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which was that the Company be placed in the same position as other com-
Panies, with relation to the building of branches, and the other, that Par-
liament should not endorse the monopoly clause. Still another public
gathering, ¢his time a mass-meebing, was held. It seems to have been
engineered by the local Conservatives, but despite that fact, there was a
good deal of talk about the strects of Winnipeg of passing a resolution,
asking for the « dissolution of Parliament,” owing to the ohjectionable natuve
of the contract. That resolution was not passed ; the knees of the faith-
ful gave away at the last moment, and it was smothered. The following
excellent resolution was presented by Mr. (now Mr. Justice) Killam, and
was adopted by a large majority vote :—

“That the unlimited power proposed to be given to the C. P. R. to
build branch lines of railway from the main line to any point in the
Dominion, without the consent or control of Parliament or the (e.‘(t:.cntive,
affords an unfair and unjust advantage over other compantes, and will tend
to prevent the formation of new companies to hnilfl liﬁues connecting with
the C. P. R. or any portions of the Northwest Torritories, and will thereby
paralyse private enterprise, aud prove disastrous to the best interests of
the country. ) .

“That in the opinion of this meeting a tariff of railway rates eannot
be efficiently regalated without the Government retaining t.lm power to
grant charters eastward, giving independent outlets to competing lines, apd
that the Parliamnent of Canada should not by any agreement with a priv-
ate company divest itself of its sovereign right to uucl‘lorise thfa construc-
tion of any railway lines when and where it may consider b.he interests or
necessities of the country require or will be served by them.”

According to the published report—

“ Mr. Killam went on to say that thess resolutions were directed ab two
clauses in the contract which had caused such an cxtreme commotion in
Winnipeg during the past few days. These clauses provided that the syn.
dicate should have the right, without going back to Parliament fora c.ha,rter,
to build branch lines anywhere they saw tit, and secondly, F,hat Parliament
should not, for twenty years, authorise any line to be built south of the
main line, except in a southwesterly direction or a direction west of south-
west,”

So much for the history of the cffect which the fear of impending mono-
poly had upon Winnipeg and Manitoba. The peoplcf of th»e city :-and the
representatives of the province in the Legislature did all in their power
to rid the contract of the monopoly clause. Oun every side it was regarded

with strong disfavour. Sir George Stephen’s assertion that * hardly a
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voice was raised in objection to the so called monopoly clause,” therefore,

is thoroughly untrue.

It is evident that the people of Manitoba believed that the monopoly
clause applied to their province, and that they did all in t:,heir power to
escape from what they regarded as an intolerable yoke. It is also evident
that their protestations had a powcrful effect at Ottawa,
time to time communicated to the Ilouse of Commons, and the cham-
Pions of Provincial autonomy there suffered no chance of iwpressing them
upon Parliument to escape. The result was that when the c:)tlrraf:‘t came
up for ratification in February, 1881, Sir John Macdonald an.d lho‘mn.s
White, the latter now Minister of the Interior, gave the e)iplanatlons of .the
monopoly clause which have since became notorious. Sir John, denying

that Manitoba had any cause to fear, said :— .

“In order to give themn a chancg we have provideq that b‘he D;)rmlnlcjlr{l
Parliament—mind you, the Dominion Parhameptﬁ, we canno ftc 1(3;,
Ontario, we cannot check Manitob.a. shall, for 'the hrbfi tenlyears a ert. 1(er
construction of the road, give their own road, into w!nch t.:u;y are putting
80 much money and so wuch land, a fair chance of existence. .

And Mr. White added— .
“But we are told now that because (’)f the tifteen miles thell"e ;m.\%gr c.,rn
be any other railway in this country. 'lo what does that appty | A.'lll‘l}])p i
to the territories over which the Dom.m.lon I?arhament has con 20 . - etgrr
is nothing to prevent Manitoba now, if 1't t!lmks p'rqper:igmnt,néat;kz1{;:;;,
from Winnipeg to the boundary line. This provxsxor;l‘ off, rﬁ)ammt Couu)ir
from Manitoba a gingle right it possesses. In .fact, t mtl ar V,incm 1
ot take away those rights. It has t.he sa.l‘ne.rlghts a{)s o (ll!:“,!‘ prc} b ‘ for
the incorporation of railway companies within the_ Ol,mfa{{. oiwbrt ffom
Vinge itself, and there is nothing to prevent the Province of ) a:nt Wi;h ror
chartering a railway from Winnipeg to tht; boupda‘ry to‘ coniu,c vith thz}r
outhernbrailway, The only guarantee which this Company msﬂu d er the
contract is that the traffic shall not be tapped 'fa.rl.westb (?11f 1§(YL niri
ut 1 ing to prevent a ral W_ CINg : R ¢ !
the ;:‘00‘26:1:: nt(;lt,tltl \\?Ou]dp carry the traﬁlq to any ra.llfava.)f thatt }111_1?.{11 ;zzlt{:rl,t’
from the An’lerican side. This is the position with respect to this .

