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3(&?&?0}’ She could not have our hearty co-operation in
st Ofnti if she.chose to place herself in harmony with the
it shoglq ebcontlnent. But it is far from clear to us that
Whoge : € our part to develop a nelghbourmg nation,
thoge t}:ndum’lal and political system is patterned from
At we mogt avoid, and whose power, drawn from
Owship, has been, is now being, and constantly

‘;‘:' ood fe)
u
d be, asserted to our disadvantage.

‘VE 8uppose it would be useless Lo point out once more
directe;hat Canada’s attitude iy in 1o respect any longer
i’mtitutioand controlled by Downing Street; that her
! 518 are quite as much, and in the opinion of many
nr;:):“‘zefls who understand both pretty well, more in
Niteq }ét‘““h popular sovereignty than t}'JO.SG of the
i Pattep, *:;GS, ?»nd that her industrial and polxtfcal system
rom tE quite as much from that of the United States

8t the latter most avoids, if by that is meant
Powero N reat Britain.  The allegation that Ca.nadian
ig"h(‘;m whatever source drawn, *‘has been, is now
g of t‘h COHétantly would be, asserted to the disadvan-
ion, e United States,” is, we believe, without founda-
Puding, ethgl‘eat body of loyal Canadians will indignantly
ith g, © charge.  Will not the 7T'ribune favour us
"€ of the reys g upon which such a charge is
4% apart from all that, what should be said of
and magnanimity of a nation which would
® & fair and profitable and friendly trade with

eang °0r neighbour, for fear it might thereby be the
wogy - Idirectly strengthening that neighbour, and

neighb:l?rre[f,use for no better reason than beca'u.se that
™ whicl, cbOOSQS .to retain the industrial and political sys-
P&ttern i est 8u'lts her people, and does not choose to
neiﬂhbou, :“bﬂe!‘vwntly after that of her more powerful
U“ited N We refuse to believe that the people of the

Statey are actuated by motives or feelings so

Ttow o
thpm' & avidious. It would be utterly unworthy of
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W P::azl;e ICIOS(.? of the arguments in the famous baccarat
ﬂensatioua Al trial, the case has entered on a stage more
Chigg u 't 130 ever.  Whatever the decision of the T.ord
stice, the bolq arraignment of the Prince of
tb°"ght Y the Solicitor-General will afford food for
thap ninand COmment all over England for much more
Kip E(we 48 or ninety days to come. Audacious,”
g Peo ;ud Clark’g out-spoken words have been called,
thing, 0 from whop, we should have expected braver

© have listened with trembling horror, while

the ¢ o0 ¢
, ‘SBrleg
l"‘lr to %8 pleader meted out the same measure to the
© throne ghat

he would have given to a meaner
haygy Tt what ig

B ® beey, ¢ this but the even-handed Justice we
Titigh co‘"tau,th, to expect, as a matterof course, in a
]“Yisp,.u . of law. Hven in the elder days of British
m“i“tain uce % stern Chief Justice did not hesitate to
of the « dlgnity of his Court at the expense of a son
ls"vereign °vereign and not only the nation but the
Ao 'mgelf applauded the act. Surely in these
_tb'lu t}, When 4 member of the Royal Family, even
'“ap%it;at Member he the heir-apparent, puts himself
fnq Hummon to be wixed up in a case of illegal gambling,
thffm is °%ed to Court as & witness in consequence,
Yith - %0 sufficient, reason why he should be dealt
o ttl?nderly than another offender. Rather should
v_“t by reason of the graver responsibility he
'ftue of hig exalted position his conduct
Subjected to even severer scrutiny. And yet
ning of this trial up to the moment when
a7k took the floor to plead the cause of his
Al the references to and dealings with the
Moy, ale§ were tinged with an apologetic
dlfferent 8 Which geemed to suggest that he was made
\ Yhi: ay fronf that of other men,.instead of
a"r‘@ lev) Wit °W'n action, placed himse]f.preclsely on the
woré"‘-d heagiy 1 baccarat-playing associates. Nay, the
he thy o ) g apart, he was evidently the most blame-
fﬁr}‘;h Carriedset’ Inasmuch as it was shown that it wag
ldden *A about ip his pocket the implements of the
tog‘?le, and, by fair ioference, tempted his
cept;(’]ate the law. There was indeed one note.
rymeon to this unworthy cringing—that of the
“juron» Who shocked the spectators by calmly
_— i: 8 right to put some searching queétlons to
°licl'lat o SR_bhneﬂS. With reference to the main point
iy tor. en ld’that it is by no means clear that the
be ‘;&l 8 logic was sound when he declared that
Wpossible for the military authorities to
® Army lig¢ Sir William Gordon Cummings’

