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YOun, Czar bas a wvonderful door lying

oPe- Lfora him. The xvelfare o? Europcý
18, in a large degree, i bis banda. Hf'

could do More than any other muan

tii Perpetuate peace amnong the nations

au1( hring about a gpneral reductuon

'If armaments. By a weil-adviscd lib-

Orlaizing o? bis Govern *ment, hy intno-

ducilng constitutuonal reforma, and giving
the people gradually self-government, be

1Tight establislî bimaolf forever in the
he'art of the nation, and wvin, for himseif,

the liberty, whicb bis father neyer enjî)y-

eti, of walking' or driving amiong bis peo-

Pie in safety. His course wiil ho watch-

ed with great intereat by ail] the wor]d,

and with the deepest anxiety by the mil-

lion1s under his irresponsible sway.

hiiwever diffi.-ult it may b'e tii obtain
relia>?0 information with reference tii the

aCtual pnogrsq of the Japanese forces in
their march thnougb Manchuria towards

Pekin, there can ho no reasonable doubt

that tbey are baving things pretty muchi
their own way. Tho utter incapacity of

J the Ohinese tii offer any effective resiatance

Wili hconme o? the marvels of history. The

latest rumour at the date of this writling,
tii the eflect that China is imploring the

intervention o? tbe great Eunop-ean pDwers
tii Put an end tii the war, on the basis of

the independence o? Corea and tbe pay-

nient of an indenîinity, is made plausible

'l't i111Y by what is known o? tbe state o?f at1airs in the field, but by tbe ueni
8ta(ements made by Lord Roseberry in

0'3e o? bis recent speeches. The powers

ae ail more or leas interested in prevent-
'ing the disintegration o? China, but in the
hiresence o? 80 nîany conflicting interesta
alid 80 much international jealousy, it is

dOnbtful whetber they can agree upon any

eefinite recomînendatuons. Jealousy of

Çxlreat Britain wili pnobably make it un-
'eieor impossible for ber tii take the ini-

tive, and it is doubtful whether there is

n"Y Other nation which can do it. Certain-
]y noi one wiîî attempt it single.-handed, or
*thout a distinct underatanding with the
rest. Even should they succeeti in agree-

il ' 9 pon recommendatuons tii bu made tii
anld urgeti upon Japan, it ia doubtful
'*betber, in the flush o? victory achieveti

arnd the hope o? greater tii come, the

JaPanese Government wiil ho in any

listening mood. Will the powers appiy
ciieon 'i It i8 scarcely probable. It

wiixld ho diflicuit, on grounds generaily
'eognizýd, tii find a pracedent for such an
"iterforonce. There is, moreover, gr2eat

force in the remark o? the London

C"liethat, if China desire3 pea-e, she

8houiti appeai directly tii ber conquenor.

Jaa Would bc but further copying Euno-

Pean usages shoulti she insist on that as a
firat step.

A bnoati bat doua not always cover
wise birad.

THE CANADA REVUE CASE.

Afuer muature delib aration, 7-Nir Justice

D,)hity haq pronounced j tdgment in the

cise of the proprietors of the Can%éla

Revue~ against Archbishop Falbre, o? Mont-

real. The points at issue, in this soee

what fnoious case, are no doubt fresh in

the memiories o? moat o? our readers. In

a pronouncement, or circular, lwhich ho

caused to ho read in ail the churchies with-

in bis diocese, the Archbishop forbide

Iuntil furdier order, ail the faithful, un-

der th- penalty of rafusal of the sacra-

ments,to print, tii place or keep on deposit,

to sAIl, distribute, reai, recoive, or keep

in their possession,' the journal in q ces-

tion. That the reïult was great financial

loss tii the pnoprietors o? the paper is ad-

mitted. The judgrnent of the court was

in favor o? the defendant at every point.

