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Curreut Topiùs.

rndTunk The Grand Trunk liJailway bias dlotie at
a~nW53.great deal for Canada, ani it is a matter

the of general regret amongst Canadians that
tegreat raiiway bas7 not been as pr-osperýous as it deserved

to be. Tite Company cannot expect substantiai success 15s

1 011g as its hîead offices are in EuglIand. Sir Henry Tyler
~nld the Board of J)irectors nîay riotchave been always \Vise
iti their management, but it is doubtfui whether any other
1rreSidet or Dloard. would bave donc mucb better under the
disiidvantageous circunistances which mnust attend tbe pres-

Mft lethod of mnagemient. The general in comimand of
41 arnY bas to be on the spot. H1e would not succeed very

Weithree tbousand miles away front tbe scene of action.

The S"stfdal Tite politics of the Donminion have now

-sssion, conte to this pass, that tAie iast session
l)efore each prospective irenerai election is

'faePre-eitiinetitly. a scandai session. Aireadv, thioughi the
sesi 0  ~ ca'cey'two wveeks 01(1, the scandai beaps o? years

e raked over, rusty weapoîs frorndiltipihlited

Years Ploughied os eî in searcli of freshi iaterial. The
reU 115toiake Our national Parliamecnt a mnost undignified

Npecta'le at home ansd to expose it to reproacb or contenipt

if hei at is to lie (lonie ? Far be it from us to say that
e doPPosition honestly believe, as we inust suppose thenitod'that the long course o? the Conseî'vative dirita

ti a's efatrail of miisappropriations of public inoneys, and

,rruPt'o. Of imdiiduais and constituencies, it is not their
lat t rokeevery effort to bring the evil deeds to iight.

th. ther'e 11o possible svay of mnaking a dlean sweep of

for aaoury business, so far as the past is concerned, once
Se u reiY for the sake of the national reputation, as

peleý bf the self-respect and dîgnity of Parliarnent and
baak e' bOth Parties sîîouîd try to fn oengtoswyo

Ila Perpetuai end to tbis thing, so far as the past is
8as to let the new Parliament be it Conserva-VeO ieai, commence witli a dlean siate 1in tbis respect.

It is dificuit touniderstand on what grounds
Mr. Sifton and the the Miinister of Finance and some othier
Sehool Question.

ineil)ers of Parliainent (lenounced the action
of the Attorniey (leneral of Manitoba in addressiîîu the
electors of Ilaldiimand, as onei of political indecency. It wasi

surely desirable, in view of ant eiection in which the school ques-

tion was understood to bc specially involved, that hionest and

intelligent electors shouid gct ail the information possible

upoI1 tAie subject. W'ho more competent to informn themi, iii
regard at least to soute of its historical phases, than a mcmn-

bel of the Governmtent of Manitoba, who lla(l full personal
knowiedge. of the varjo us steps in the process of doiingawavNwitli

the 01(1 and suhstituting the ne-,% systent, froîn the] begini-
ning of the agitation ?i Moreover, is it îîot a f ree country? 11 as
miot a citizen of one Province a perfect righit to defend his
Province ail over the Dominion, if hie pieases, iii a toatter iii
wlîich the interests of that Pros mce are specialiy invoiî cd,

p)lovided the electors are wvi1iing to hear hit ? Hlave those
electors not a perfect right to gct ail the information they
cari ont the question ? M r. Sif ton's officiai position couid make
it imiproper for hint to argue the case, oniy oit the~ theory
titat lie and bis Governiment wvere considering the subject iii
a judiciai capacity, which they do not, we think, pretend. Hie
appeared in the capacity of ant advocate, rather thani iii
that of a j udge. Even the 2lfoîl and E mpire wvas constrainied
to admit the fairness and mnoderation of bis address in

Toronto, and if lie iiad a righit to address an audience wiîich
wasg-lad to hear Iimii in Toronto, why flot in Haidimand ?

On the wvhole does not Mr. Foster owe Mr. Sifton an amende
for Parliamentary discourtesy to a visitor front a sister
Province ?

Touching the Manitoba agitation there are
Three Points. three questions which seem to us to be of a

goo(l deai of importance, upon which little
bas been said. The first regards the genuineness, or the

reverse, of the allezed fourth Biii of Rights. It cari hardiy

be denied that the interpretation of the clause in the Consti-
tution upon which the case of the minioriuy is based turnis
largely upon the question whether that clause was drawn up
iii tbe liglit of the third Bill of Rigbits in which no mention

of Separate Schools xas made, or iii the light of the fourth
aileged Biil, whicli contained specific reference to that q1ues-

tion. If the Dominion Privy Council reaily acted iii a judiý
cial catpacity, shouid it flot have tricd to set this question at
rest by evidence ? In the second place, there is an important

gcroup of questions clustered around the large judiciai and
moral principie wvbich should deterinie to wbat extent, and

for wbat lengtb of time, the compact made witbi a few thous.
ands of the original settiers of a country or province are
moraiiy binding upon bundreds of thousands or even millions
of their successors, especiaily wben, as Senator Botilton
reminded bis feilow-members of the Upper Chamber, the
hou nds of the original territory bave been greatly eniarged.
Sureiy the dead band ougbt not V) restriet the iiberty and

progress of the living multitudes tbrough ail generations?

Thirdly, and to our thinking more important still, have we

sufficient evidence in the case in question that the deinand
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