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"arned from the very best sources that the Canadian
GOernMet hrcnl enapoce yteUie

tes Governient wty b en ppoache debytheUntedf

1rltosbetween the two countries, and that our
'verni3ent bas requested the advice of her Majesty's

Q'oeroment on the subject,"1 the public were naturally led to
lhelieve that there must be sometbing important on the tapis.

Bt11thrpaper, equally near the Ilvery best sources," hasgizice, we brelieve discredjted that statement. It is, however,
di$uît to believe that ail these rumoure can have been
Riroltaneousîy set afoot witbout some basis in fact. There
eaui be,we suppose, little doubt that communications of

MIn knd, formai or informai, have been or are being
iftrehan 1 3 etween the tbree Governments concerning
Mil paeo eirocity. Even this belief is reassuring.
a lparties uet be growing tired of the perpetual disputes

tftthry matter with tbe constant danger of the serious

'n"Udertaningthey involve. It is quite possible that
Itercb in Of viewe with reference to some form of

'rd arrangement as a means of settlement may bave
"Iienced witbout it being very clear wbich of the tbree

Pairties rulade tbe ovrture. That is a secondary and unim-
Portant maatter, 80 far at least as the people are concerned.

. treghf persons in Canada would care to deny thattIat aty of reciprocity cou]d be agreed on, acceptable to.eMot ber Country as w'ell as to tbe two parties more
îrflbedatelY cnncerned, and involving a complete settie-
"'Iit of ail questions in dispute between the two nations,
t WO0l be a boon to ahl concerned. It is quite evident

iigîan"st istory as weîî as f rom present indications that
t'On dw.OUId gladiy consent t considerabie discrimina-agaî1 5' berself for tbe sake of being rid of these

ueatos-aUtswh a kindred nation, with wbicb se
d esi es o o te m e f p ace a nd frien d sb ip . E v en fro n ith::;1sess POint of view, considering tbe vast amount ofcjj aital invested in botb tbe United States andariada t WOUIdbe greatîy to ber interest to have ail stand-

t e Uesp settled and perfect goodwill restored between
th 1cuntries. We do not know whether the postpone-

otbdate of meeting of our own Parlianient bas
%Q en"tiOn with the matter, but there is certainiy

Peel so to bope that better counsels are beginning to
a nd i tbtat these tbree great branches of the Anglo-

a tc l-aY, soine day flot far distant, join bands
coeant of perpetual peace and good will.

Reemts now good reason to hope that the Indian
furh inb South, Dakota may be settled witbout

PlI-en OdF3ed The indications are tbat bad the samie
enip 10 and cautious methods wbicb General Miles is

le Ing been adopted before the Wounded Kaee ont-
i% 4ta tril massacre might have been avoided. It
'ýqIrI t it the Commission which was appoiated to

Il the conduct of Colonel Forsytb in t'hat affair
fle im b froni ail blame. Strong evidence ie

hIi oave been adduced to disprove the cbarge that
b5 e i e were unnecessarily fired upon. It may
tivii 0 for the sake of our faith in the progress of
40~ lunOit , that this is true, thougli we do flot
il t tbe sla ing and wounding of so many women
n " tbise e acounted for. But, as the Christian

U4". ses notb0ing seems to have been said about the
fO. 0e f beinaing the treatment of the Indians by
tO ,iarming, or to show that a serious attempt tof iie thein tbat tbey were flot to be ruthlessly sbot

1'hl , IRgbt not have averted the catastrophe. e ni ut*Men
if lâagl on al bande that one of the chief causes

Y 11, icU th te firet instance was the dismissal of a
an 0Periced ladian agent and the appointmient

kt 0
0  ent,, under the pressure of office-seekere,

Of ai l tbie and incompeteat man to tbe position.

tb e I ay the failure of the Government, eitber
th e4tOria anri orinees of Congrees or the dishonesty of

t iri. corrupt officiais, ofli its rss to
In 5t little wonder that a fierce and warlike

0, njiir "' a'd Of semi-starvation, exasperated by a es
4 e tand nfuriated by tbe dread of massacre, shouidbIe torib1lte initiative in an insane frernzy, and with

""bangest thiage in the wbole history of the
8ea controversy is the anger, real or pre-

tain United States' politicians and newspapers
le the British and Canadian Governments in
fthe application recentîy made ta the Supreme
elry duriaus feature of the outburst is the fact
ties and papers who bave been foremost in

'f 11E WEEK.

