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unpatriotic and immoral in hinting that anybody's inte
ests but those of the manufacturer-by the way, is not tI
printer a manufacturer 1-are worthy of a mornent's coi
sideration. Will the Mama/acturer help us into the light

THIERE can ho no douht Chat~ what should, in stritnesiThave been a discussion of the personnel of the Cor
mission appointed by the Governmcnt to take evidence i
regard te the charges preferred against Sir Adolphe Caroi
was somewhat irregularly switchied ofi jute a re-discussio
of the policy of appointing a Commission, a policy whic
bad already been settled by a vote of the Flouseý. Witl
eut attempting te follow the (lebate tlîrougli its varion
phases, we mnay say that the gist of thie whole miatteri
involved in two questions, First, the fairneHs of subsC
tuting a commission cf judqes for a coîemîittee of th
lieuse, to take evidnce in the case. 'Uhero an be nidouht that the Blouse had a constîtrîtionial righit to adop
this înethod. Nor is it eamy te escape the force' of Sii
John Thonipson's contention that a commission of ,jdgéH
other things beiug equal, is likely te perforni the tasl
niuch more expeditiously than a zommittee of mienibers
Whether sucb a commission is likely te (Io the work ai
thoroughly in ail respects iii another matter. Mucl
depends uipon what is really wanted. 1If we regard Chf
case as analogous te that of an accu4ed persen on trial foi
a serieus of1ence, and entitled and exlpoutcd te avail himu
silf of every nioaîîs of defence which the law afflordH, àiti
obvieus that judges accumtemed te that mode of inx'îatiga
tion would be niucli mtore likely te allow the unqnItiry te 1)
resHtriuted( by tiichnical objections than a coîeîîîittc, niît.mr
alIy impatient of îîice legal distinctions and ca i
techuicalitice. But if, oit Che other lîand, we inay ni.ga;.
the case as eue ini whichi Che accuised Mijister, coînscîe,î,
of innocence andi indignant at faIme accusations, î.niaîîds
the fullest and freeHt investigation, and 8purns every
artificial re8traint, the wonder is that lie should net prefer
te let lii a't'ujers chîîcwo their own thôi lrd of condisuting
the euqluiry, aînd proclaiie lus suprenui ini'lilerenur' as to
whether the evdîe h takon by the oine or tCfe other
body, provided only that the opportunity of estal.îliîfiiîîg
bis innocence andl confounling bis enumiio8 la prcîniptly
given bim. '['ere iii great seemîuig force in Sir John
Thomipson's argument tChat the vi.ry faut that aniy Parlia-
nîentary cciniittecc which iniglt be uhosen would neces-
sarily have a mnajority of the political friendsi cf the
~accused iii oue ef the stronge8t reasemîs for objecting te
such a Conimiittee, mince it would enalol the ac.cusers te
say, in case cf failure te conviet, that Cho tribunal had net
been an impartial eue. Twe considerations, howevor,
show that the fer-e im lit in seening, net in reality.
Firmt, the argument assunies that C report cf the- Par-
liimentary com mittee wculd necesarîly be final, whereýas
the final verdict weuld in any case ho pronounced by the
Bouse itself. Ilence, again, the very ojection which hoe
urges applies with fuil force te the verdict to be gîven by
the Flouse itself upon the evidence as r-ported by the
Commission. Thus it is clear that uothing save putting
the decision iute the bands cf someo independent tribunal
con deprive the Opposition cf the power te say at the ]ast
that the verdict was that cf an interested and prejudiced
court. But, as ne oe has preposed te removo the case
fromn Parliamentary jurisdiction, the fact that tlie Opposi-
tion are willing te conduct their case before the Bouse,
argues a good deal cf faitb in the strength of the evidence
they bave te bring, and really seetus te open the way for
them te get the best cf the retort-makiug, after aIl.

