-
trations twe ways of avading the daath
dues, which bad beau discussad by Mr.
Lahouchare lu Truthe. In the oua case tha
preperty is personalty. "lA bas a sou
wbom ha intends te ha bis hair. Ha buys
honda te bearer. Ha cut3 off tba number
of coupons that will probahly last bis life,
and places the bonds lu a box, te wbich ha
affixes a label hearing the inscription:
' This box and its contants ara tha property
nf my son., If ha predeceases bis son, the
box, baing the sou's, is bauded ever te hlmu
if the son predeceasas bum, hae tears the
label off the box." lu the othar case, B,
whosa property is lu realty, may adopt
this plan : lInataad of giving bis cbildran
allowances, ha might giva te each of theni
a mortgaga ou bis astate, the intereat on
wbich would ha equivalant te the allowance.
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In this case, the astate of the father 10uld!

on bis death, pay no duty on these ilort

gages."

Probably the uusophisticated readar

will find it difficuit to discover', unaîded,

any matarial diflarence in the moralitY.0f
these two imaginary tranEactions. The in-

tention is clearly the saine iu both Cases-
to evade the law. But for the law, neither

device would have beau resorted te.Bu

to the lynx-eyed moral judgmfeflt of the

Spectator casuist there is a very clear dis-
tinction. Bricfly stated, it is this. In

the one case, coucealment is necessarYp ln1

the other it is not. A man muet taka care

that no one knows that the bonds hale

heen placed in the box with the label on t

aIse, we suppose, lu the case of the 1101'>

dying first, the tearing off of the label

milght 19e deemed frauduieut. Iu the 0 ther

case ne such concealmeut is neces8eilie

though it is to ha inferred, we take it, that

sbould the tion predecease the father, the

mertgage would be caucelled (the SpectatOr

stipulates that thay must uot be burfle),

and the property would revert to the fathar,
te wbom it really was understood to belOOg

ail tbe tima. The Spectator's curions ethiî

cal principle is stated tbus :l ,n iattr8

of positive civic obligation like tax 19ayîngt

things are aither forhidden or tbey are net.-

If they are forbiddeu, it is immioral tc

de thani. If thay are not forbidden, it io

uot immoral to do them. In other wordet

laws wbich, imposa artificial obligations5 may

be tri.mtad to look aftar thaniselves. Nve

ueed uot worry to, halp tham to do thelir

work." And yet, iu a praceding part of the

articlc, the writ r says distiuctly Siflce
it is illagal for a man not to returri the

amount of income earned by bua, aud '0
pay income-tax thereon, a man is doing"' au

illagal, and se au immoral act, wbo des net

return bis income because the incotue-ta%
collecters have neyer ' spotted him ' and

sent bum a returu to fill up." But why e

tax-payer sbeuld worry himself te aid the

income-tax collector to do bis work, but

need not worry himEelf to enable the

death-duties law to do its work, is not very

clear. According te this new ethics, the niian
wbo may have had ne intention or wisb te

avada the law, but simply did not take tbe

trouble to do the tax-collector's work for

bim, la guilty, while he wbo successfUîllY

worked a acharne to evade the known intenl

tien of the law, is innocent. On the aaun6

principle, wa suppose, the lawyar who al1

lows his client to escapa conviction by fa"-

ing to hring forward some damuing evidence

which be alona knows of, does a m~oral

wreng, wbila ha who clears the client wbhol

ha knows to ha guilty, by soma claver bit

of legal strategy, is innocent. But wa did

uot men to argue tha question, but Iverey
,e eeto set bafore our readers wbo, may .O

the Spectator a curious sample of the ki1V

of discussion wbicb bas beau going ou i

soe of tbe English paperi since tha pBS
sage of the D eatb-duties Act.


