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ly voulid not have been grantcd had
Great, Britain volunitarily reduced lier
duties on Frenchi goodis writhout reciprocal
advantages. Wo cannot, of course, be
sur'pr'ised tiat the political opponents of
the Governmiit, should try to enbarrass
then utier the circuistances, but the
public at large will wrait patieiitly for the
mueetimg or Parliaient, il the assurance
that the future fiscal policy will, in tie
meaimie, receive the iost careful con-
,ideratin.

THUE FISHIERY QUESTJO.(.

Mr. Secretary Evarts' despatelh on the
suiblect of the alleged grievance sustained
by United States fislierimen from the peo-
plle of Neoundland alis CaIsei just in-
dignation in Canada. I tas at least the
appearance of avery discrediltable atteinpt
ta evade the paymîent of an awvard whixicli
a portion of the citizens of the United
States have evinced a desire to repudiate
ever since the tine that it ias made.
Mr. Secretary Evaits h'as put forvard
wvihat seeis a nost extraordinary claim,
viza.: " If there are ta be reguîlations of
colmnon enjoyment they must be authen-
ticatei by common or joint authority.''
T(hat is, the United States claim, ii virtie
of their fishery rights under theL treaty Of
Washington) a right ta overricde the muni-
cipal lawrs of a British Province,-in other
words, ta override tie treaty itself, vhicl
limits tie concession in favor, or the
United States ta the use or fle fisheries

u in coioin wilth te subjects of Her Bri-
taniuuc Majesty? Mr. Evarts Cau lardly
be prepared ta maintain on the part of a
professedly religious people that it is ob-

jectionable ta legislate agailst fishing ou
Sunday, and yet the inference ta b drawn
(ro his despateli is that lie is favorable
ta sucl a practice, and that lie is of opi-
nion tlat, tleTreaty of Wrasliingion author-
izes the Goveriuent or the United States
La object to a municipal law agailnst Sun-
day lisiig. Again, lie claims a right to dis-
allow an Act tie abject ofwliclh is to pro-
tect the disheries. A more discrcditable
despateli has never, we, venture ta assert,
bîeen sent fromi the Bureau at Washington.
The abject is a paltry, meanî evasion of a
mnoney payment, and our only apprelien-

4) sion is tLat, owing ta the little interest
whbicli England lias in the question, and
ta the more exciting subjects wh'liclh arc
at present engaging public attention, il
iuay be treated writh more indulgence than
il deserves. We cannot doubt it there
iîust be precedents in abundance, Ilicli
can be cited in support of the supremuacy
of the municipal iaw or a country under
sueh circuistances as those cited in Mr.
JSviu-ts' despatcl. Lhe Frencli have had

during a long-terni of years fisiery rights
in Newfoundland, as well ns on tle coasts
of Englantd. It seens contrary ta all in-
Lernatioial law tiat a privilege granted ta
foreigners ta fish in the waters of an inde-
pondent state shoild carry wriLli it a right
ta violate the municipal faw or that state
vlijci its own subjects are coipelled Lo
obey. Mr. Evarts' languago is not suscep-
tible of any misconstruction. [le main-
tains that Lhe tishery rights "are ta b
4 exercised wholly frce frons tho restraints
uand regulations of the statutes of New-
4 foncland, nowr set up as authority over

our anis fisiermen, and from any ofher
i regulation of the ishery now in force, or
"that imay lii-eafter be enacted by that
'Governmet."> Admitting, as he does,
that it msay be desirable that the partici-
pation in the fishery should be rr-gulated
by sane competent authority, Mr-. Evarts
maintains that " such competent athor-
"ity can only he found in a joint cou-
"Ven tion tlat shall receive the approval
" of Her Majesty's Government and our
i on." It is pretended by Mifr. Evarts
that if such a stipulation as obedienca ta
the colonial municipal laws had been pro-
posed iheni the treaty ias under discus-
sion, il would never have been accepted.
We should like ta be inforimed ibetler
during the îîeriod whien the Amrr-ricais
enjoyed the right or fishing ntder the old
rociprocity treaty they ever claimed the
riglt ta act is defiance of Lhe municipal
laws of the colonies. Tho Lime is not far
distant wlien it will be uiecessary ta re-
consider the wrhole subject of the fisberies ;
anîd, if wre are not muicL imistaken, the
Americans vill find tlat thcy wîill he un-
able ta obtain a renewal of the treaty on
tie ternis thLat tlhcy desire. Most cer-
tainly no sucli concession as that clained
for tie irst timse by Mr. Evarts, after
about sixteen ycars' enjoynent or fishery
rights by citizens of tle United States,
iill be granted unidier any nxewr arrange-
nent that may be matde. The press of
the UniLtied States encourages Mr. Evarts
in lits extraordinary pretensions, a-i tihe
Chicago lribiuie goes so far as Go use
tlreats of a mnost unbecoming character.
We shall give a specimen of thse insolent
language useti by tie Tribune, and close
wiLl thsen our preseit notice of lie sub-
joct:

