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objecte in which the fate of the Govern-
ment was bound up. Sir Hector Langevin
read a statement before the investigating
committee, having previously given in bis
resignation, in which he denied nearly
every charge in direct terme. He said he
should have resigned sooner if charges had
in the first instance been made directly
against him, instead of being levelled prin-
cipally at Thomas McGreevy, a Member
of Parliament and a close friend of the
Minister of Public Works. Engineers and
clerks in the Department unduly favored
contractors, and received gifts in return for
these crooked services. Besides these
flagrantly corrupt practices, a minor offence
was committed by permanent clerks in
more than one department, in which they
acted in contravention of the statute law.
No permanent clerk in any department is
entitled to receive extras, no matter how
long his hours of work at certain times may
be. Extra clerks do not come under the
prohibition, and permanent clerks some-
times received pay in the name of others.
Sometimes, generally, perhaps, they did the
work for which they were paid, and it was
almost invariably doue by some one.
Several of the minor offenders have been
suspended, and others may possibly fol-
low. The exposure ought to lead to the
erection of new safeguards against these
several forme of corruption and wrong-
doing.

An able defence was made by Sir Hector
Langevin. And on some points it was not

A draft lease of the Toronto Street Rail-
way to the Kiely Company has been
prepared, Mr. S. Blake and the city so-
licitors having given it their attention,
the charges against aldermen in connec.
tion with the lease having assumed no sub.
stantial form. At this point Mr. E. A.
Macdonald comes forward, and in a letterto
the Mayor says lie is "at liberty to formu-
late and prefer charges of malfeasance in
office against certain members of the Coun.
cil," and that such charges will be placed
before the Mayor early next week. "The
document will aver and set forth that at
least eight members of the Council were
influenced by illegal and improper means
to vote for the acceptance of the Kiely.
Everet tender." On the mere credit of
Macdonald, we should prefer not to believe
any charge of the kind; but why did some
one pay him $4,500 to withdraw a suit in
which similar exposure was threatened ?
He also promised silence if lie got
$15,000, but failed to get it. Now lie
again threatens exposure. What does
it mean ? In the face of sucb .a chal-
lenge, even from such a source, we think
on the whole it would be best that the
facts should be looked into.

Corruption scenters have found a new
field of exploit. It is broadly charged that
railway subsidies, instead of being used
for the purpose for which they are granted,
are sometimes in ipart diverted into politi-
cal channels. The charge is made in con-

nection with the subsidies voted by the
Quebec Legislature to the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway. A large amount is represented
as having been diverted, and it is more than
insinuated that some of it went to pay the
debts of Premier Mercier. The charges are
now in course of investigation by a com-
mittee of the House of Commons at Ottawa,
a bill having been introduced to authorize
the transfer of the road from one company
to another. The Bank of Ontario, which
had advanced money to carry on the work,
objects and alleges that the subsidy had
been corruptly manipulated. In this way
the enquiry arose. When an enquiry was
threatened the promoters asked leave to
withdraw the bill, on the assumption that
this would remove the ground for investi.
gation. The bill was not allowed to be
withdrawn, and the enquiry went on
against the protest of the Quebec Gov-
ernment. Practices similar to those
charged were likely to be the result of
such dealings between bonus-beggars and
bonus-grantors. No direct value is given
for the money received ; the amount is
handed over to those who ask it, generally
not the most scrupulous of mortals, and no
further questions are asked. No steps are
taken to see whether the bonuses are ap-
plied to the purpose for which they are
granted. This is true not less of municipal
than of government bonuses. There is a
story, never contradicted, we believe, that
the municipal bonuses given to a railway
built over twenty years ago all went into
the pockets of the chief promoter. As a
rule, nothing of this kind would be possible,
and the majority of railway bonuses were
probably applied according to the intention
of the grantor; but the nature of the
transaction makes division of part of the
bonus an easy matter. There is a temp-
tation, toc, to commit this form of abuse.
The recipients of the bonus can afford te
gve away a part of what costs them noth-
ing, and there seems to be little doubt that
in some cases corruption in this form has
been practiced.

An attempt is being made at Ottawa to
compel the Goverument to divulge in ad.
vance the lines within which it will conduct
the negotiations for reciprocity, next Octo.
ber, at Washington. The treaty, if made,
must of course be laid before Parliament for
ratification; but the information asked for
could not well be given, and if it could it
would be wise to withhold it. We know
from statements already made over and
over again, on the responsibility of the
Government, that anything like the se-
ceptance of the American tarif! by Canada
is ont of the question. Acceptance of
unlimited reciprocity is not now in ques-
tion ; that question was put out of the
way by the direct vote of the electorate.
We also know that the Americans will not
assent to a revival of the former reci-
procity treaty or agree to a treaty limited
to raw produce. But these are the two
extremes of the reciprocity problem, and
between them there is ample room for
action. On a previous occasion, when the
late George Brown was negotiating, a mid-
dle course was found. A middle course
can be found again if both parties are


