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8 . ﬁg{::g + There is no better fuel for iron
ro < Ontgy than natural gas and crude oil, and
0 Mtitfeq i 8 supply of both in considerable
of

it o t?° Or throe elementary forms of iron
" 4 h::'lnoe is paying annually from two
" ::'bh.alf willions of dollars, show-

‘ ucts ©re is no lack of a market for the
: °“°f 8 blast furnace. There is a
Yeution t:‘l!' dollars a ton by way of pro-
. _Cﬂnadian producers of thearticle,

18 18 supplementcd by the Dominion

le'y pu:lent with a cash gift from the peo-
; “'% of two dollars for every ton pro-
: ci‘tio;; And yet the Manufacturers’ Asso-
: Swyr, t‘;“ 8 very influential deputation to
L isag. Ontario Government that capital
fot, z‘“\%rntive and timid that they can-
 BRY Pelto See it invested in blast furnaces
| Smy)y, Plants in Canada save under the
Nty g of an additional cash bonus of $2

: ewmmm the Provincial chest, and an
shagpy . D¢ that this handsome gratuity
Yeap, SBi¥en annually for a period of ten
hat will happen when the ten

W, .r:ve expired we are left to guess.
Wy, Wystified indeed. There must be
B8 wrong. The conclusion -loes not

“tiog }, fit the premises. Can the deputa-
w Y 80me blunder have got hold of the
Ame,gm Arguments? Why are English,
ing th:n and Canadian capitalists, includ-
A'“ﬁa. gentlemen of the Manufacturers’
Vh“mt“’“, 80 blind to one of the finest
Othey co for investment that this or any
‘ Pecty, :ntry can cffer? Can nothing but
*habj, tl: With two gold dollars for lenses

Prog th:m to see the handsome margin of
0 ery ¢ t must reward the investor for
* “mqms D of pig iron he can produce under
ingj ces 50 exceptionally favourable as

the Me Icated by the above ¢xtracts from

" Wtiey Worial of the Manufacturers’ Assoc-
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o MINORITY REPRESENTATION.
: ‘sen;l;h? “experiment ” of minority repre-
y Torcpg has ben tried in the City of
to - 84 ] as failed, and is ccnsequently
f Tegy “t(’““l-led. Sach is the conclusion
" leagg,, 7 Sir Oliver Mowat and his col-
. ‘Semgly,.’ 88 announced last week in the As-
Sleotey, ; here are probebly very few
. Poli; 'R the Province, on eithcr side in
/Oone'-uai,c Who do not heartily approve the
o | forgg ' 1, though many may fail to see the
1 Goy, the reasons assigned for it by the
1 ’::*nt and its followers.
1ang Was the object of the experiment
‘i!ni%rityer ®in has it failed? The object cf
":;.!ep,%em:slre&entation is of course to give
® faiy audlon to the minority. This object
Ainhen th Sten praiseworthy, In 1885,
Aot w‘se Franchice and Repretentation
borg of ‘E&“‘:d, about one-third of the elec-
the Geﬁxty were probably supporters
‘iivided ~OVernment,
Youlq o,!mto thiee constituercies, all three
Bertep, :;"'t certainly have returned sup-
- Ny of th the Opposition, and thus onc-
, M ® electors would have becn un-
i M}lted 0 the Assembly, This scems

% Table anq unfair and any scheme by
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which tke members elected could be made
more fairly representative of tkLe political
views of the whole body of electcrs should
comme nd itself to the sense of fairness of all
reasonable men, uniess for some reason it
coniained fcatures more objectionable than
the evil it was designed to remedy. The
p’an for minority representation adopted by
the Government had the intended effect, and
a representative (f the minority was re-