day,
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name, and to leave on that list the names of Field Mar-
shal the Prince of Wales and General Owen Williams. It
does not seem to the uninitiated improbable that objection-
able as the game itself may be considered, the army author-
ities may make a broad distinction between what they way
regard as fair gambling, and cheating at cards, should the
latter charge be proved against the accused. Be that a+ it
may it is deeply to be deplored that the man who may, in
the natural order of events, be called upon at any time to
take his seat upon the British throne, should stand con-
fessed in the eyes of the whole nation, not only as an
habitual player of a disreputable game, but as aiding and
abetting in the violation of a law of the realm, made for
the protection of the nation against the terrible vice of
gambling.  His Royal Highness need not be sur-
prised should he find, as soon as the voices of the
press and people are freed from the restraints imposed
while the case is before the court, that not only the
 Non-Conformist conscience, ” but that of the friends of
morality throughout the whole nation has been shocked
by this episode in the private lifo of their coming king.

SIR JOHN MACDONALD.

WE believe that never since the death of Sir Robert

Peel has the death of any statesman so profoundly
affected the subjects of the British impire universally as
that of Sir John Macdonald. This is not the language of
adulation or of exaggeration. It would, indeed, be well-
nigh impossible to use language which should exaggerate
the public sentiment of thig country ; and the feeling
extends far beyond the western hemisphers, to every Eng-
lish speaking land. We know now that we loved our chief
man and admired him and were proud of him. Many
of us knew it before, We all know it know ; and even
those who did know it, now know it better and feel it
more deeply.

It may appear to some that, in the remarks we have
made, we have been forgetting the late Earl of Beacons-
field, a statesman to whom Sir John has frequently and
not altogether improperly been compared. But this isnot
the case. Lord Beaconsfield was perhaps as great a man
as Sir John Macdonald, although we venture to doubt this.
He certainly was a man of more varied and versatilo gifts.
But, as a matter of simple fact, he did not enjoy, to any-
thing like the same extent, the confidence of his own party
or the friendly regard of his opponents. Lord Beacons-
field was rather a necessity for his party than their choice ;
they always stood somewhat in doubt of him ; and the
Gladstonians and many other Liberals detested him. Sir
John Macdonald had the enthusiastic devotion of his party,
the kindly regard of many who did not number themselves
among his adherents, and the ill will of very few. The
reception accorded to him during his last victorious cam-
paign in the city of Toronto was a fair sign of the esti-
mation in which he was held not only in the metropolis of
Ontario, but among the more educated classes, and to a
great extent by the whole people throughout the Domin-
ion.

Few will maintain that this popularity was undeserved.
Indeed, it was more than popularity that he enjoyed ; it
was affection and confidence. The superficial faults of char-
acter which he was supposed to possess were sometimes
fastened upon by antagonists ; but with very little effect
upon his friends or the public. To them he was the chief.
tain of whom they were proud.

It is not quite easy to write with perfect calmness of
such a man when he has but just been taken from us. The
glamour of his presence and speech is over us and we can-
not and would nol free ourselves from it. The influence of
his remarkable personality is a thing not easily or wil-
lingly thrown off. There are many ways of accounting for
all this,

In the first place, Sir John Macdonald was a man of
real and very great ability, If we were to say he was a
great man, we believe we could defend the thesis, Any
definition of buman greatness which should exclude such a
man from the category would carry with it its own confu-
tation, Sir John's abilities were manifest when he wag at
the age at which most men are stil} learning to exercise the
gifts which were conspizuous in him. Whether in Parlia-
ment or out of Parliament, wherever he went, he made
his mark, his superiority wasrecognized. And this superi-
ority was not displayed in any particular department of
work, but in the grasp which he had on the whole.

