
The end of the war between Russia and Japan
and the arrangement of the terms of peace have"been
the chief items of public interest during the past- tortnight. In view of the unexpected settlement arrived
at between these two nations, a few Motes on the
methods and procedure followed by the representatives
of belligerent Powers at a.peace conferenlcewill be of
special iinttarest at the present time :— Some people
seem to imagine that when the representativesof the
blelLigienent -nations come tag-ether as the

'High, con-
tracting parties,' as they are called, to a treaty* of
peace, they can make what terms they like asi Ibe-
tween themselves-, but fhis is not entirely the case.Here, e)s in the case of tho waT, they have to pay
strict resipeet to the canons and traditions of inter-national law.

One of the most delicate pioints for settlement in
cases of this sort, where the theatre of war is so
vast am-d when no armistice is concluded befoceh'anid,
is to determine the exact time at which the treaty
of peace- slhfall become operative at certain places towhich the news may be difficult to con»vey. Care-
ful calculations are made and these various timesaro settled, and until Hie official news arrives the
heHi'fje'rciTts at these places are justified in waging
war, oven though they know Uh/a-t at (headquarters
peacd has been proclaimed. The reason for this prin-
ciple of

International Law
is that if a comlbatant officer were to be expected
to accept information of this kind from any one ex-
cept Ms own Government he would lay himself open
to be "deceived in the most serious manner, awd in
somo extraordinary cases his conduct in continuing
warlike acts, even though certain that peace had been
agreed lupon, has b<een justified by internfatiomal tri-bunals, whO halve only made the reservation thathis
country shall reap no advantage from these acts,and
that any land or spoils that he may gain 'by themshall be given u(p afterwards.

The Leading Case in The Matter,
and that which is always quoted when disputes!arise,
is Ihat which is known as the case of the

'
Swine-

herd.' This was an English ship which was provided
with letters of marque, amd which sailed from Cal-
cutta for England before the end of the period of
five months fixed by the Treaty of Amiens for the
terminaition of hostilities in the Indian seas, but
after the news of peace had arrived at Calcutta land
after a proclamation of George 111. requiring his sub-
jects to ajWstain from hostilities from the time fixed
a/nd mentioned in this proclamation had tteen pub-
lished in a Calcutta oaper. The

'
Swineherd ' htad a

copy of this proclamation on board, but soon after
she had left port she was captured by a French
privateer, the

'
Bellona.' She could offer no resist-ance, as, talarag peace for /granted, she hatii only

enough iptowder on board for signalling purposes.-
Notw, the capiiaim of the 'Bellona ' had Ijeen fciior-

mod by ot/her vessels thatpeace had beon concluded, he
was shown the proclamation, and 'he "had bo room to
doubt tbatl the intentions of the 'Swineherd ' were
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gisjlathe Council, not on account of the form of the
questions, but because the Referendum in any form waa
not acceptable to the Upper House. Mr. Bent staged
expressly thathe was, in the form of the questions,
following these two precedents.'I£ow, in'regard to my action and the actionof1the
Catholic representatives, we simply had no port inde-
termining tee questions. ". . Beyond the ecclesiastical
news which appears in the

" Advocate,"Ihaveno*part
in shaping its contents or policy. In regard to the" Tribune,"Ihave no part in regard to ei-ther contents
or policy.'

A Parting Word.
The letter quoted above appeared in last week's

1Outlook.' It was followed by the following editorial
footnote: 'This correspondence is now closed.' No
editorial comments on our oommunicatAonhaveappeared,
in either last week's or this week's issue of our local
religious)contemporary. We have to thank the editor
of the * Outlook

'
for the ample opportunities allowed

us fou the treatment of these subjects inhis columns,
and for the many courtesies extendedby him to us
during the discussion.

PEACE NEGOTIATIONS

HOW THEY ARE

essential circumstances of your accusation. Where is
your evidence ? There is not so much as a scrap of
it! You even grant that I'hold an impregnable
position' in demanding it., for you neither have any
evidence in hand nor can you procure so much of it
as wouldbe visible under a compound miscrosoope.