turned.
Why then does the Government which

devised and adcpted the scheme by which
this result was rcached, now confess their
scheme a failure and call upon tkeir sup-
porters to vote for its abolition? Two rea-
sons were given by Sir Oliver Mowat in his
speech in support of the motion for repeal :
first, that they had found that the :cheme
involved an enormous increase in the labour
of the candidate and his friends; scecnd,
that experience had proved tkat it was very
inconvenient in the case of bye-elections.
But, as he himself obscrved, the first of
these coniequences might have been antici-
pated. It scems impossible that it should
not have been anticipated, though 8r Oli-
ver added that there were reasons fcr sup.
posing that such might not be the result.
It is hard to conceive of such reasons. Every
election in such a conttituency would be
sure to be contested and under the system
each candidate and his supporters would
have the whole City as the constituency to
be consulted. And then ought not the
Government to be more solicitous to do jus-
tice to the people than to consult the
convenience of candidates? As to the
socond consideration, the diffirence in
point either of convenience or of expense
between a bye-election fcr a smaller and a
larger constituency cannot surely be so great
a3 to counterbalance the obligation to do
justice to the minority. Moreover, it would
be in the highest degree unlikely that so sad
a concurrence of events as that wh'ch made
the two bye-elections necessary in the same
constituency during a single Parliamentary
term, would take place again for wany
yearr. Evidertly, if the experiment was
worth trying in the first place, there can
scarcely huve been any unexpccted difficul-
ties in its working to justify its sudden and
ignominious abandonment.

But there was another reason. The
Premier agreed with Mr. Clarke that if the
scheme were to be continued it must be
extended. This is just what the Opposition
have been ccntending all along, Can it be
that the Government failed to perceive so
obvious a moral conscquence from the first ¢
Did it require seven or eight years of
‘““experiment ” in the City to show them
that the conditions in the counties were so
different that it would ke difficult to apply
the scheme to them? If an experiment
were necessary in the City why was not
another cqually nccessary in a county ?
What a pity that the experiment had not
been tried at the same time in one of the
counties in which the result would Lave
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Leen to enable an Opposition minority to
return a representative, thus preserving the
balance of parties and saving the Govern-

‘ment from the suspicion of a partisan pur-

pose! As it ie, the net result. of the ex-
periment has been that the Govern-
ment Las been strengthened by an addi-
tional supportcr, making a difference of two
on a division, during all these years. Can
its opponer.ts be blamed if they put the most
ouvious iLterpretation upon the facts ?

But why is the ‘‘experiment” now
abandoned? Mr. Meredith described the
Government as forced to abandon an un-
just and anomalous position, without having
the courage or mauliness to admit the in-
justic;. Cerlainly, as we have seen, the
feebleness of the reasons given for the aban-
donment give colour to the accusation. But,
it may be asked, how were they forced? It
can bardly be hoped that the supporters of
the Government had suddenly developed a
sense of justice, or a tenderness of con-
science, which would have overcome their
party loyalty had the Government obstinate-
ly refused to make any concession. There
wag, 80 far as we can judge, no reason to
fear that the Government would be defeated
on Mr. Clarke’s motion, or that their sup.
porters in the constituencies had become so
convinced of the iniquity of the “experi-
ment ” and so tender of conscience in regard
to it, that large numbers of them would
have voted agsinst the Government at the
next election, had they neglected to remove
the obnoxious measure from the statate
book. Where, then, was the compulsion ?

So far as we are able to see—and this is
the most encouraging feature of the business
—the force operating must have Leen a
moral force in the bosoms of Sir Oliver
Mowat and some &t least of his colleagues,
They could no longer face the Opposition in
the legislature and the better classes of their
supporters in the country, with tte con-
gciousness that,had the propcrtions of the ad-

herents of the respective parties in the City

been the reverse of what they were, their
“¢xperiment” in minority representation
would never have been tried, or even
thought of. True, if this be the real ex-
planation, it is a pity that the act of repen-
tance was not made a little more thorough
and graceful by an open confession. Yet,
even as it is, it is a good thing when gov-
eraments cr individuals begin to grow
ashamed of their evil-doings. Some occur-
rences of a very similar character at Ottawa,
during the recent session, e, g., the quiet
announcement of the Q(overnment that
henceforth the public money shall not be
expended in the erection of buildings or
other public works in any constituency,
save on grounds of obvious or dejoncurable
public necessity or utility, give reason 1o
hope that the tendency of our public moral-
ity is at length distinctly upward. If we
are fairly on the up-grade, who knows what
progress we may make in a few years !

Nevertheless, the present method of
representation is clearly unfair, apart from
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