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T th Political unrest, not only at Ottawa, but all over
Q . . . .

‘y“ in DOmlmon, i8 becoming almost as intense as it

v tigat?e memorable d'ays preceding and during the
Picig o on Of' the. Pacific Scandal. Distrust and sus-
aﬁi]'ec?mmg rife amongst the people, irrespective of

lations, As an Ottawa Conservative journal

—

y
ys,

I ig s
of t.l:em !mpogsible to
Indepg ¢
rgeem

o glance even superficially at the press
Untry, not the Liberal, but the Conservative and
:vm Press, wi?bout realizing that the tenor of the
ipeople a 19 Opments in the capital is so repulsive to the
Uy ich 8rge that one of those flood tides of moral fury
)} Swe] _M&r:'aulay pictured the English race as periodi-
pt, just) Ing, is now on the rise in this country, and very
:'_!m,' Y or unjustly, to overturn the present Govern-
Ille ® Government and the Conservative party are
g ill stop at no half-measures to stem the tide,
i':lnn,. Yonture to say that it is a half-measure that

8 a ¢ “lals should be decapitated for illegalities affect-
;g‘llnat dollars in each case, while GQabinet Ministers
u:lcticmy oM gerious accusations are made and who are
- dopayy On trial before the people, remain in charge of
.g"llat th Ments out of which much of the evidence for or
Tl,e on, %0 mugt come.

.hO"n ; Mendakle promptness which the Government has
been fo: dealing with the * minor officials ” who have
L) long id guilty of minor offences will avail them little
‘u'pect,‘ ta: the people have reason, or think they have, to
::“hel re:t- the chief offenders in the high places are to
o g if possible, from the storm. It will be alleged,
g 4y, H8E there is a broad difference. The suspen-

%f“‘lﬂi dismigsals have all been made, so far, on proof or
0% of guil, ’

t.
3‘95' w

There is as yet neither confession nor

:; ay p:"?f of wilful wrong-doing on the part
'1:-0 ritl‘lmter' And while it is true that in the
t},hl b 1sh law every man must be held innocent
dg'% aas bef;n proved guilty, it iz no less true that
& beo ecel'taln degree of reasonable suspicion which
m"‘f r ap ‘f‘*_efulness of a public officer and disqualifies
N:'i Wou] O8ition of responsibility and trust. No business

Uty of Tetain a clerk in such a position, pending the

an i P, .
.. Investigation, when appearances and circum-
hce were as much against him, as they are,
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written documents, against the present Head of the
Department of Public Works. So long as there is a possi-
bility of innocence there is a possibility of grave hardship
in acting on the presumption of guilt. But after all, as
Butler long since pointed out, “ probabilities are the very
guide of life.” And in the case of Sir Hector Langevin
there is this to be said further. The very evidence that
ghould prove the honesty of the man would shatter the
reputation of the Minister and certify his utter incom-
petence for the position he holds. For there is absolutely
no escape from the alternatives of incompetency or dis-
honourable conduct. However, as we are neither sup-
porter nor opponent of the Government, we are not called
on, as our contemporary, to offer either advice or warning.
We have already gone somewhat astray from the object
with which we set out, which was to express the hope that
the tide of moral indignation at corruption wherever
found and by whomsoever committed is already at the
flood, and that it may not cease to rise until a thorough
purgation has been effected. Macaulay’s figure is founded
on historical truth. The progress of nations in political
morality ig like that of the incoming tide. Reaction may
follow, but the whole nation has been lifted, nevertheless,
to a somewhat higher level. We can but hope that pres-
ent events mark the beginning of such an uplifting in
Canadian political life.

