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point and are quite williug that others sbould
continue to bear their burdens if only tbey
rnay be permitted to go free, solong the united
influence of the protected f ew may be expected
to prevail.

Perliaps in no respect does the constitution
of the United Stafes stand out in sharper
contrast with that of Canada tban in the

inethod of Cabinet selection that if sanctions.
Iu Canada if is the duty of the Prime Minister
fo'eect the members of bis officiai farnily,
sud f0 fill vacaucies as they occur front those
who are already members of the Hou se of
Communs or thie Senate. If bie goes outside
these bodies, as bas occasionally been doue-
notably in the case of the present Premier,
wbo was a member of the Nova Scotia bench
when Sir John Macdonald selected him fo be
Minister of Justice-if becomes necessary for
the new Minister eitber f0 gef elecfed a
member of the Bouse of Commons or to be
made a Sonafor. Al Ministers appoiuted
from the Bouse of Commons muet stand for
re-election, and s0 jèstous are the people of their
rights in tbis matter thaf the Senate seldom con-
faine more than one or two Ministers wifh port-
folios,and that when, as inthe case of Mr. Carling
in 1891, a Minis fer rej ected by bis coustifuents
ie confinued in office by means oT an appoint-
ment f0 the Senate, an attack on conetifutional
principles is. rigbt«.y beld to have been irade.
Iu the United States fhey do these thinge
differentiy. There a Cabiniet of eight suffices
for a population twelve times as greaf as thaf
of Canada, sud the President selecte bis col-
leagues at hie absolute discretion, subj ect ouly
to confirmation by the Senate. If he select s
a Minister from the Senate or the House of
Represeufafives,ý the legisîstor selecfed muet
resîgu his Congressional &st. The theory is
that the legielative and the oxecutive branches
of the Governmenf must bie kept eutirely
distinct, sud the beads of departmenfs
rauk, nof as ftbe iuost trusfed represeutafives
of fbe people, but as the deputies of the
Presideut. There is no law, writfen or un-
written, which. requires the Presideut f0 fi11
bis Cabinet witb recognized Stafeemen or
even with men of experience in political liTe.
If bie so choa>ee, hie eau fill it from the rauks
of bis personal friende. As a matter of facf,
the remunerafion of memibere of the Cabinet
beïng much lees than that to be obtained in
other callings, difficulty is often experienced
in inducing really ernent Ainericans to
accepf portfolios.

Mr. Cleveland, in selectiug bis Cabinet,
appears f0 have experieuced this difficulty.
Be is said f0 bave uusucceesfully offered the
Secretaryebip of State to several promineuf
Democrats before besfowing it upon Judge
Gresham, of Indiana, a former Republican,
who vofed the Deînocratic ticket lest year for
the firet tinie, ou the issue of tariff reform.
Judge Gresham iii a man of greaf force of
character sud higb attairimenfe. Inasmuch as
bis complete conversion f0 Democracy is
deuied, the appointmenf, higbly credifable f0
Mr. Cleveland as sbowing bis abilify f0 rise
above coneiderafione of mere partisansbip, bias
given offense f0 old- une Democrafe, wbo are
obliged to recognize tbat the President-elect
swears no allegiance f0 fixe party machine.
Next f0 the Seoretary of State, the most im-
portant member of the Cabinet ie the Secretary
ùf the Tressury, sud in Senafor Carlisle of
Kentucky, Mr. Cleveland bias found for thie
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office a man whose etatesmanlike qualifie
and breadth of view should render hini
peculiarly fitted to grapple witb the questions
o tariff and coinege thaf will corne within the
purview of bis departmnent. In bis other
Cabinet appointments, Mr. Cleveland appears
to have made good his promise to forai a
business men's administration. They are of
men less widely known, some hardly known
af aIl beyoud their owu Statep, but aIl having
repufations as men of ideae and abilify. In
one instance Mr. Cleveland bias followed the
example of bis predeceseor.' Mr. Harrison
made bis law partner Attorney General, and
Mr. Clevelaud sîso bias called f0 the Cabinet
a former law parfuer. The latter takes the
portfolio of ePostmaster General, wbicb, in
Mr. Harrison'a administration, bas beeu filled
by a Philadelphie merchant. Iu regard to
this portfolio, there is roo m for question
whether if would not be % more business-like
proceeding to proniote a Deputy-Miniefer or a

postmasfer f rom one of the large oifies, than to
place over f lie beada of both these classes a
man wbo, however able, is quite destitute of
acquaintance witb posf-office affaire. One can
easily carry tbe speculation furtber and ask
wbetber the saine principle could nof be
applied with good results to some, or aIl, of
the other departmenfs. This criticism, wbich
perbaps involves a principle utferly subversive
of administrative dignify, is of course quite as
applicable to our own system of Cabinet
appointiment as to that of our neigbbors.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL CASE.

We freely admit thBet our guïesses as to the
proper legislation touchingý the Manitoba
Scbool case, to wbicb Mr. Ewart r9fers in his
letter published in another columu, were ba'eed
upon the clause in the B. N. A. Acf, aud we
tbank bim for bis courteous correction of our
error. We had uot before us, at the time our
note was writfeu, a copy of the Manitoba Act,
and we had the impression, certainly derived
fron Sotie publisbed statement wbich; we
deerneci authentic, that bie fell back upon the
general Dominion Act as the basie of bis con-
tention in regard to the point inquestion. la
fact, the reports whicb we read in the Tor,.ufo
papers of bis argument before the Comumittee
of the Dominion Privy Council muet bave
been serîously defective, for we read tbem
caref ully, aud had they contaiued any clear in -
timiation that he took bis stand on a section of
the Maniftoba Act, the Tact could bardly have
escaped our notice. If our memory serves us,
we even referred to a doubt which bad been or
migbt be suggested as to the rigbf of the Conun-
sel for the Appellants to leave the Manitoba
Act aud faîl back upon the provisions of the
B. N. A Act. Thaf is, bowever a secondary
c oneideration, and witbout euquiriug f urthe r
into the source of our error, we cheerfully turn
Our attention to the section or subsection whicb
Mr. Ewart quotes from the Act wbicb is the
Constitution of tbe Province .In so doing we
plead guilty to the soff impeachment tbat our
wisbes are on the aide of our former guessee.
It dues seem to us that it would be nothiug
short of a calainity to the Dominion could if be
establishod that the Constitution imposed upoxi
the Province, and probably by parif y of rea-
eoning. upon ail future provinces of the Norfb
West, fastens upon the necks of the people, ir-
respective of the relative numbers of Cathrelic
su-I Non-Oatbolic citizens, the yoke of a double