originally preferred by Mr, Edgar, taken fer submissiou te
the Blouse by a Royal Commission, instead cf by either cf
the committees prcposed, the Opposition wouldhave found
it very bard te elicit mucb synîpathy with tbeir objections.
Everyone would have feit that if they bad really any such
evidence te effer as tbey alleged, it ceuld make little dif-
ference whetber it was presentecd beforo the eue or the
ether body ef investigation. The crucial questiont la Chat
cf tbe alleged mutilation cf the charges. On this point
Sir John Thompson brougbt te bear ail bis logical acunjen.
If he failed te mako bis argument ccnvincing, it muet
have been bûcause the facts were against bîm, and he was
trying te make tbe worse appear the better reason. That
ho did se fail seouts te us deinonatrable. The gist cf bis
contention was that if Sir Adolphe could be proved guilty
of censpiracy te obtain public moeys, or te divcrt theui
from their proper usme, it mattered not haow ho speuit the

r- money. The whele force cf this contention rests upon th
he assumptien that Mr. Edgar made but one charge, tbato
n- ceuspiracy, against Sir Adolphe, whereas it is toierahl
ýt clear te anyone reading bis charges that hie really madea

least two, and that wholesale bribery was oe of ther
s, If this ho se, it follows that the charges were changed b,
n- the omission of one cf them-a very serious change,a
iu anyone can sce. Again, can any reasonable nman doul
m, tCbat, were the situations revcrsed, Sir John Thompsci
ont would heonee of the finîftot pretest vehemiently againfu
el, theo attempt te 1101( him responsible for the proof iý
'b- charges which lic did net formally make, but wbicb werf
is allog"ed te bave been mîade by sornie cf bis frienda in th(

is course cf debate. Sir Johu's declaraticit that the origina
ti. chargea wcre tee vague for investigation was sufficientiy
e answered hy bimself in another part cf bis speech, wheu
o0 ho spoke of AMr. Edgar as baviug mado Ilnine or ten oc
t the gravoat accusations whicb coîîld be meade againsta
r publicenman te deprive hlmn of honour, character, hi,
H, titica, and bis seat in the Flouse and in the Goveýrumeut.'
à Surely charges l4hich, if preved, weuld bave had sncb con-
. ai qeeuces, can hardly have been toc vague fer investiga-
LH tioît! The most serieus aspect cf the wheie case, and that
hl whicb maRkes it the independent journalist's duty, as we
0 see it, te set the matter as clearly as possible bofore the
Ir public is tis, In regard te the charges cf expenditureofc
l- molieys, liewever obtained, in many censtituencies and
it with sucli profusion as niakes it simply inmpossible aud

t-abaurd te suppose Chat they could have been usemi foi
0logiCimuatm- purposes--charges whiuhî cveryene mnust coufesi

te liave bfevm aîîîply substantîateod by documents wliîcl
lia vi I 'ciiiva eiy pb sid ireg-ard, we gay, Cte sucli

1 c'argus, t1wýiiMiîiater cf Justice bas for the second tCime
taken refuge inuCtie statuteocf lmitationîs, I>e a aîy
tînpiîj,.udîIcîd ni-ailen of 'THîE WieI:K îcub)t that the Ciii -
atîjan Parîlaîieut stands in need cf a solewni luatnsticîî ?

r (1mi aiîyoefail Cte ~iithat siîchlîaustration i impossible
se long wa litue adler of tluf Governineitt andl Mîniater of
J Omsiice- t(> whoîî iii o ye8 cf the levers cf political puîity

*wenu at eue tinie tîîniied as te a uemiîîg delverer-caiî
aliflter Che iniiiîbors cf iii Cabinet frein tho iîîst serions
chiarges bobiad suchu ref uges as t1îcie '1