Instead of attempting to.establish your specific in-
dictment against the Wshops, you fall black upon the
mossgrown ofld fallacy of

'proving the wrong con-
clusion.' You quote at second hand— *anid, incident-
ally, gravely misrepresent— some allegedly " dictatorial'
snipipets1 from articles in a Melbourne Catholic paper
(the 'Triform© ') on Itoe drawing up of the qluestions
that were put to electors at the recent Btble-in-
schools plebiscite in Victoria. And then— apparently
in perfect seriotusness

—
you ask me to admit that

these second-hand and unofficial texts ' fully sustain a
charge of

" political bargaining" so tar as the
Roman Ualholic Ohurch in Victoria is concerned, and
that it is fair to assume that, with a similar issue
before the Roman Catholic Church in New Zealamd,
the same tactics will be adapted!' You seem to
forget that in the very same article you weregood
enough to give me credit for a measure of common-
sense and even fox considerable skill ia the art of
reasoning ?

Now (1) your specific charge against the Catholic
Bishops of New Zealand is retrospective, not pro-
spective. You halve made a positive statement that
they are in the habit of striking l&rgains with
political parties for the sale of "the Catholic vote.
(2). Realising that you are jtjiuite unable to Sustain
this accusation, you now make another oia different
kind. You asjk me to discuss the academic Ques-
tion: Is ilfc fair to assume that, in conditions which
do not exist, have not existed, and are not likely
to exist, our prelates will, some time or other in
the future, offer ' the adult Catholic vote:' to the
highest bidder among ' political parties?' In the new
issue which you place before ■ me you fall into an-
other fallacy— that of undue assumption. But this
must standover till your previous indictment has
been determined. (3).

'
Initium doctrimae dennitio

nominis,' says Epictetius. 'Right definition is the first
condition of right discussion. It is of the essence
of a bargain that it is an agreement ox stipulation
or contract beeween two parties. Mo number of
journalis/tic solos, however bpisterous or ' dictatorial,'
can constitute a fclargain, much less a bargain for
the disposal of votes. (4). Ihave before me all the
1 Tribune

'
articles from which your second-hand quo-

tations are taken. There is not in even one of them
anything! that would even remotely suggest a bar-
gaining for wtos. Your

'
authority

'
holds that there

are '
dictatorial

' expressions in the
'

Tribune
'

arti-
cles. That is a matter of opinion. But the highest
note in them is as the silvern speech of the Fair
Damosel by comparison with the intimidatingBible-in-
schools| official documents quoted in the

'
Melbourne

Age
' of August 8. And the

'
Tribune

'
articles are

not, of course, official pronouncements. (5). Even if
you were to prove up to the hilt your accusation
of 'political bargaining.' against the

'Tribune,' it
obViooisly would not follow that

' the Roman Catho-
lic Church in Victoria,' and much less

' Archbishop
Redwooid and his creatures,' gave

' t)he adult Catholic
vote,' for a consideration, to a political party. I
append ah illuminating extract in point from a letter
just received from the Archbishop of Mel|b>ourne.

Again, you said :
'
From every district we learn

that appointments in the public service fall to Roman
Catholics in a ratio far in excese of their proportion
of the population.' Ihave twice asked you, but in
vain, to subhrit those returns -to me for inspection.
Where are they ? And why, on this subject, isyour
mouth sewed up ? Surely this tell-tale reticence) is
not the attitude of a man who trusts his evidence
amd dares to submit it to the tost of criticism! and
investigfetion.— il am, etc.,

EDITOR '
N.Z. TABLET.'

August 23, 1905.

The following is 'the extract from the letter of the
Arch-Mishop of Melbourne referred to ajbwe :—

1 The form of the questions ' (for the Victorian
Bible-in-schools Referendum) ' was really suggested 1o
tne Government of Victoria (1) by the form adopted!in
South Australia, but (2) still more by the form sub-
mitted to, and passed by the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria a few years previously. You may remember
that when a\ Referendum was demanded some years
ago, it was proposed and carried in the LegislativeAs-
sembly, couyded with these three cfues-tions. Subse-
quently the whole scheme was thrown out by the Le-
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