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wiehing fer thie arrangement, it must ses
te it that the Governmeut gees more re-
selutely and perastently about the business.
But it bas always seemed to us that the
position of the prepoeed Canadian attacbè
would b. nendeecript, uncemfertable, and
easentially uselese. Unlees accredited by
the British Gcvernn'ent, which is net aaked
or expected, hie could have ne inffluential cr
repreeentative relations with the American
Gcvernment ; while as a mere'advieer ef
Her Majesty's Minister hie preseuce wculd
but still further cemplicate a methcd cf
procedure whicb je already tediouely round-
about, We need lesa rather than more red
tape in international affaire.

As we write we have before us the
report cf the first day's debate on the Mani-
toba school question, breught on by Mr.
Tarte, and te thie cur brief com'ment muet
neceeaarily ho restricted. 0f Mr'. Tarte's
speech the criticiein which at once suggests
itrelf je that hie wbele argument ie a super-
structure withcut a feundation. We can
all heartily agrlee in respect te the folly and
the wickednese of permitting any n'ejerity
te deprive any mineîity of any right
bestowed upen it at the union, or at any
other time. We are speaking new cf a
right, net cf a privilege or favcbar. What Mi'.
Tarte and those whe think with him need,
in eider te make their argument logical
aud their appeal irreisietible, je te establieh
the fact that the Roman Catbolic n'inority
in Manitoba lias been deprived of soins euch
right. And in order te do this they muet
cf neceissity show 'that -the alleged right
existe. To *this point Mr. Tarte did net
addrese himslf at al, se far as we cn, se.Ronce hie argument, se far as hoe attempted
oue, is logically worthless. Mr. LaRiviere's
"seeh was miade up mainly cf denunciationa

and historical statemente. It scarcely at-
tempted argument. The n'est netieable
peint it contained wus, perhaps, its intima-
tien that the appeal cf the minority is baaed
upon the B. N. A. Act. Mi'. Ewart, it wil
beh remembeîed,' teld us a week or two since
that it u'as baeed mâinly upon the Manitoba
Act. Which is correct 1 Sir JTohn Themp-
son confined bimmelf n'ainly te a laboured
defence cf the course wbich tbe Govern-
ment bas pursued in the matter up te date.
This, Mr. Tartes. motion, thoagb net hie
speech, justified Sir John in doing. With
the Premier'e empbatic denial that the
werding cf the report cf the sub-cemmittee
cf the Privy Council implied any attempt
te evade .ministerial respensibility, Mr.
McCarthy will ne doubt deal, and his speech
will b. befere our readers befere these
Unes can meet their eyes.

lu hie communication in anether colkmn,
kMr. Louis Simpsen, General Manager cf the

Mentreal Cotten Company, use@ some etrong
language in reference te Mr. Edgar's state.
mente In the Heuse oh Comnions touching
tbe workilga of the. Cotton combines; but it
will b. ebaerved that, eave in eue particular.

his iett r centaine no eatisfactory refutation
of Mr. Edgar's charges. Mr. Edgar stated
that the report of the Montreal Cotton
Clompany, subrnitted at the reoent meeting,
ehowed the output during the laat yC ar to,
have been $1,468,000 worth. Mr. Sinmpson
saya that the amount was a littie less than
8900,000. This ie a very serious discre-
pancy, ne doubt, which Mr. Edgar mubt be
left to explain. Moreever, as his caiculatien
cf the output of ail the other mille waa
based upen the figures above quoted, it
will be seen that unlesse he can verify this
statement, his enheequent figures will need
te ho reduced by neariy ene-half. But even
after thie reduction je made a strong pre-
fumption remaine in faveur of the view that
the Cotton combines are enabled by the
tariff te levy a large sun' upen the consu-
mere cf their geede. The fact, which will
net we presume be disputed, that the com-
bines ean afford ta pay the proprietors cf
severa) mille handeeme gratuities fer keep-
ing their mille clcued, seemai in iteelf con-
clueive. Can there be any reasonable donbt
that the ameunt cf those annual gratuities je
added te the price paid by consu mers Our
commente, te which Mr. Simpson takes ex-
ception, were distinctly made conditienal
upen the correctness cf the facts and figures.
If Mr. Edgar's figures are wrcng-we de net
kncw whether he will admit that they are-
it je scarcely in reason te suppose that he
weuld mafre a groes and wilful mis-state-
ment of a kind se easily exposed, it will be
eeen that Mr. Simpson's denials, witb the
exception abôve ncted, are toc general, net
te Bay vague, te settie the questien. In re-
gard te the peetscript, it may heocbserved
that the gra'vamen cf Mr. Edgar'e charges
in respect te the cempanies whose capital
hu already been se greatly eulargcd je that
the Gcvernment allewed thein te make the
increase centrary te the provisions cf the
charters. We certainly have ne wish te
abet an attack on the cempanies, but in the
public interest we repeat that the purchasers
cf cetten geode aheuld inquire carefuliy inte
the facto, se denotingd the working cf the
prctective tariff and geveru themeelves ac-
cerdingly.

