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S€IT dwelt almost exclnsively. _If his re-
gret was’gennine_he took a curious method
of showing it.

The remarkable circnmstance of Mr.
Oliver's re-election by accl ion punc-

EVENT».

they were whl(ng o continue him as their
representative. Mr. Oliver was selected
by the Prime Minister, S8ir Wilfrid Lau-
rier, as vhe Minister of the Interior in suc-

i to Mr. Stfton who had res‘gned

tures the whole hubhle of agitation over
the school matter. Under our parliament-
ary system the electi of a ber of
the House upon taking office has a pecu-
liar significance. When the Relorm Bill
of 1882,was under decussion in the British
House of Lords it was proposod by Lord
Northampton to insers a clause to render
it unnecessary for members of the House of
Commons to vacate their seats upon ac-
ceptance of office as ministers. Lord Grey,
the prime minister, favored the proposal
but it was postponed and ul*imately drop-
ped. The proposal was revived in the
House of Commons in 1834 but wet with
little favor. Upon the revival of the agita-
tion for reforms by Lord John Russell in
1852 the question was revived, and again
in 1854, and Lord Jobn Russell himself
made a speech in favor of it but the orin-
ciple at the root of the law seemed to stick.
When in 1866 ancther Reform Bill was laid
upon the table by;Mr, Gladstone it contain-
‘d no clanse reliev'n g a member of the ne-
©cessity of re-election, a principle whicn
has existed since the time of Queen Anne.
According to May's Constitutional History
this principle bas been ‘‘resolately and
persistently maintained.”” That principle
is the constitutional right of the elcetors
to declare that a person whom they had
lately chosen whilst in an independent
position and free to devote his time and
attention in their behalf, and who after-
wards accepts an oftice which must re-
quire a considerable portion of his time,
and also to a certain extent must cripple
his independent judgment, should go be-
fore his constitnents in order to know
whether, in these altered circumstances,

because he disagreed with Sir Wiltrid Lau-
rier's view of clause 16 of ths Antonomy
Bill, whicb is the school clanse. Mr. Oli-
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ver upon appealing to his constituents did
80 as the direct representative of oir Wil-
frid Leurier and the policy of the govern-
ment. His re-election, therefore, by ac-
clamation proves to a demonstration that
the people of Western Canada arejquite sat-
isfied with Sir Wilfrid Laurier's policy on
the school question. That's what makes
the debute now #o nnintererting.




