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8uccessor. They did flot think it possible that tbey could be successfully
0PPosed. But Mr. Temple, knowing f ull well how large a number of Mr.
PiCkard's following was personal rather than political, accepted a nomin-
ation froin the friends of the Government and boldly entered the lists witb
what looked like desperate odds againist him. uis opponent was an abler
Mfan thani lie, but flot so well known or so personally popular. The local
Governmlent was against him, its power iii the county being wielded by
the partner of the' Liberal candidate, but hie had tbe influence of the
1)flilion Government in bis favour. Mr. Gibson, the king of the
X&sbwaak, marslialled bis hosts against him, but the Burpees, wlio control
al the railways in the county, are understood to bave held themselves

loof froni the stru ggle ,The resuit is the eleotion of Mr. Temple by 167 majority-a result
Whieh shows that nearly six hundred electors clianged sides-that six
bundred who voted for Mr. Pickard, the follower of Mr. Blake, voted for
Mr. Temple, the follower of Sir John Macdonald. My reference to
PecuniarY c~onsidérations does not refer to bribery, but to favours that
a"e loked for from a friendly Governinent. One of the Temple papers
Published its platf orm, and almost every planli of tbe structure consisted
Of Subsidymnoney for railways, înoney for bridges and money for public
buildings. The Attorniey-General, appealing tonthie sanie spirit of selflsli-
'188, asked for tenders for a bridge across the St. John, at Fredericton,
and made lavish promises of great" road improvements. The Liberals are
lataenting the relapse of York into the bosomi of Tory barbarism, and the
Libéral Coriservatives are singing hosannas over its redemption, but the
IflOurners going about the streets and the inakers of music are alike per-
fectîy conscious Of the fact that personal considerations decided the
tontest.

We are disposed to marvel mucli, bere in New Brunswick, at the
-Ystader's " assertion that "(the Ontario tax-payer bears the chief

bur'den " of the expenditures of the Federal Government. Our politicians
bave frequently figured o11 the subject of relative contributions to the
levenuel and have always sbowil to their own satisfaction that the New
Brunswick tax-payer bears a beavier burden than bie of Ontario. \Vithout
going into the aritbmetical mazes and conjectural assumiptions wbichi are
enIPloyed by those who discuss s0 unprofitable a theme, it is safe to say
that it bias neyer been demonstrated that the Ontario tax-payer bears a
larger sbare of the public burden than the New Brunswick or Nova Scotia
t8.etPayer. IlBystander's " statement as it stands is simply incorrect,
arid there can be few readers, even among tlie chronic gubeso n
tari0(, who do flot recognize its falsity at a glance. If IlBystander"
ialtended to personify Ontario, tlie stateinent is unphilosphical and absurd.
Onitario pays no tax to the Dominion Treasury. The individual consumers
Of D1ative wbiskey and imported goods, no matter where tbey reside, have
the5 whoîe burden of Féderal taxation, and it is miscbievous and mislead-
'ng t0 talk about the share any Province bears. We look for somiething
'ounder than this sort of shoddy fromn your distinguisbied contributor.

Se- John, N. B., IFeb. 1, 1 88À,. JlY.

CORRE SPONDENCE.

LIMITED FARM HOLDINGS.
71 e4 Lditor o! The Week :

th 8 411 i the last number of THE WEEK "A Bystander " again refers tote proposai. to limait holdings of land to 320 acres, or any other arbitrary
Iqlltt-Permit me to ask "lA Bystander " if lie would favour selling*I"l ilfited quantities to individual holders 1 or would lie tix a lîînit?ai f s, about wbere ïIn either case lie would be liable to be objected

t t 'ite the first, as favouring an aristocratic monopoly detrimiental tobce st interests o? the people ; :Dand in the second as fixing on a limited
""irr uniy and therefore a nationalist annîng to sliy the mionster

wilqUite agree with IlA Bystander " as to the effeet a tenancy at the
t, ethe state, would bave. But a fixed lease of say ten, lifteen, or

eldtY years would have a very différent effect. The tenant would have the
%dIlg o cusitieg Ilhscapital iii plant and stock, which would enable

I1ý1tO ulivt the land better and raise more bread. If bis object was
ti on and bread raising for bis remuneration, and not speculation,

~aaounit of rent and value of improvements could be settled in fairness,Il o admit of the experinient of ever so large a farmi without cause of
posltion.

th 0 lving bad some experience in farming, and hIaving read, talked and
?aght a good deal about it, I bave no hesitation in saying that a town-

P far5 tl1 d witb famnilies on every 320 acres or iess, witb a mixed system
utb 11,wbose surplus of produce will not be grain entirely, but largely

1.'techeese, beef, pork, etc., thle freiglit on wbidb would be so mucli
Plblîce'lt than on grain, will be better cultivated, better settled for tbegoo0d, will raise more bread-stuifs, make more trade and commerce,

and ini every way better for the country, than if occupied by one or two
wealtby bolders farming on a large scale. I ama pleased "lA Bystander"
bas referred to this matter again, as it may belp to get it the consideration
it is entitled to. Yours truly, WINI. OSBORNE.