ridiculing Mr. Blaine's pretensions, and assuring him tbat
bie bas no case, are the butteet in their denuinciations of the
alleged insuit to tbeir dipiomatiste. It is surely in barmony
wîth aIl precedents in civilized countriee that any one who
believes himself to have suffered injustice or injury at the
hands of tbe citizens or officiais of any country ebalbave
free accsse thte courts for redrees. Sir Julian Pauncefote
is eaid to bave stated tbat the application to tbe Supreme
Court is simpiy the latest and muet natural etep in a
regular and normal course of procedîue, and that the Gov-
ernment of the United States bas long decliaed to enter-
tain tbe daims of aliens to dtamages for acte committed
under tbe autbority of the Federal Goverament until a
claimant has exbausted every remedy afforded him by the
constitution and procedure of tbe federal courte. Tbis is
an eminently reasonable position for any Government. But
it is, su far as we can gather, not the act of the owaer of
the vessel, but the intervention of the Canadian Govern-
ment which bas givea umbrage, thougb the laws of tbe
Ulnited States' courts make epecial provision for such inter-
vention. It is true that the wbole question, of which tbe
capture and confiscation of tbîs sealing vessel is but an inci-
dent, is, and bas been for years,tbe subjectof diplomatie cor-
respondence. But it would be unfair, indeed, if after the
claimant has waited su long in hope of a frîeadly settle-
nient of hie dlaim, or in consequence of inability to get
it before a bigber court, the Goverament of the country
of which he is a citizen, may not come to bis aid, in a
strictly legal action, witbout topping to consider what
miglit be the effect of a favourabie verdict upon tbe diplo-
matie ne'gotiations. Those Democrate who believe that
their own Government is in tbe wroag, and consequently
that the owners of the confiecated vessels have suffered
injustice, sbould be glad to bave tbat injustice remedied by
a legal and impartial action. Can it bie that the anger of
those who are raising euch an uutcry about the insuit
offered to the Wasbington Administration may be accounted
for on tbe ground that tbey fear lest they may be deprived
of one of their beet campaign weapone? Seeing tbat the
Goverament of tbe United States and its supportors bave
comparatively little toe ay about the matter, one might
almuet query wbetber they might net bc pieased rather
tbaa otherwise to bave the question taken out of their
bande and settled by their own court. Lt might give theui
an easier way out of the difficulty in whicb they have
involved themeelves, than any other aow open te theni.
Mr. Blaine bas said that the etep was no surprise to tbe
Goverament. May it not lbe that lie knew more about it
tban bie would now care to admit ?i

THE ANGLICAN CLbJRGY AIVD THE SUN-
DAY ~STflEET CARS.

LT is some length of tume siace we referred to the street
car controversy, and during that period the question

has been dehated witb a good deal of acrimony by different
classes of persons-by the City Council, by the clergy, by
the newspapers; and the hardeet and harehest wards have
heen spoken by the advocates of what is called the reiigious
side of the question. Indeed to eucb lengths bas thie
mode of debate proceeded that one of the ciergy, at the
recent meeting under the presidency of the Bishap of
Toronto, actually proposed tbat they sbouid merely vote
and not epeak, lest tiîey sbould say sometbingz that tbey
would regret ; and a considerable minority voted for that
proposition. The discussion sbowed that there was soein
reason for the caution.

The speeches at the meeting were in various respects
remarkable ; and tbey were, for the most part, expressive
of tbe most violent opposition not unly to the running of
the etreet cars on Sunday, but to the submitting of the
question to the decision of tbe people at large. We do
not propose, at present, to argue the question of street cars
on Sunday. We bave on previoue occasions indicated, as
clearly and fairly as we could, the arguments pro and con;
and notbing bas occurred to produce any change in our
convictions. At present we restrict oureelves to a few
remarke on the debate at the Anglican meeting.

One of the most remarkable features of the discussion
was the constant reference to the Fourth Commaudment.
Now, it is quite true that tbe Ten Commandmente are
read in the Anglican churches, and there are some good
reasons for such recital. But no Anglican regards theee
Commandments as exactly binding in the letter, or as
forming anything like a complete code of rules for Chris-
tian life and conduct. And with regard to the law of the
Sabbath in particular, St. Paul saye distinctly that we may

witbout blame regard ail days alike, and that no one is
to judge us in respect of Sabbatbe or new muoons.

