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Court Bill. The line of defence to be taken, as indicated in Mr. Mercier's
speech at the indignation meeting in Montreal East, is somewhat peculiar
and can hardly fail to prove embarraqsinc, to the D3minion authorities.
"You must know," said hie, 'l that no veto can have any po)wer until a pro-

clamation lias been issued by the Lieut.-Governor. I have no riglit to say
more." The hint is ominous. Onie resuit of the tactics indicated must be
to place the Lieut. -Governor in a very awkward position. As the appointele
of the Dominion Govertiment, to which lie is supposed to stand in a rela-
tion similar to that occupied by the Governor-General towards the British
*Governinent, lie will, of course, be duly informed of the veto, and directed
to make the proclamation accordingly. But as the constitutional ruler of
the Province hie can take officiai action only as prompted by bis responsible
advisers. What would be his duty in case lie should lie iastructed by the
Ottawa Government to issue the proclamation in question, and at tlie saine
turne advised by the Qnebec Government te refrain from issuing it. The
dilflculty of serving two masters would bie brought home to him in a very
direct and practical manner. Tlie possibilities of the situation are curieus.
Wbatever may be the issue, the struggle is a fresh illustration of the
desirability of having the veto power vested, if vested at ail], in an autbority
wbose use of it will be above suspicion of partisan bias. But, given a
tribunal with functions purely judicial to pronounce on ail questions of
interpretation and constitutionaiity, what need of any power of absolute
veto?1

Tim Conservatives of Cardwell liaving at length agreed on a candidate,
the election will no doubt be fixed for an early day. Lt is one of the
anomalies of Canadian constitutional practice that the election of a mernber
te) represent a vacaint constituency may lie deferred adi libitum to suit the
wbim or the political exigencies of the Governinent of the day. Lt is idle
te) say that no harm resuits froin keeping a constituency open se long, as
Parliament is not in session. Wliatever tends to facilitate wire-pulling, or
to deepen the impression tliat politics is a partisan gaine in which the
party in power liold the trump cards, is mischievous and demoralizing. Lt
ii high time that tlie opportunities of both Daminion and Provincial Gev-
erninents for the manipulation of elections were still further limited by the
adoption of a rule fixing the unmit of Mime after the occurrence of a vacancy
within whicli the writs must be issuel and madIe returnable. The issuanci
of the writ is tlie Speaker's function. There is ne good reason why lis
action should not be required to be prompt and uniforin in aIl cases. Why
sboiild the Governments have anything te do with the business, directly or
indirectly i____

IT is announced that the Manitoba Governinent have decided te aid
tlie Hudson Bay Railway to the extent of two and a half millions of
dollars. No doubt the United States' threat of non-intercourse lias
wrougbt in favour of this scbeme. iFew wiil doubt the wisdom of the
people of the Nortbwest in aeeking to secure this aiternate outiet for their
products, thougli it could be wisbed tliat the feasibility of the scheine liad
l)een more clearly demonstrated. Still, in view of the facta that the Day
lias been navigated in the paat, and that shipbuilding science is inaking
constant progress in its atruggle azainst natural obstacles, there seeins
good reason to hope that the Hudson's Bay route may yet lie proved
available to a much greater extent than is at present believed. ln the
event of freer intercourse with tlie East and the Se)uth by the multipli-
cation of railways, there would stili be always great advantage in having
the short cut to, Europe. In the event of non-intercourse with our
neigliboura, the opening, up of the route would be almoat a matter of
absol ute necessity. ____

hT is pretty clear that the last word bas not yet been said, or rather
that only the first words have as yet been said, on tbe sub.ject of close
organizations in trade and manufactures. Th'le question at issue is too
broad and too far-reacliing to be settled by any summary process of legis-
latioin. Nor will it do to condemu sucli business arrangements as thiose
referred to on the strengtb of disagreeable connotations suggested to die
public mind by the use of mere naines, sucb as Il nonopoly," Iltrust,"
"(combine," etc. in this, as in most difficuit questions of public policy,
there is a good deai to bie said on botb sides. Lt would be absurd to sup-

