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greeted, it was in its logica[ qualities distinctly inferior te
either of these wbicli preceded it. Mr. Mowat spoke f rom
the higli vantage greund of the man in power, the man
who lias been in power se long and with so large a majorîty
at his back that he may regard lus position as well-nigli
impregnable, and may speak face te face witli bis audience

without tliicwing even a gessataer veil of modest self-
depreciatien over lis words of self -congratulation. His
record of victeries achieved over botli Local and D)ominion
opponents is certaitily an unusual one, and tlie evident
pride with which lie recouts bis eetîquests will, by his
party supporters at least, be regardcd as of the kind caîl cd
"pardenable." One thought suggested by the facts of

lis career is weil wortli being pondered by the people of
the Dominion, who are supporting a costly Senate, and by
those of each of tlie Provinces, Manitoba excepted, with
their Legislative (louncils. It must bic admnitted on al
hands, Iess as a tribute te Mr. Mowat Chan te the Systeiti
whicli was successfully uscd by his predecessor inthte

premiership as well, that neither the legislation of the
Dominion nor that of any other Province lias been more
wisely censervative, more free froin rash experimentation
and miachievous blundering than that of Ontario. The
bearing of this fact upon the possiblîties of tlie future of
other Provinces and of the Dominion in the way of greater
simplicity and economy in legislation is obvious. [n
regard te thceone peint, liowever, upoti whicli ment persons
in tlie audience would ne doubt have been glad te liave the
light of Mr. Mowat's speech concentrated, lie dcclined te

throw any light wliatever. We refer, of course, te the
much-discutssed amendinents te the Separate School Act.
Mr. Mowat did, iudeed, promise te spcak at an early day
more at lengtli upon public tuatters of Provincial cencern,
when lie will ne deulit enter upon this burning question.
Iu thc meantime bis auditors and thte people generally
must content themselves as best they can with bis general

and emiplatie assurance that the andutents in question
and al is legilative acts are absolutely fair and spotlessly
Just te Catliolic and Protestant alike. tlow lie proposes
te dentenstrate the fairuess, the expedl(.,iecy or thte pro.
priety of giving te the Roman Catitolic clergy the immense
advantage in thq propagation of the doctrines ef tîteir
Ohirch, wlich they derive frointhtîe oeactmci(nt wliclt
makes it, compulsory upon assessersi te set down as Soparate
School supporters, net only al ratepaýyeýrs whommt they znay

know or think te lie Catliis, but ail whomn any person
may assert te be sucli, must reniain in the uteantie ameng
the mysterios of party logisiatien, wliilo we await the
convenience of tlie Premier.

W Ehave repeatedly called attention te the strange lack
of uniformity in the sentences passed bay dilferent

courts for similar oflences, as an axtenaly auîounting te
positive injustice, for whiclî a remedy sbould be.found.
A Montreal paper adds another te the long list of illustra-
tions. It informs us tliat at the recent aiisiz,'A"leAn crne
case a primer was sontenced te twenty irec menths
imprisonment, in anotîter the prisoner was sentenoed te
fourteen years, and ini stili amother the prisoner only
received two months, the cases ail being for seilson
women. Curiously enough [lie man who reeived the

fourteen years was net the perpetrator cf [he crime, but
an accomplice, whle in tlie otîter cases in wltli i e sen-
tences were se liglit the convicted perseus were thte actual
offenders." "lThe reasonable ueductien frein thie sentence,3
would h," says our centemperary, Il[bat it is a groater
ofFence te -bo an accomplice [han te bce a principal." Tîtere
may have been degrees of brutality or other ntodifying
circumstances te account in some ueasure foi' the dis-
parities in [homme sentences, but the real explanation must

probably ho sougbt, and may prebably lic found, in tlie
idiosyncrasies of the presiding judges. As we do net even
know their naines, our remarks are, of course, wi[hout thc
ligh[es[ personal reference. ']'ie obvious fact is that

individual judgmen[s, mental or moral, differ se widely in
individuals of different training and [emperament that
they cannot lie relied on te secure that degrea of uniformity
and certain[y which is eue of [he most potent factors in
makiug punishmeut effective. '[he moral influence of such
disparities upon [he minda of tlie criminals themselves, as
well as upon onlookers wi[h criminal [endencies, must lie of
the wors[ possible kind. Ins[ead of leaving the court im-
pressed with the impartiality and majesty of [ho law as
adminis[ered, somne of [ho former will leave chuckliug over
[he unexpec[ed ligh[noss of [heir sentences, while others
will gnash the ir teeth in rage and go te [heir doom witb
lesa horror of' their crimes and a deeper lia[red of [lie
society which is se unequal in its treatmen[ of offenders.