Mr. Jeannette, M. P. deserves all the
pepularity the publication cf hie vies can
give him. The member of Parliament who
bas the in trepidity taet sand up in Ccmmittee
of the Henes and preteet againet a bill te
deprive cf their franchise electors who oeil
their votes, as a viciation cf the liberty cf
the eubject, is a legielater cf ne cemmen
erder. His name ehculd beceme a bouse-
held werd througheut the length and
breadth cf the Dominion. W. are by ne
means sure that the thirty-three whe voted
for his motion the ether day, thereby caus-
Ing Dr. Weldon'e bill fer the diafranchise.
ient cf venaI votera te b.e thrcwn eut cf
Cemmittee, eheuld net, b. regarded se en-
titled te the saine publicity. We are glad
ta ses that the Bill ha@ benu replaced upon
the order paper. The principle cf this mne&-

sure je no ebvieusly sound tha i» 1 fr1
understand the mental or mora.l
those who oppose it on other «edWtI
that se frankly taken by Mr. JrOs- oj
whe is reperted as having Maid . __t«M!

recognized fact that every body beught 10W

and every member cf the 1104 qae«
He b.d bought them him5ef.' Tbftoe
ber perhape deservea credit fer ha t
nesal Hie aum May siMpIli tO bue
veil frem the face cf pelitical, hYPO<rÎ,
it may be queetiened whether it Il 110

ter af ter ail 1 hat vice eheuld Conefl11 te
tribu te te virtue, than that elle 'boal Soto
ferth unblushing in ail bier defOruIuîY
we ail beceme se familiar with bier f 1 #
that they cease te be repulsive.

We cenfess curselves unable t
stand the attitude of seme Of the 0w-
'who are, there is every reosan to ee
heneetly eppesed te the use cf cOrrflpt
sures in electione, in failing te I0PP0 »tM
bill. The reasens assigned BO' o
factory. It je, as bcth Dr'. WIo 1

Sir John Thempsen maintainedil' . à

pnnieh a certain noterieus cla'" of 0
that it centaine ne provision agginu bOd'i
distinct clase, wheee Offence 0mal
more heinoue, but whc are ierth 0
subject te punishn'ent under aIo*

or whese case may caîl fer frte ithOo'
Nething ceuld be more Jus t
priate than that the nmen Who bM
votes, whether threugh ignorance or
nese, shculd ferfeit the r:igbt eo . Oà
may be and prebably is ini mt inob ',h
true that the individual Who aocPW
bribe, je eomnewhat les. guiltY t" tbh,,.
dividual whe bestows the bribe, du to
the sin cf the former may be IWIl Me,~
ignorance or pcverty, while at 00
terijedeeigned and wilful. -Ferl:d
it je desirable that the Offenc3W d
placed in different categori"*
franchisement would bo, by no "t
adequate puniahmerît for' the brjberil
argued by son' thti ed ho bSud foJ'
te punish the bribe-taker, as ll'<
vent him, in many cases the O8liý7;~.
witnee, fren' testifying agali' uld
giver. But the sanie argumeft . ilo
geod againet legialatien fer t ea'~q
of any ether crime which in bii
the case could hardly be rvd&sb oi
evidence cf eue ef thptrev Parteb
Nor are we by any imeaI surerib
ether argument, that the giver 'o 'b the
je alwaya the tempter and, the reo'e.ther
tempted. Mr. JebnnOtt'5a have~ rbt*
euggest that bis, experience1 "i ouitli
the eppeaite, as ne doubt 1. sot to
anether, if thsy weuld 1 L weitifyyl
least cenaideratien in favour f hDr. Ont
Bill je the effect that. the ngt@C03
such a bill weuld have '11 ed îa
sciences or the lese WntOlI b> À0

for wbese beneflt it '0" to-L, woi
have before had occasion tO "
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