They were from

I might quote further utterances, as for instance Sir Char].es Tusper’:
Statement during the debate of February, }8?4, when P:rl;ume':n Cv::z:l
asked for the $30,000,000 loan, and Mr. White’s words t;ot el. um(i)r thi;
S8ervatives of Winnipeg last March, but all these qugtatlons 1.ave k;y th;}
time become sufficiently trite. I will ouly add the assurance given by

Minister of Justice to the
which was as follows :—

““ There is no legal constitutional reason to prevent the province charter-
ing railways to the boundary ; it is a question simply of the Government's
trade policy.”

Surely these facts should sottle the question whether the monopoly
clause applies to Manitoba or not. Tt is abundantly, and redundantly,
evident, so far as the statements of the Ministers are concerned, that it
does not,

It is also evident from the clause itself, obscurely worded and indefinite
as it is.  Let any one glance at it, quoted at the commencement of this
article.  The clause singles8 out no province whatever. If therefore it
applics to old Manitoba, which was a full-fledged provinee at the time the
contract was ratified, it must also apply to Ontario, Quebec, and British
Columbia, but no one has yot put forward so foolish a contention. The
labter portion of the clause proves this even more clearly ; why was it
necessary to provide that “in the establishment of any new province in
the Northwest Territories ” the mounopoly clause was to apply, unless
Parliament was well aware that the crection of. g portion of the territory
into a provinee woull relieve it of the monopoly clause, if a definite pro-
vigion to the contrary were not made? The words are  no line of railway
shall be authorised by the Dominion Parliament.” As the Dominion
Parliainent has absolute control of railway construction in the Northwest,
Parliament could uudertake not to authorise the building of railways
there, and the words would be properly used. But as the provinces do
not consult *“ Parliament” when they build their railways, and such a
thing as “ Pacliament ” aathorising an act of a Provincial Legislature is
unhoard of, the words would have no meaning at all if applied as the
monopolists ask us to apply them. F.C W

Wirnnipeg.

THE HUMOUR OF MOLIERE.

In Macmilluw's Magazine we tind an  excellent analysis of Molitre's
dramatic works, the principal points of which are here given. It opens
with the statement that most French people, not only the reading public,
but professed critics, are prone to deny that Molitre is a humourist
beeause humour is now considered as especially a northern product, of
which Kuogland is the home, Nevertheless, says Mr. Tilley, there is
plenty of it in France. The old writers of fables and farces, Rabelais, La
Fontaine, Le Sage, Balzac, to mention only a few names that immedi-
ately ocenr to me, are all what we should call humourists. So i empha-
tically Moliere, though indeed Carlyle says that his humour is chiefly of
the understanding, which is tantamount to saying that he has no humour
at all; for the great difference between humour and wit, as branches of
the ridicalous, ig, I take it, that wit is an affair of the understanding or
intellect, while humour ix connected with the feelings and the imagination,
The first play of Moliere’s in which real humour is exhibited is Sgana-
relle or Le Cocu lnaginaire, written when he was thirty-eight. It
is a noticcable fact, though not one to he wondered at, that no man hag
written a great work of humour until he has neared, fow before they hive
passed, the middle point of our allotted space of threescore and ten years.
Cervantes was fifty-cight when he gave Don Quimote to the world,
Sterne wrote Pristram Shandy at forty-six ; Scott, The Antiquary
at forty-five, The first instalnent of Pantagrusl  appeared when
Rabelais was thirty-eight.  Vawity Fair when Thackeray was thirty-
five. Fielding was the same age when he wrote Joseph Andrews, and
even Shakespeare had to wait till he was thirty-four to create Falstaff,
So much experience, and often so much suffering, is required for the pro-
duction of a work of genuine humoar. OFf Molidre’s life up to the time
when he returned with his troupe to Paris, nineteen months before the
production of Sganarelle, we know little except that after studying
the humanities and philosophy in the Jesuit College of Clermont, the son
of Jean Poquelin, upholsterer to His Majesty, had at the age of twenty-
one abandoned the law for the stage, acted for three years with a small
troupe at Paris, and for twelve years had wandered from provinee to pro-
vinee in the triple capacity of playwright, actor, and stage manager. At
any rate his experience must have been rich and varied ; he must have
drunk deep of the cup of life, and the after taste must have been some-
times bitter. In his two first regular plays, L' Etourdi and Le Depit
Amowrenm, both written during his provincial wanderings, he had already
given proofs of his genius for comedy, of his. exquisite sense of dramatic
situations, of his vigour and gaiety and good taste, and of the astonishing
case and power of his versification. Les Précicuses RBidicules revealed
Molidre not only to others, but to himself. But to return to Sgana-
relle, inferior to its predecessor, Les Précicuses Ridicules as a whole,
it is remarkable for two things, the excellent fun of the situations and
the character of the hero. The name Sganarelle henceforth appears
frequently in Moliére’s plays, and whenever it does we know it was the
part played by Molitre himself. The impudent and brilliant Mascarille
of L Etourdi, for ever associated to us of this generation with the name
of Coquelin, had been succeeded by a far humbler and unassuming
Mascarille in Le Depit dmoureux, who is a foretaste of hig successor,



