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violently assaulted, and windows and doors
broken in with stones by a mob, and the
police, instead of resolutely protecting the
worshippers and dispersing the mob, hustled
the parties thus attacked without shadow
of provocation off to the protection of pri-
vate houses, and failed to arrest any ring-
leader of the attacking crowd, the natural
inference was that we were to be treated to
another exhibition of good justice. Weare
glad to know that better counsels have pre-
vailed. Though, so far as we are aware,
no attempt has been made to punish any of
the guilty parties, other steps have been
taken to vindicate the good name of the
historic city of Canada. The press of the
city has vigorously denounced the outrage.
The Mayor has, we believe, had the dam-
aged places of worship repaired at the city’s
expense. By order of the Bishop the
priests have condemned the outrage from
their pulpits, and it is reassuring to observe
that in doing so several of them expounded
the principle of religious liberty and free
speech in sound and emphatic terms.
Prominent public men have done the
same with good effect, among them Hon.
Wilfrid Laurier and Mr. Israel Tarte,
M.P. On the principle of giving honour
to whom it is due, we may add that, while
Mr. Laurier contented himself, after &
gingle reference to the affair as *a violation
of the most sacred rights of conscience,” with
a strong condemnation of intolerance on
the ground of expediency, Mr. Tarte de-
nounced it in the clearest and most empha-
tic terms, as a violation of the liberty of the
subject, and his inalienable right to freedom
of thought and speech in every part of
Canada.

Of course such differences of opinion
in the courts are usually the outcome of
different interpretations of statutes which
are found to be more or less obscure or
ambiguous. This suggests an important
question in regard to which, judging from
the correspondence in the papers—much of
it, no doubt, from the pens of members of
the bar—there would be broad differences
of opinion among the members of the legal

profession. Is the needed reform to be

found in improved legislation, or in improv-
ed interpretation and administration of the
laws? In other words, is want of perspi-
cuity in the laws themselves, or want of
acumen in the interpreters, the main cause
of this uncertainty in the judgments of the
courts? According to the opinion which
one may reach upon this point will depend,
probably, his view with regard to the relat-
ed question. Would uniformity in legal
decisions be better promoted by stricter
adherence to the letter of the law, or by
greater liberty in interpreting it according
to its supposéd spirit, rather than according
to the ipsissima verba ? Some, we observe,
geem to look in one direction, some in the
other. This is a most important distine-
tion. It makes the issue, as some one—the
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Globe, we think—has suggested, as between
the infallibility of legislators and that of
judges. Not believing in the infallibility
of the latter we should shrink from giving
them too wide a liberty in applying suppos-
ed broad principlesinstead of printed clauses,
and in giving judgment according to their
notions of equity, rather than according to
the words of the law. On the other hand,
cases such as one which came under our
notice the other day, in which the employee
of a certain firm, being absent without
notice in consequence of sickness,was unable
to collect money fairly earned because of
having signed an agreement to give ten
days’ notice of leaving or forfeit wages due
to a certain amount, give us pause. No
one could read the evidence in such a case
without sympathizing strongly with the
judge in his strong expression of regret that
the law obliged him to give a decision which
was unrighteous, We repeat the question
as one which it might be profitable to bave
discussed in this connection. Would the
ends of justice be better promoted by the
closest possible adherence on the part of
the courts to the strict letter of the law, or
by a wider liberty to be guided by the
principles of equity in the individual case !

The session of the British Parliament
which is just closing has been a remarkable
and bids fair to become a historical one,
albeit very little legislation has been put on
the statute book. Itsimportance arises very
largely from the radical character of the
measures that have been either brought for-
ward or foreshadowed by the Government.
Not merely one but several of these meas-
ures are of such a kind that their enactment
into law would amount almost to a revolu-
tion, in each case, The budget which was
passed introduces, or at least carries to an
extent bitherto scarcely dreamed of,the new
principle o ;radation of taxation according
to the ability of the individual to bear it.
The Home-Rule Bill, the Evicted Tenants
Bill, and the Miners Eight-Hours Bill,
among the measures actually attempted and
defeated, and the bills for the payment of
members of Parliament, the disestablish-
ment of the Church of England in Wales,
and the introduction of simultaneous elec-
tions and the one-man, one-vote principle in
the use of the franchise,among those promis-
ed at an early session, may be mentioned
by way of illustration. Then the new pre-
cedent which has been twice created, of
mediation by a member of the Government
in labour ditficulties, is pretty sure to broad-
en down into a kind of constitutional usage,
which may yet have an important bearing
upon the settlement of the relations between
capital and labour. The prominence these
and other bold innovations have now re-
ceived indicates the presence of a popular
demand which will probably prevent any of
them from being quietly dropped, while past
history leads us to believe that most of
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