T -leaunual botowîîîent cf certain Imeperitul boueurs
upoît a few proiiiiint Canadians bas brought forward

again thme aitiual discussion as to the value and desirability
cf this methcd cf rewardiug menit in the colonies. Apart
altogethor frein Che question cf tho wisdoin or otberwise cf
the pensonal soiectiens miade, it îîîuHt lie confessedCi hat
thero la a cîrtain iuengnuity betwoeetCtio demnocratic
habits and tendciuciea cf lifo it this youtiîg.westeýrn wcrld
andl the social distinctions wbiulu are inseparably asscciated
witb feudal Citlesanad aristocratic traditions. There seems
te lie a kiiîd cf dignity suitable te the now conditions whicb
obtain on tis ide cf the ocean, in the' demouratiu pnin-
ciple, or aturuiv pide, or whatever à it ay ho, which
prompts il Mackenzie or a Blake te decline te be arti-
ficially distimîguiHhud by any titie, even though emaaating
frein thuiQce-.otheî mperial Govrnimnt--which
aîight seem dogignied te mark tbeui off socially frein their
fellew-celoists. We can lîandly admire C character of
the mari, be hoe premfier or prelate, who, after baviag
associated ail bis life on ternus cf cquality witb those around
him, many cf whom may be bis equals, semeo pos8îbly bis
,uperiora, iii intellectual and moral qualities, can, with-
out embarrasament and positive discoînfcrt, find himself
suddeniy raised to a fictitieus elevatiort whicb requires that
tbey should address bim benceforth by a titis which can
bave ne significance save as a recognition cf a social
superierity cf which neither hoe uer they are censcieus.
Assuming tbat the distinction conferred by kaigbheod,
as denoted by the cabalistic "KCMG."l a pureiy
social eue, and therefore quite distinct in kind frein those
conferred by universities and other learued institutions as
badges cf sebolarship or literary attalumeuts, one 18
tempted te indulge in some possibly invidieus reflectiens
on the lack cf legical relation between the reward bestowed
and the service, nsually a service te the State, lu somne
public capacity, fer wbich it la given. But te hint at tho
need cf aniy sncb logical fituess la enougb, wo suppose, te
convict us of utter failure te appreciate the true nature cf
ail sucb betowmieîts, as arising scliy from the sovereign
grace arnd pleasure cf the Quoen, wbich, liing interpreted,
meaus, of course, the Queen's pelitical adviaons. Assucb,
these distinctions becoine subjeot, cf course, to the
gerieral law whicb forbids the recipient cf a gift to enquire
tee curiously into the question of its appreprimteuesî or

Lie NOTWITHSTANDING ail thip, tho fact romains well
cf N understood Chat wbile these dignties are boîte wed
Iy simply at the pleasureo cf the Sovireigiî, as special marks
at cf the Royal faveur, they are none the ]eýs intended te ho
n. recognized as the rewards cf menit. Thiat long years cf
îy able and faitbfui service in the bighcst judicial capacity in
as bis native Provine ontitles Chief Justice Lacoste, of
ît Quebec, te this distinguishing mark cf the Royal faveur
n may ho cbeerfully admittcd. The public wilI hereafter ne
it doubt bave a botter cpportunity cf estiinatirig the value

of te the IDominioni and the Empire cf the ser-vice rendencd
-e by Prof. G. M. Dawson, in ii bsBehîiing Sea investigations,

.ebut bis kuown ability and proficiency as a student cf
al science beave ne roonu te doubt that in lis case, toc, the
ly henour lîestowed la weli placed. In the case of the two
n Premiers wbc bave been simultaîîceously tnansformed into
if knights, it nîay net ho invidieus te note a singular cen-
a trast. Wbilo the one, after many previeus years cf public
as service in Parliamont and on the Bench, lias for twenty