If it be replied to this, tbat the Cburcb of England bas
reinstated the Fourtb Commandment, and that sbe bas
done this in the exercise of ber lawful autbority over ber
own children, it may be said in return, as it was saîd at
tbe meeting, that the Cburcb of England bas gi\ en nu
special restrictions as to the manner of keeping the day
Leaet of al has she invented artificial distinctions betw'een
the righteousnese or unrighteousness of private carrnages,
bired cabs, and public street cars.

Ia other words, the Cburch of England and every
otber Cburcb, and even the Judaizers, bave al bf t the
application of the Commandaient to commuon sense ,guided
by wbat one of the speakers called the principle of Chris-
tian expediency. We say that, i actual practice, althuugb
not wîth logical consistency, this is the principle univer-
sally adopted. In argument, however, it is tbe validity
of the Fourtb Commaadmeat wbicb is insisted upun, in
epite of Whateiy and Hessey and ail the principal writcrs
of modemn tues on tbe subject.

But we are not even here touching upon the real dif-
ference between the two parties among the Turonto clergy.
Nut une vuice was raised in favour of Sunday labour.
Even the runniag uf street cars was scarcely advocated.
At the muet it wae urged that a means uf conveying
women and children, in the summertirne, te High Park
wuuld be of advantage to tbe poorer classes, and that tbe
running uf street cars, under certain restrictiuns, migbt
even Iead tu the diminution of labour on the Lord's Day.
But tbe main point of difference was the question of
referring tbe decision te the ratepayere or the peuple at
large. Tbese, it was urged, forni the proper tribunal for
the settiement of this diepute.

Wbat was the answer te this pruposition 1 One gentle-
man would bave bad nu objection if tbe peuple had been
Christians. Another denounced the echeme as an appeal
to Jews, Turks, infidels and heretice. We have here cer-
tainly very noteworthy states of mind. Are we then
under the fif th moaarchy ?1 Are the Sainte actually the
rulers of the earth i And, if tbey are, by wbat tests shall
we know them 1' by wbat infallible proofs do tbey know
each other î And these others, wbo are not I"Chrietians,"
who are IlJews, Turks, inidels and herenie "-have they
nu civil rigbts i

And here we came face tu face witb the difficulty in
wlîich those are involved who refuse ta trust Ilthe peuple."
These ratepayere who cannot be allowed ta vote un the
subject of etreet cars are the peuple who contrai aur legis-
lation, aur education, and ail the external regulation of
our civil life. They are actually the peuple whu do indi-
rectly regulate aur street car service. We cannot pretend
to know tbe public sentiment on Sunday cars. But if
ever it becomes etrungiy in favour of theni, they will rrîn
in whateoever manner the decisian may be arrived at. No
une, however eager he may be for the change, would farce
Sunday cars upon an uawilling majarity. Very few want
themn for aay reasun except that of supposed public utility.
Lt is a littie absurd, in the actual circumetances of unr
times, tu denounce the public vote ; and the clergy are not
well advised when they speak of the impropriety of allow-
iag persans ta vote who are net of their own way of
thinking. Lt is quite proper that they should endeavour
ta give effect ta their uwa convictions ; but tbe very waret
way of doing this is to refuse tbe sanie privilege ta uthers.

COMB INES.

C OMBINES and the remedy of tbeir evils continue ta
be subjects of universal intereet. Ia Canada tbe

approach of Parliament lende a special intereet ta the eub-
ject, and starte the curious ta conjecture what new schemes
for tbe control of Combines bave been evolved during the
summer in the legilative minde of Messrs. Wallace and
Edgar. Mr. Wallace can scarcely be said ta bave advanced
any proposition at the last session of Parliament for the
suppression of Combines, or, indeed, even ta have avowed
bis enmity ta tbem, although hie appointment of a com-
mittee ta inveetigate the subjeot may justly be construed
ta that effect. Huwever, wbetever may be thouglit of
Mr. Wallace's lax profession or of the remedies he may be
suspected of supporting, it remains the fact that the tbink-
ing peuple of Canada are deeply indebted ta Mr. Wallace
for the vast amount of evidence that was coilected hefure
hie cummittee. La rivalry ta Mr. Wallace, Mr. Edgar
came forward and propoeed abolition of the tariff as the
oniy ratianal and practical method of destroying the mile
of Combines. H1e was confident ta an extreme in the
virtues of bis remedy, but it became tainted with party
venam, and the Hause would nune of it. An impartial
consideration of Mr. Edgar's prupasal muet cunvince une