The spectators, tee, eau lîardly fail te despiHo instead of
reverencing the judicial systetn whicli eau lead te such
resuits. The remedy, it is clear, mlust bie souglit in ene or
botlî of two directions. Either the punisltment must lie
more rigidly prescribed for ecdi specitie crimie-a very
diflicuit miatter, ne doult-or a system nmust lie adopted
xvereby [lie concurrence of two or more justices must lie

had in ail criinial sentencets. The sanie necessity applies
witli even gýreater force te [thc miner police and magis-
trates' courts. T[hle haste and consequent arliitrariness of
[lie sentences givemi evcry day ini our city police courts is
positively sbocking, if people would but refecet upon it.
It is a reproacli te our civilization tliat justice slieuld lie se
uuevenly dispenscd, and the public look on witli se little
cencern.

R Ey. PEZINC IPAL G RAN'l', since bis returu fron, a
>trip te l)rit.slt Columtbia, litas refci'red, iii anl inter-

view, te the case of Mr. lDuncan anîd[lie renioval of tlie
Metlakalitla Indians. Ie is reported as having spoken
very highly of Mr. Duncan and bis ivork, and secms of
opinion tliat tlîey have sufl'ered great hardship and injustice.
Ilis suggeYstioni that an independent cotmmission should lie
appointed to inquire into tlie matter and report tlie facts,
ts a good eue and sliould lie acted upon. It is liard te
conecive of any objections te sucli a course, not founded
upon the ideý that tlhe riglits of the Indianis in question
are of tee little consequence te justify se mudli trouble and
exeense. Sucli a view wîll net comniend itself te [lie
people of Canada. The imîpression is aliroad and deeply
planted iii tbe nîinîls of nîany that these poor people have
been un.justly and larshly treated. The Domlinion cannot
afford te rest urnder sucb an i nputatioui. 'Tli Indians of
thte Pacifie Coast are, we suppose, the wards of [the Govern-
men[, as at-c ail the othuer Indiaus, and the (4overnment is
in boneur, as well as in bummanity, beund te preteet [hemi
frein ill-trcatiutent and in justice. Wc ar,ý aware [bat a
geod (leal is te lie said on the other side of the qluestiont,
and that both Mr. Dunican aand lus Netiakalttla people are
ltcld by sontie te have beeriblianewortliy, if 'lot disîtonour-
ab)le, in tîteit- dealings witl thte Clinrel of Emglatud Mission-
ary Society. I t is hardly probable [bat their coud uct was
wholly coinmmndalol or judiciomus. But, on tlic ofier }and,
nothin'g but a keen su-tse of in justice and despair of rcdress
ceuld constrain a large body te forsake their lantd and their
claiite treaty comipensatiotn, att(] cross thte louutdary into
aniother country. Th'e, very circuxestanice tCtat tiierse is
ditliculty ini gcttiug at thte facts of thc case is the best
reason for lîaving it carefully inquired ite. It is te lie
lioped tChat sente good friend of thc Indian will take up
tîteir case in parliantent, and press for full and reliablo
information. D)r. Grant says it will lie difficuit now fte set
right the wrong which lias liccu donc. But it is neyer tee
late te try te rectify a wrouug. If [lie ludiaus Itave been
wroîîgfnlly deprived of thoir Property restitution eau at
lcastlbe made.

T I'r(cn visit of Mr. lal'y, Scrtary of the Eglsb
Coipyrighut Associatio,î, te OLtawa, te urge [the objec-

tions cf lBritisht pulilishers te the Canadian Copyright Act,
coulmled with ttte fact tctat Mr. 'Daldy aIse setni-oticially
represented tlic British Geverutment, makes it pretty cer-
tain that a streng influence is being hrougltt te beau' in
Englauid te secure [ho disallowance of the Act. Titis was,
ne doulit. auticipatcd lîy thuose wlio secured [he passage of
the Bill. Mr- Daldy is reprcsented as saying thtat it was
absurd te suppose tliat thtere was auy claslimg cf interests
between English and Canadiati publîsliers. T[bis is just
where lic and those wliom hie represetits are mitaken, and
it is likely that after thc joint interview had by him and
represcutatives of the Canadiau publishers withî members
of [he Governteint, lie will returu te England witb a vcry
different impression. There is a vcry considerable lashing
be[wecn [he interests of thme English and tîtese of tlie
Canadlian book-tradc, and [the niatter nust, [bore is reisen
te fear, assume [lie shape of a <lestien as te wbicli of the
two intcrests shaîl prevail ini Canadian lcgislation. t is,
indeed, quite possible Chat Chosc interests may lie capable
of being reconeiled, but that eau only eccur as [he result
of a change of view on the part of Englisît publishers and
authors, bascd upon better information in regard te the
stato of affairs in Canada, as te what their real -intercsts
are. t is net te l)e wondered at [bat some clauses of [lie
Canladian Ac[, especially that whicb provides [bat au
Englisli copyright book must bie republisbed iu Caniada
within a montb cf its publication abroad, in order te secure
tho benefits of Canadian copyright, sliould appear like con-
fiscation from [ho Englisb point of view. The chief source
of difficul[y arises f rom [ho peculiar circums[ances in whidh