For example, although an effective speaker, indeed, it
might be said, having regard to his own purpose and
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ends, an admirable speaker, he was never what could pro-
perly be called an orator. We are not quite sure that
oratory is always the gain to the statesman, which a
superficial viaw of the matter might induce us to think it.
Perhaps the most able English politician of modern times
and the one who seemed capable of holding most com-
pletely the confidence of the English people was Lord
Palmerston ; and his mode of public speech resembled that
of Sir John Macdonald far more than the verbosity of Mr.
Gladstone or the consummate eloquence of Mr. Bright.
It was the same with Lord Beaconsfield. Few men spoke
more effectively. Few men were listened to more atten-
tively. Few men had so great power of detecting the
weak and the ridiculous points in an adversary, but he
was not, in the proper sense of the word, an orator. Sir
John Macdonald had a gtrong resemblance to the English
Tory leader ; but he seldom imitated him in the bitter-
ness which often drew upon him the resentment and enmity
of those whom he scourged.

It is not quite easy to analyze the elements of great-
ness and attractiveness in manysided men. But we
imagine that one conspicuous reason for the hold which
Sir John Macdonald maintained upon the people of Can-
ada was their confidence that, whether he was always
right or wrong, at least he had at heart the well-being of
the country and the people, and that he was devoting his
great powers ungrudgingly and unreservedly for the
securing of those interests.

We do not imagine that even those who thought the
worst of the departed statesman will question this ' asser-
tion. He loved power, they said. Such an accusation
iy mean a great many things, some good and some bad.
For the man who has the consciousness of power, who
knows by inward conviction and by practical experinnce,
that he is better fitted to do the work to which he has
been called, than most other men, for such a man the
love of power becomes almost a duty, There would be as
great an error in one who was a born ruler abdicating
place and authority without necessity, as therc would be
in an ineflicient and impotent person striving to exalt
himself to a position for which he has no qualifications,

The real question in this connection must rather be
directed to the manner in which power is exercised and
perhaps also to the manner in which it is secured and
maintained. No one has forgotten the one great accu-
sation brought against the Government of Sir John Mac-
donald in connection with what is called the Pacific Scandal,
No ons will think of defending bribery in any form. We
will not plead that the Carleton Olub of the Conservative
Party and the Reform Club of the Liberal Party have been
accustomed, from generation to generation, to spend large
sums at English elections, without enquiring too narrowly
into the destination of the expenditure. We would rather
say to those who are never weary of raking up this inci-
dent: ' Let him that is without sin throw the first stone.”
What is the essential nature of bribery ! Surely it is the
overpowering of the conviction of the voter ; it is the
inducing of a man to support a policy which he does not
approve. We will not make the somewhat obvious remark,
that a man who accepts a bribe cannot have any very
strong convictions to dispose of, and does not deserve that
his opinions should be regpected. We will rather point
out that the exercise of undue influence is one of the com-
monest features of avery election, that intimidation is
practised in a thousand different forms by candidates and
their supporters; and we say plainly that although such
intimidation may often be intangible and such as cannot
be brought home to its author, it is morally much more
criminal than the mere giving of money,

But enough of this. It has never been pretended that
Sir John Macdonald either appropriated to his own use
any money which he was accused of spending at elections ;
and it has gever been even hinted, and there is no Cana-
dian who will believe, that he ever made use of his high
position and the many opportunities that must have been
within his reach, in order to enrich himself. Tt would be
far more true to say that he impoverished himself in order
to serve his country. A man of his transcendent ability
could have made money in many careers that were open to
him. It is his glory that he preferred to be the ruler—in
his own belief and intention, the benefactor—of Canada
instead of aspiring to be one of the richest men in the
Dominion,

There was one characteristic of his position and policy
which gave him a peculiar hold on the people of the Mother
Country, his unswerving loyalty to the British connection.
Some may think that he made a somewhat excessive use of