Hamnilion, Feb. 6, 1884.

To thie Editor of Tite JVeek :
Sii,-Wbat does Mr. Edgar mean by Home R-ule for Ireland i Does

lie nîcan a separate Parliamient l If lie does, lî. semns to forget that the
experiment bias been already triod, and tbat it ended in a war between the
two races and the two religions, wbicb plunged the island into sanguinary
anarcby in '98. It is difficult to imagine bow any nian of'sense can fancy
tbere is any analogy between tbe case of a distant dependoncy like Canada
and that of Ireland, whicb is an intégral portion of the United Kîngdom,
or imagine that it is possible, witliout dismeîîîbernîent of the United King(
dom, to give Ireland self -government on the Canadiani planî. The Parnel-
lites do not want Home R{ule. They want, an-d avow tbat tbey want, sepa-
ration. On the otber bhaud, thiere is evîdently a large party iii Irelanid
opposed to anytbing of tlîe kind. Wby are we bounid to witbhold our
sympathy from the Irisli Protesants and Unionists? They bave among
thern almost all the intelligence of the country. Wliy is their opinion less
deserving of attention than that o? tbe miasses of whîidh we bave specimens
in Conway street 1 Mr. Edgar says tbat we (lid not deprive the Irish in
Canada o? their riglits on accounlt of tbe Fenian invasion. But suppose
the Irish in Canada had joined the Fenians, murdered our citizenls, maimed
our cattle, and blown up our public buildings with dynamite, what slîould
we have done? However, nobody lias proposed to deprive the Irish of
any riglits. Parliament wvas legislatiîîg for tbemn in the most libéral
spirit whein the standard of rébellion was îaised, and Mr. Gladstone, whose
life tbey are daily thîreatening, lîad given themn a Land Act, and was pro-
posing to gîve themi an extension of local self-government. It is quite
clear that titis questioni of syinpathy witli rebellion in Ireland lias becomie
inixed with party questions here, and that we shaîl have to be on our
guard accordingly. I am yours, etc., CANADIAN LIBEIIAL.

Toronto, Febi-uaî'y 11, 188!j.

ENGLIS11 WOMEN IN PUBLIC LIFE.

To thte Editorqj Tite Week:

SIR,-As the question of Femnale Suffrage seenîs likely to be brouglit
before the Legislature, it may be wortli while to caîl attention to the testi-
miony of "lA Good Libéral " given iii the Pail Mlail Gazette, itself a very
libéral journal, respccting the ladies wlîo take part in public life in Eng-
land-

The advocates of women's suffrage and of women in publie work are fond of taking
it for granted that their opinions are gaining ground in the Liberal party. For myseif,
with fair opportunities of judging, I doubt it. The experience cf the election of guar-
dians is not favourable to tbem, and with regard to women on school boards and other
publie bodies, where are the cases in which they have been of service? Unfortunately
!n public business as is private life it is found that women are apt to form their opin-
Ions by their likes and dislikes, and to be moved by personal, reamous rather than by the
menite of the questions at issue; and this lias made them often tho cause of ilfeeling
and discomfort on the boards on wbich they have sat. There bas been nothing in the
work which they have contributed to counterbalance this. They have done nothing
which could not have been as well or better donc by men.

To expérience of tbis kind is probably due the decided retrogression
of Female Suffrage in the British buse of Commnons, where fromn a
regular Bill, wbich once passed a second reading, it bias shrunk to a mere
résolution, the rejection of wiîiclî is so mucli a foregone conclusion that
iriembers hardly tbuîîk it worth while to attend. At the Radical Conférence
at Leeds the other day, a résolution in favour o? Female Suffrage was
carrîed as it was announced by a great majonity. But it seems tbat of the
540 delegates only about 200 thouglit it wortb wbule to be present on that
occasion. Anîong the mass of the wives and mothers of England tbe inove-
ment evidently finds no support. Yours, etc., SEX.

-Feb. 9.

To the Editor of Thte Week.-

SiR,-I See reported another hideous case of premature burial, the vie-
tim being Miss Hockwall, of Dayton, Ohio. It is surely tiîne that some
medical man who lias a regard for tbe réputationi of bis profession sliould
explain these cases and tell us why sucb borrors are ever permnitted. to
occur wbcn the use of very simple tests înigbt prevent tlîen. PHIILO.

THIS story is told in illustration of the eIder Dumas' untbinking
generosity. A fricnd came in with a thousand francs for bim, in gold
and silver, and piled tim up on lis mantel-piece. "INot there, not there,"
cried Alexander Dumas, "lfor whatever money is put tbere is common prop-
erty for my friends. A score of needy men would come in-there are so
many needy people in Paris just before dinner-who miglit be hunigry,
and seeing the money there would belp tliemselves, and I couldn't deny
them. By ciglit o'clock there would not be a sou lcft. I wouldn't have
the heart to say no. Somehow charity lias no definite object. 'It niust be
universal, but in this case I must be prudence itself," and saying this lie
took up the nloney and locked it in a drawer in his writing desk.

ll"uB 4th, 1884.]