Caniada is placod by rcason of lier cloie proxiiïity to a
nation which has hitherto been peculiarly unscrupulous in
its disregard of the rights of foreign autliors and pub-
lishers. This fact, which the English parties interestei
do nlot seem to take fairly into account, conîpletely destroys
the parallel whicli they seel, to draw between the Doin-
ien and the European nations represented ini the Berne

convention. The situation lias been, no doulit, fully ex-
plained to Mi». Dldy, by the representatives of the Cana-
dian Association, and it may bce hopel that lie will ini

consequence bce prepared, on bis return, te prese'nt the
facts to the roombers of the association of whi'h lie is
secretary, and to the Government, in sucli a liglit as may
modify their views and lead to a satisfactory arrangement.
Ot.lerwise there mnust be a direct jeinin1g of an issue, the
decision of wltich must rest with the ]B:ritibl Governnient,
whicb will, we tbink, liardly care to veto thîe Act of the
Canadian Parliainent, in such a inatter.

T IIE re-appearance of The BysawAerin the field of

and tliinking public ntay well bce eongratulated. The
moment is opportune. Questions of vital importance to
the future well-being of Canada are just now demanding
the best thought of its wisest citizens. Tltege questions are
sure te be discussed in tlie coiumns of The Bystander witli
unsurpassed force, clearness and literary ability, an-d what
is perliaps of even greater value, witb the most compiete
independence. Thoughtful Canadians may dissent froîn
many of the writer's views. They may often queation the
conclusiveness of bis reasonings. Neverthless they cannot
fail to appreciate the great value of The By8tander's con-
tributions to currettt political literature, represienting as
they do the matured opinions of an author whose culture,
schlearship and bistoricai knowledge nuite te place hue in
the very front rank of journalistie writers. We are glad te
see that the larger part of the Octolber nunther is occupied
with subjects purely Canadian in cliaracter.

A CAUSE, liko an individual, lias sometimes as rnuch to
dread froin the a(ivecacy of frionds as frointthe dle-

nunciatien of cenies. Th'is is the reflection forced uipon
us by reading the article entitled Il Canada artd lrcland
A Political Prle, by Professor J. P. MNahaffy, MA,
of D)ublin UJniversity, ini the ()ctobor Ca aqo.The
least that couid have been expected froni se learned and
able an exponent of Irisht Proestantisnt was Chat lie should
have taken care to acquaint himself tlîoroughly with the
facts of Canadian history before venturing to make such
use of tleim as he lias in tlie article in question. As it is,
there îs reason te fear that the real force of the Irishi-
Protestant argument against Honte Rule for Ireland niay
ouffer, in the estimation of Canadian readers, at lenst, by
the numerous inaceuracies and the glaring one-sidedness
of the so-called Canadian parallel lierp presenteil. The
ntind of the lover of equal righits and British fair play is
thrown into an attitude of suspicion at tChe outset on find-
ing himself in the presence of a thinker wbe regards the
original treaty which " secured te thte Frencht inliabitants
of the Provinces the righit te use their own language and
practise their religion" as a Il grave blunder ini policy."
When he proceeds a little further and reads of Il the recent
change, by whicli the British possessions in Canada ceased
to bce a colony and became a Dominion with independent
governulent," lie rulis his eyes to assure himself that these
are not tho confusions of a dreain, rather than th(e words
of a semrewhat famnous professer in a British University.
An opinion se narrow, followcd by an inaccuracy se glar-
inga, foruts a fitting introduction te the e." parle description
of the Canadian situatiotn which makes up the body of the
lirief article. Two or tltreo furtiter illustrations will
exhaust our spaco and suflice for thte present purpose,
which is simply to point eut tlie extent te whichi even dis-
tinguislted tmen are in danger of sutfering the materials of
their argument te lbe coloured and warped by the warmth
of their feelings. That tbe Jesuits' Estates Act has Il re-
endowed the Jesuits with their ancient property," and that
"lthe small Protestant ninerity in the leuse at Quebec
pretested," wîll be news te Catiadian readers ; but the lack
ef information which appears in such statements is, per-
haps, less maisehievous and more pardonable than the
unqualified assertion of what cau be at best but an unprov-
able opinion as if it were a demonstrated fact. This
Professer Mahaffy unquestionably doos in the following
statement, the last sentence of which will lie seen te be
specially unwarrantable, if net absurd, in the light of
Lord Stanley's own explicit declaratien. "Sir J. Macdon-
ald," says this intrepid framer of parallels, Iland the leader
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