THE Budget Debate drags its slow length along in the

Commons. What earthly purpose, good, bad or
indifferent, can be served by this dreary succession of
speeches long drawn out after all possibility of advancing
any new argument of importance has passed away, it
would puzzle either the Finance Minister or Sir Richard
Cartwright to tell. Does any orator on either side speak
with the faintest hope of convincing any adherent of the
opposite party in Parliament? To ask the question is to
answer it in the negative., Is the debate carried on for
the education of the country ! There might be some force
in this plea, were there any reason to suppose that the
people of the country are with open mind reading the
speeches on both sides from day to day, and fairly balancing
them with a view to reaching sound conclusions, But
what are the facts? Many, it is very likely, read the
speeches as given in their respective party papers. Com-
paratively few, we suppose, receive the Hansard reports,
Fewer still read them, for in the great majority of cases
they prefer their party newspaper, which reaches them
long before Hansard makes its appearance. What is the
result? A glance at the columns of these newspapers will
suggest the answer. The Conservative reads summaries
more or less full of the speeches of the Conservative
speakers ; the Liberal, of those of Liberal speakers. This is
one of the vices of the party newspapers in Canada, and
there are unhappily no signs of improvement. In fact
there is reason to fear that they are positively deteriorating
in this respect.
bers to hand and turn to the Parliamentary reports. The
Emprire gives us at considerable length the speeches of
Mr. McLonnan, Col. O’Brien and Mr., Moncrieff, using but
an inch or two of space to inform its readers that Mr.
Landerkin indulged in some * weak talk,” and that Mr.
Dawson * as a new member made a creditable speech from
his point of view.” Turning to the Globe we find the
speeches of Dr. Landerkin and Mr. Dawson reported with
considerable fulness, and learn that these were of unusual
interest, and that other speeches were delivered by Mr.
McLennan, Col. O’'Brien and Mr. Moncrieff. It follows
that the reader who is really desirous of hearing both
gides with a view to reach correct conclusions must take
both papers. Does one in a hundred of the average elec-
tors do this? 1f not what shall be said of the educative
influence of the debates? Some of the party newspapers
never tire of lauding British practices and precedents.
Would it not be an excellent innovation if they were to
adopt the practice of the leading English newspapers and
show British fair play by giving both sides with equal ful-
ness? It is intimated, however, as an additional reason or
excuse for prolonging the farce on this occasion, that
Parliament wishes to kill time while waiting for the report
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. There is

We take up, for example, the latest num-

in view of the evidence of Mr. Murphy, Mr. Valin, and of no doubt truth in this view of the case. But what a con-

fession of the unwisdom and wastefulness of our Par-
linmentary methods ! Twenty-five or thivty members are
deputed to conduct an investigation which could be much
better carried on by a court of justice, and two or three
hundred amuse themselves by playing at legislation while
watching their progress and awaiting their decision. Such
a mode of conducting the public business is certainly not
flattering to our capacity for self-government.

SINCE Sir John Thompson’s accession to the Cabinet he
has earned for himself an enviable reputation as a
lover of fair play. This reputation will, to say the least,
not suffer by reason of the Bills which he has introduced
to amend the different Acts affecting the Dominion fran-
chise and procedure in elections. First among the
abuses, the opportunity for which is to be taken away,
we may mention one which, by reason of its very petti-
ness, has been particularly galling to the Opposition. We
refer to the advantage which has been taken of that
clause of the Election Act which provides that a protost
against the return of a member must be made within thirty
days after the announcement of the result of the contest
in the official Gazette. As, hitherto, no date has boen
fixed either for the making of the return by the Return-
ing Officer, or for the publication of the name of the suc-
cessful candidate so returned, the door has been open for
gross partiality, on the part both of the Returning Officer,
and of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery whose business
it is to see to the gazetting of the returns. It was pos-
sible for cither of these ofticers, by the simple process of
delaying the publication of the names of Opposition
members in the Glazette, to give the friends of the Gov-
ernment a much longer time within which to enter a pro-
test than that permitted to their opponents. Every one
will remember the consequences at the election last pre-
ceding that of the present year. In numerous cases the
names of supporters of the Government were gazetted
long before those of their political opponents. 1t will
always remain a blot upon the history of the Government
of that day, that the Clerk who was responsible for taking
this contemptible advantage of the Opposition was
rewarded with promotion instead of the censure he
deserved. In the late election, too, there scems to have
been unnecessary and suspicious delay on the part of
some of the returning officers in making their returns.
Sir John Thompson has now consented, under pressure,
it is true, to remove the possibility of repetition of such
unfair tactics, by simply requiring returning officers to
make their reports within one week after polling day, and
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to gazette the roturns
in the order in which they are received. Of course this is
but an act of the simplest justice, but in these days of
red-hot partisanship, the Minister who, for the sake of
Jjustice to political opponents, deprives his party of an
unfair advantage must have his meed of recognition.

WO or three amendments to the Franchise Act, in the
Bill introduced by the Minister of Justice, are worthy

of mention. The most important is probably that which
is effected by the simple process of eliminating the words
“by birth or naturalization” from the form of oath by
which the would-be voter is required to aftirm that he is a
British subject. The expunging of these unnecessary
words will, it is thought, cut off large numbers of persons
who, though born in Canada or Great Britain and there-
fore enabled to swear—if their consciences happen to be of
the elastic kind, which accommodate themselves to the
letter rather than the spirit of the oath-—that they ave (1)
British subjects by birth, after they have become by natur-
alization citizens of the United States. This very desirable
amendment is as likely, we suppose, to tell in favour of
one party as of the other, but it is devoutly to be hoped
that it may in future elections shut out car-loads of voters
who have no longer any just claim to the rights and
privileges of Canadian citizenship. Another change which
is deemed of some importance is the insertion of a clause
in the Franchise Act requiring the revising officer to
state the number of names on the lists of voters as finally
revised. This is intended, we suppose, as a check upon
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