pose, as inost of us are perliapa too ready to do, that ail or the great
majority of those wbo enter into sucli combinations to regulate and per.
haps restrict the production or sale of articles in common use, are utterly
selfish, conscienceless schemera. We may indeed believe that some are
blinded by self-interest ; that others are glad to leave sucli nice questions
of right, and wrong in their business transactions to their agents and
managers ; and that the latter are too often more anxious te coinmend
theinselves to their principals by a good financial sbowing, than to base
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their transactions on the moral rock-bottom of the Golden Rule. But it
is evid ont, on the other baud, that tlie manufacturer or the merchant who
finda himself in danger of being ruined through over-supply and couse-
quent over-competition, will not only need to be conscientious and self-
sacriticing above the average to prevent him fromn agreeing, wlien opper-
tunity offers, witli lis competitors to unmit production or regulate prices,
but lie will aIse need to be very clearly sbown that such agreement is
wrong in principle and injurions in practice. Lt is, in a word, obvious
that, in connection with this matter of trusts and combines, is emerging
one of the most difficult and compiicated questions with which the poiiti-
cal economiat, the legislator, and the moralist of the day has te deal. The
wonder is, not that bere and there a speaker or writer is found approach-
ing th- subjeet somewhat gingerly, but that it bas not already, become a
leading topic in ail the papers and magazines.

THE foregoing observations have been suggested by the tone of injured
innocence, no doubt sincere, pervading that part of tbe report of the Com-
bines Coinmittee of the IUndertakers' Association of Ontario, presented at its
recent meeting, in whicbi reference is made to the manner in which. the
Association bas been spoken of by the Combines Committee of the Flouse
of Commons, and by the newspapers. The Report, it is true, doles net
commit itseif to any defeuce of tbe principle of combines, but rather, by
styling the society a "lMutual Benefit Association," and empbasizing the
statement that it is Il without uniforin price liste, secret understandings or
minimum schedules te govern its membors in the sale of their goods, Jeav-
ing every member at liberty te conduct bis business according to bis owfl
ideas of profit and bass," seems to imply that the depravity of such "lunder-
standings " and "aschedules " rnust be taken for granted. If it were neces-
sary te deal with this association in particular, seme of the omissions il,
this negative description of its objecta migbt be rather curiously supplied
froin that part of the Secretary's Report, which states that Il the Dominion
Burial Case Association continues ils agreement with us to recognize those
only as legitimate undertakers who belong te our Association, together with
those who were engaged in the business prier te our formation in July 5th,
1884." The mention by the Executive Committee of the long-standinlg
complaints of members of the Association that manufacturera in the United
States were supplying persons outside of the Association, is aise strikingY
suggestive. But the present object is rather te point eut the need of 81,
exhaustive discussion of the principles involved in the toleration or prO«
bibition of auch. menopolies generally, whetber partial or cempiete in theif
scopie. Sucli a discussion lias hardly been commenced as yet. There miaY
be, we believe there can be, littie doubt that the ultimate conclusion Of
political science wvil] accord witb the popular instinct in pronouneing
against ail sncb monopolies, but that conclusion may carry witb it conoe,
quences mucli more sweeping than those at present in view. Wben, for
instance, the Undertakers' Association seek legisiatien forbidding underý
takers te advertise theinselvea as "lembaumera " unitil they shaîl have Passed
an examination, sucli examination te lie ne doulit prescribed and held by
the Association, tbey are virtually asking the powers cf a close corporation
for 'an object wbich is ostensibly for the good of the public. On whst
principle can their request be denied, that will net lie equally applicable tO
the twe learned professions whicb are already legally operating as close
corporations, and conducting siînilar examinationa?

TuxE long-looked for Jettera of acceptance cf President Cleveland and
Judge Harrison bave at lengtb been given te the public. The moat note,
worthy and, in fact, the essenitial feature of the former, which is leligtby
and somewliat laboured, ia its unequivocal re-affirmation of the cni'
principles laid down in the fan eus message te Cengress. The letter con
laits the President, and, se far as hie can speak for it, the party te the theory
cf a revenue as distinctive frein a protective tariff. He declares thatl
Ilunnecessarv taxation is unjust taxation." H1e contenda that a protectiv6

tariff meanis that for every million dollars paid te the Gevernflent jn

(inties, many millions mnust be paid into the pockets of private individulo'

lie distînctly affirma his belief lu " te alsolute duty cf limaiting the rate

cf tariff chargea te tbe necessities of a frugal and economical adinlistra'
tien of the Geverninent." In thus boldly maintaining lis former position'1

in the face of the -' hedging " attempted Iby se many cf lus supporte"' the
President once more shows himseîf poBseBsed cf the courage of bis fornier

Convictions. Owing, possibly, te his fin-m stand on tliis groufldi jdge

Ilarrison's letter, wbicli appeared later, is largely a defence of the Opst

policy, that cf protection, pure and simple, lu support cf which ie Vigor'
ously urges the usuai and farniliar arguments. The tariff questi on je15 ff

once more, set in~ the feregrounid as the great issue of the campaigu. r lie