consecutive years retained bis plae at the head of thue
1- administration of the largeat and wealthiest Province cf
t- the Dominion-an administration which bias, during all
it that penied, boon emirentiy succesaful in retainiug the
e public confidence andi remarkably froc, fer Canada, from
0 suspicion cf gross jobbcry or corruption-bis coinpanion lu
f bomîcur bias, on the other hand, cccupied for but a few
I nuonths the lîigh position cf Premier cf the Domîinion,
I and liat, tee, without liaving nmade any previeus record as
r eue dovoted specially te the service cf the State - Though
m îîis administration bias thus fan uertairily ieen coiuduuted
i with nîarkod akil i and] ahility, unîlen cincuiiustaiuces ef

igreat diticulty, lis wonk aecuis to e Hleail iii the, stage ini
Jwbich the wise adlage about the imai who la juat piitting cou
ithe armour, igbt lie uippliî-d witb coniderable foc,

îsupýcially seeiiîg tliat liiH Ccvoruicint lias net yit eiiierged
fieni the (loui of scanîlal wilîi b as linougbt tClic naiane cf
C1aniada into sncb illînepute. liad Mnr. Abblitt secu fit to
diulium-the îînchler-d icrnurnl, attir a few years cf
boeot and vigoroeuîsa dmiistration, liii could peint te a
Cabiinet freefo f-eî4 u8picioni cf corruption, anid a record cf
public service vhuiuhu luad divin theniiiincy cf Ilus urifen-
tunate relation te tlhe Pacifie Scandai utterly eut cf thue
public mind, the whole country would have joined us ûeno
mîan lu deularng thehobour well bestowed. Seeing that
ut lsaiaready conferd and accepted we can ouly hope that
a deep sense cf the confidence cf bis Quecu, and cf the
bigb expectatiens cf his coumtrynicu, will nierve Sir Johîui
Abbott's annmi fer whatever stîîrdy îvonk la yet required to
wipe eut the iiîemory cf Canada's samaiî and resHtone, lier
te full standiing among the inioat bigluly-respeuteul and self-
reapecting natiomialities.

N NCho ckkao cf Mn. M owat, tiiere ivire two on tbnee sur-
prises. l'he finit was Chat as the head of a Liberal

administration iin the ueit deiîîecratic cf ail the Provinîces,
hoe should have ccîsented te bf) traasforined loto Sir
Oliver Mewat, under any ciî-cunutanues. But thîcu sonue
cf bis frieîîds explair that Mn. Mowat's Libei'aljsnî bas
always becît ef a very modrato type, that thene la iu fact
an utter absence cf Radicalismaiud a plemtiful aiiîixture
cf old-fashioued Conservatism lu bis memntal tuake-up.
The second surprise was the arunouncement that lus Cabinet
was corîsulted bofore thhobour was accepted, a fact whicli
seemns te give the transaction nuore cf the political comi-
plexion than is gcnerally deemed dcsiîable. Prebably,
bowever, they were coasulted as political fniends, net as
official colleagues. The stnangest tbing cf al la penhaps
the public announcement that Sir Oliver was assurod that
ho was net indebted fer the honour dinectly or indirectly
te the Dominion Government. One feels nather sorry te
read this, for in these days cf party rancour it would bave
been rather a relief and a ploasant variation te learu that
the Dominion Goverument was reaponsible for whuat wouid
bave seomed to ehoa just and graceful recognition cf menit
in a political opponeut. But tho regret la swailowed up
in the cnniosity which is excitod as te the real source cf
this Ilmnexpectod "and Il umdesired "act cf the [mperial
authorities. We bad net 8anpposed that itlier the Qucen
berself or ber special advisers had se keen ait eycsight for
the discovery of menit in those subdivisions cf the Empire
witb which tbsy do net ceme into direct officiai relations,
or that the one or thre other was accîîstomed te act, oven
in the bestowmient of Inîperiai boueurs, witbout the advice
of their ewn rosponsibie Govornors lu thii Colonies. 0f
course the Governor-General might penhaps act lu such a
case witbcut the sanction of bis responsible advisers, but
he la not generaliy supposed te do se, and the fact* of hie
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