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THE BEIIRING SEA DIF~iCULTY.
There is evidently soinn anxiety both

ut Lendon and W'ashington at present
over the troubles which are likely to arise
out of the question of the right of sub-
jeets of Great Britalît to participate iii
te seal fisltns of the Behring Sua, andl
if any confidence can bu placed in runiors,
thora is a dusire on the part of both the
B3ritish and United States Goverjntents
that an amicable and reasoîtable settle.
mient of the wvhole inatter should bc
reachied before the question bucoines any
more tanglcd, as iL very likuly would by
rcsuits of another season's IisIhing oper.
attions there.

For several years bmîck the opinion was
gunetwi on this side of the international
boundary lino and iii Great Bî'itain that
the wvhole dificulty over the Beuhring Sea
flshings was based upon the unwarrailted
dlaimi of the «United Status to the sole
.right of fishing in thiese waters, toth
exclusion of citizuns of ail othur nations
from participating therein. This clin
too is based upoa an. Imperial 'Russianl
(lecree, issued years before -that empire
cedud thuir Antericail possessions to h
Ù«nited States, but noever acknowvledged
by any other nation. So that in te
popular belief hure the Uuitel States
Governient base ail thieir action in ex-
cluding Canadian seniors froin the
Behring Son fishieries uponi a bogus dlaim
made by another nation, which nover
da:red te enforce it; and. on the strength
o? sucli a dlaimi aiso, the înonopoly 4'*
these seal fisheries have been leased to a
commercial corpora tion in the 'United
States.

Tho above may bu taken as the accepted
view of tho Behring Sua difficuity in
Great Britain and Canada, and it is enly
recuntiy that the opposite siJo o? the
qunestion hias reached the cars of people iu
both countries, and it now suenis that tho
*United States Government, (according ta
a largo and.influential section of the press
there), is more anxious about the preser.
vatiorefthesealsfrom,.vanton destruction,
than about the enforcement of a flshing
nmonopoly. Row much honesty there is
in titis contention it ia prematuro to
decido just nowv. But admitting that it
is truc, tho Goverimient of tlie 'United

Suteu arc to bo conunonduci and not conl.
dentnied for tixcir efforts at protection
fronti wanton destruction, an<l every
reasonablo mni liera mtust fuel liopeful
that by somne joint arrangemnît tho pewet.
of Great Britain aîile Canada ivill bu
added iiiiaîn aîîm sueit protection.

It seeuts tit tito practice of kiliing or
capturing tîte fetuale suais wvhen they are
attending to thecir young, tlîuà-leavingr the
young brood to perishi for want of thuir
attention, is the greatest cause for coin-
plaint agaînst Canad1ian seaIors, and
people whvlo can reienîber tito seaiing
business of past years in Arctic Suas
itortît of the Atlantic, cuit also reumeinher
how the sualiirdually (lisappeared under
this ivanton systeim, -until now seaiingr it
tîtesu suas is unprofitable. Thaï; the
practico ivas never stopped or chccked in
tiiose suas, is no reason wvhy it should not
bu in tîte Blehring Sea. The suai fishieries
there are of inost value te the people of
tho United States, and it is but natural
that the Governmnent of t hat country
should take tîte initiative int their pro-
tection. The Governments of Great
Britain and Canada, if they secure for
their citizens equal rights iii sealing ivitît
those of the United Statua, would certain-
ly bu following a wviser course in assisting
to protect thesu fishieries, titan i using
their prestige and powver ta protect a fooet
o? nauticai poachers, wvlio are enti'tled ta
no consideration froni tny higît mindud
nation.

But Canadians havehlad some experieonce
iii connection with fishing poachers, and
the cry igainst the fisi destroying
pr-actices of United States fisitermen
along-the shores of tîte Maratime provinces
during and since the days îvhen thy
posscssed treaty privileges tîtere, can bu
iveil reînembered. The common reniark
by aur people on this subject wvas, that
NeNw Engiand fishermen hiad destroyed
the flihing aiong their own. coasts, and
now sought to destroy it aiong ours.
When we take for granted that; pro-
tect.in and neot prohibition is the poiicy
o? the UJnited States in the Behring Son;
and look back over the wvanton siaugliter
andl almeat extinction of the suai in other
northern -waters ; lve couid net bo accused
o? being tee candid, if we admitted that
B3ritish sualers bave exterminated the
seul nreund the coasts of their ow.&
territory, and now suek to, do the sane
around tho coast, o? .Alaska. If thte
admission is to, strong for our peoplo ta
maire, it is certainly a very natural

as.sertion for people iii the Uniitud State.s
to niake, and ivould centain sonie
truth.

IL seuias ta a plain business mmnd Liit

tho onl1Y great difiiculty that Clini arise inm
connction %vitlt the settlèment of Lii.s
l3chring Sua inisin(lrstanding, for sudl
wve hope it is, -will bu if the Goermtti(-t
of the United States seek to entorce Lime
exclusive riglit claini, and atteînpt to
drive'our fishormnun eut of a. sua, that is as5
nîuch an ocean hiýiwiay -as tho Mieuii
Gulf. Thiere is but epe Vourse open in
sucli a contingency for Great Britaîx aîîmi
Canada, nanely, resistance to tho cliiîii,
andi nîcasure the resistance juat iii pro.
portioni t the attemnpts mnadeo teunfoîce
iL, even if the mo3t extrenie neastires
have ta bu adopted.

PRIMAE LETTRR I)ELIVERIES.
Tua unjust ani bungieà up postal aut

passed at the last session o? the Dominioni

Farlianient, and which is now in force, is

scemingly likely ta, buar quickiy sonie of
the fruit, 'whih m-igltt be epecteil froli)

suchi a piece of legislation.' A firmi ini

Hlamilton, Ontario lias decidud to start

business in the ie o? local circulai- and

lutter dolivery, and no dewbt calculate mu
being ablo ta serve te public of that city
at a cheaper rate than the twve cents a

lutter postage, as has beun fixed by tie

non' pestal lawv. They have ne doubt

made careful inquiry, as thuy state thecy

have, into te lugal aspect of their under-
taking, and arc satisfied that tlîey hiave a
perfect right ta engage in sucit a business.
From other sources it la iearned thiat lite
31inister of Finance la equally certain,
that ne private party, conipany or corpor-
ation bias any legal righit te engagre iii Lite
carrying and dulivery e? lutters in opposi-
tien to the post office, se that the firnn
referred ta, 'ývil1 very likeiy ent2r upoît
thueir non' undertaking wvith a legal figlit,
that ;vill prove very interesting ta Lie
business publie of Canada.

It wovuid bu diicult ta find a stroîîger
proof e? the burdensomness as wcll au
the'injustice o? the nen' postal act, tlnaii
is furnish in te propoed action o? this
Hamilton finm. Pestal iaîvs and r-egla.ý
tiens in every -%eil governed country are
framed net as a source o? revenue, uven
wvhen the service runderèd ta the puiiis
.suppiied cheapur than' private enterprise
cani supply iL. But when the Gmven.
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