lTiere lais iei trouble eiough, and ic
American.people are nîot il the mlood to have
any more. They demanid t have this question
and every ailier that cain bei r ised ettied nom
and forever, so thi the people of tii Dominion
canxnot violate ou: rights by g*ibbles and eva-
sions 0, hy local lupalat on s.:1îici supersides
international law. "it is folii f'or either Eug-
land tr 0anada to're-olpen thei cst en now and
provoke it contlict, for the otie resul. vill follow
the aither just as suirely u. night fklows day.
Tle ncelrivan peoiple 'hay beei triledt avi.h

intil they have lost their patience, and they wii
stand notin1g m'ore withoit striking back and
striking back liard. The five-million-dollar rI-
dict against themwas bad enougi ofitselfwiti-
dut iaring further indignities piled on etp of'
it. One or these days, if the Engliii and Coina-
dians do not satisfactorily setle ilings, the
knot will bo cut iii sichil a sharp and surprising
way that. there will be ino troible afterwards.
They arc in about is good a iosition to insilit
us is tie Amicer wias when lie insuilted England,and we are fuilly as able to resent, and iunish
an iisuit as Eligland is in the case of t.he Aiieer.
England is not in a position, and Canada ciast,
of ail, ta trille witil us niiy rirther, and we ar1-e
iot in Ilie mîîool to l>e tri/lcid iiflt. .u the case of'
the Aierican fishermeni Iviiose righits Iwere iii-
vaded, we are not onfly ent-itled to redress, bit
the people will look to the Governienxt to exact,
tle fillel iistissasre of apiology and coiipienîsn-
tion, witli gua ranîtec for fic ftucîre. loin Btll
and his colonists across tue border might as
well realize that this Government will not alowr
its fislierniein to be disturbîed iii any of their
riglts, and the sooner thicy realize it tue botter
it will he for lieni and thoir interests."

EAIL OF1 DUFFERIN'S ADMINISTRA
TION.

'l'vo volumes have been simultaneously
oflered to tie Canadians public, wvith ver'y
similar titles, ansd on tlhe sanie interesting
subject- "'IThe Administration of tie
E'arl ofDufferin,"-one by Mr. Wm. Leggo,
Biari-istei-at-Law, the other by Mr. George
Stewart, juns. We can scarcely doubt,
liaving r'eler'ence ta tIse strong feeling of
admiration l'or our late Governor General
anid lits accomplislied Countess, whîich is
generally entertained by the inliabitants
of the Dominion, that both the wIorks ta
which Ire have called attention will have
a ready sale, and we may be permitted te
add that both are iiglily deserving of
publie patronage. As was ta be expected,
a great deal of matter is connnîîon ta bath
works, such as Lle various speeches and
aunswers ta addresses dolivered by Lord
Dufferin during tie numerous progresses
ihich lie made througlioit tLe Dominion.
Several of Lhese speeches ar deseiving of
the hiiglest comnnicîsdation, especially Liat
delivered at ]Ialifax duiring tIe crisis o
1873, that at the Torointo Club dinner'in
1874, Quhat at LIe Albion Iotel, London, in
1875, at Victoria, Britislh Columbia, in 1876,
at Winnipeg il 1877, and at Montreal anid
Toronto in 1878. In iworkcs i'hichi are spe-
cially intended ta illustrate tie life of the
Representative of our Sovereign, wî'ho, in
virtue ofisis position, is wholly unconnect-
ed swith party, the discussion ofipolitical
topics lias beens properly confined within
tolerably narrow limssits. Tie bias of the
authors of both iworks is clearly in favor
of the Conservative party, but, except in
one case, ta whicli we nay specially refer
before we close, it has not been displayed
unfairly.. The vark of Mr. Leggo, which
is published by the Lovell Printing and
Publishing Co. of Montreal, is more com-
prehensive than tjat, of Mr, Steiart, qnxc