The generai principie on which the judg-

mýnt is based is, as we underatand
it, 8omewhat as follow8: The Citholic

Church stands, in the eye o? the iaw, on

the samne level with any other !egalizýd

society or bodly, witb wbich men may

connect themselves. The Archbishop's
mandate, did not, in any way, transc.md

the preragative conferred on hirn by the-

members of that church. In crticisingy

the publication in question, ho had but

exeroised the riglit common tii every

citiz-3n, so long as the criticism i8 fair and

hionast, nod it hati not beon shown tii be

otherwise in thiq case. Th inight t) pro-

hibit, under penalty, the reading andi cir-

culation o? the journal within bis duocase,

behongeti tii him, as bishop of Montneai,
andi even the plaintiff d id not deny tii the

Archbishop, as such, the right tii condemn

hetenodox writings and tii forbiti bis people

tii read tbem. The Judgye saiti

'The making o? titis part*icular ruie
is cleariy shown to have been within the
scope o? th- defendant's anthDrity as
Bishop, andi the rule itself, not being in
conflict with the law of the land--thiýre
bein g no law in this Province, and it not
even being pratendeti that there ia, mak-
ing it unlawfui for any association or
b:ody o? men, religions, or othorwise, tii

constitute within itseif an authority tii
serve as a guide tii its membgra as tii what
they shail or shall nlt reati, nor for the
porson vested with such authority tii ex-

eroise it over the membera of that socioty
-it seems impossible tii soc in that
exeoise of authirity an aýt wnong-
fui, as being, under the law o? the cburch,
beyond the power o? defendant as Bisbop."

The jutiment was ably andi dispas-

sionately reaioned, andi it wouid iii be-

come us tii call ini question either its im-

partiaiitY or its leYali ty. But the ciao

sugge3ts s0 many questions of pubhlie in-

terost andi stands 80 cuiisely related tii the

freediim of the press, wbich we, as a

people, prize 80 highly, that it cannot ho

aiss tii cal attention tii some o? the

difficuities witb which thejutigmont seems

b9set, andi tii suggest someq o? the conse-

quences which it seoms tii carry witb it.

We shall do this i a merely tentative
form, withont attempting to draw conclu-

sions or mak' ýaffirmitions.
No inaMice was proved, says the Judge.

Suppose malice had been proved would

or should this have aflected the j adgment?

Would flot ail the main arguments under-

lying it have romained the same 1 Had

the court, on the principie on whicb the

judgment is based, any riglit to inquire

into the motive? Would nlot doing so

have made the State, as represented by
the court-for the court is, as itse]f af-

lirmed, IIthe State itself, interpreting

and applying the law " whicb itself,
through the Legisiator, had made.-judge

of a theological, ecclesiastici, or religious
question

It has been said with somne force,
though we are not sure whethor the court

us-d this argument, thttt the proprietors
of the Revue, hein- members of the

church, hîad thcreby agreed tii be bound

by the laws of the church, one of whicb

j5, as they well knew, that the Archbisbop
has the right tii tell the niembera of the

cburch that they must r8frain fromn this

or thaF course of conduct, must refrain
fnom reading or circulating this or that

book or perio&icai, on pain of excommuni-
cation ; theref ire the said proprietors had
no right to complain, so long as tbey con-

tinued membera of that churoh. But

suppose they had not b3en memb3rs or
had withdrawn. fnrom its communion before
the action in question was takon, would
that hava afficted the judgment of the

court ? Is therd, iii regard tii an action for
pecuniary damage3, one la w for members
o? a given church or society, and anothor

iaw for those who are not membors? It

is but fair tii repoat here that Judgo

D3herty distinctly affirm8 that the court

knows the Catholic Church oniy ilas it

know8 any othpr religious body, or any

other association tii which perdons, being
in the State and coming under the ,juris-

diction o? the court, may belong, just to

the extent which the State, through the
L'gislator, recognizes or permits the exis-

tence of such bodies or associations.,,

Notwithstanding, or rather in accordance
with this, there may perbaps be rooni for

thi q uestion above suggested.
The Canadian courts have, we believe,

d istinctly estabisbed that the prelates and
clergy of the Cathoic Church shall not ho
perînitted to uise ecclesiasticaý intimidation
in order tn guide the action of its nîem-
bers iii regard to the electuon of memboers
of Parliament or Lggislature. Whierein
are the caïes not parailel ? If the Arch-
bishop behieves that moral or spiritual
barm wouid resuit tii members o? the
church within his diocese from the election
of a certain candidate, or the success o?
a certain party,is it not within bis jurisdic-
tion to tell them so, andi to forbid them, on
pain of the refusai of the sacraments, to
vote or canvas for that candidate or party ?
Is it not at least within bi,3 j uriad iction to
fnrbid them to read any argument or ap-
peai which my bi put foi-th in favour o?
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