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::l':l:}:m;ve-d' !lave been uniformly gentle-
g ar:ld dignified, and in some cases even
Pleasip g_enf‘l'pu.", to a degree which is. a8
ecan%?; 1t ig unusu.al. But unhappily,
of thefy toatefa have. fal.led to control some
i g0od 1, 0 enthusxa'stlc supporters. There
words USe;s;n to believe, however: that the
ing ang A Y one gentleman ot: high stand-
to the o 00 .P?Rdy elcquence, in reference
o wgPosltlon candidate in South To-
y th’e fr'mh bas been resentcd as insulting
" Wholends cf that gertleman—a gentle-
ttl b, ste Charac.ter and attainments en-
e 01 the highest respect—were the
Were mtre y of altempted facetiousness,and
. oﬁ.e:t.all spoken with an intention
Barkag, sive, But by far the most re-
jmiohablmd we mutt add, the most ob-
are l)eee utterences of the campaign,so far,
ingstOnn those of Archbishop Cleary, of
20t o !;;md #trange to say,have been direc-
¥ against the leader of the Opposi-
be '::’he"en more violautly against the
W ic}; dido?e offence was a gentle criticism,
Mplied |, it honour, of an cffensive epithct
the v t‘he Archbishop to the leader of
uypf:::tlon- Pe-rhaps it is not too much
the p‘)l.tf‘arely, if ever, have the readers
o Witli ical papers in Ontario been re-
Mption, an m:t,lcle 80 full of arrcgant as-
al bigye, n» abusive epithets, and ecclesiasti-
easeq b 5:}:'&8 .the f?ur:column letter ad-
‘nguz in hlg!] dlgn}t.ary to tl.le Globe.
adip ge and.ns gpirit are simply as-
. POEigt,‘as coming from one occupying
shoylg he“’n of a Christian t?acher, and
iourng) rebukcd by every independent
'g::ﬂ:m‘_se by far than any violence of
pithcs, ‘gg“age' by a facetious orator, or
the hiddy an lf'ate ecelesiastic, are some
which Kay en doings and corresponde¢nce
Ve ng ; e bcen brought to light.” We
ethey til]cuses to cﬁl? for those who,
Peragng irough premeditated treachery,or
the - Plhqllf’, betray the secrets of which
“heaeywave been made the custodians.
ting the ere gene.rall'y partakers in the
0 logg gareve.al,thexr disclosures are usually
hog ‘he‘fmglng.to t})emselves tkan to those
e"erthellr publication is meant to injure,
p'°ﬁt,b o8y .the public profits, or should
Beeg bey their revelations. No sympathy
) pemowasted on .those whose political
. UBurenal rep\.xtaclons suffer from such
8 in d": Their security should have
be gy . D8 nothing of which they need
m“gl:'tmtEd’ or which they reed fear tohave
0 the light,

| ® have already refcrred to the

tai) ::“ affidavit, which can hardly
y do harm to the Government
o ' Unless disproved. A less glaring

nn::: that brought out in the corres-
gﬁculturetyeen.the present Minister of
Mvﬂte b % l‘n his former capacity as &
Yerng Ut influential supporter of the
o G he“t, and the late Professor Shaw,
Drygq, 20 Agricultural College. While Mr.
8 letters confain nothing which he

THE WEEK.
ig not prepared to defend as proper in the
case of a member teeking to promote the
business interests of a suppcrter, they can-
not fail to be more or less damaging to the
Government, as throwing light on a kind of
pressure brought to bear upcna Government
officer to influence his course in a business
transaction, which it will be hard to de-
fend on the highest grounds. But by far
the most astonishing revelation which has
yet been made is thet contained in the ser-
jes of letters publithed in the Mail of Satur-
day last, between the Premier himeelf, and
a former supporter frcm the city. The
many friends and admirers of Sir Oliver
Mowat will most earnestly hope that he
may be able to meet with indignant derial
and disproof the charge therein made and,
unless the correspondence has been garbled,
tacitly admitted, that the proposal to ap-
point his son to the vacant thrievalty was
first made Ly the Premier himself, and that
the alleged initiative by the fricnds and
suppcrters of the Government, who waited
upon him to urge the appointment and
overcome his reluctance, was an organized
sham. We have always regarded the ap-
pointment as politically indefensible.  If
Mr. Ley’s allegation be true, it, or rather
the mode of bringing it about, was morally
despicable. )

Sir Oliver's defence against the damag-
ing statements mad@ in the Leys’ corres-
pondence ir, no doubt, embedied in the ar-
ticle in Monday’s Globe. The most telling
point in that article is the denial that Sir
Oliver's interview with Mr. Leys, on April
97th, was the beginning of the movement
in favour of the sppointment of Sir Oiiver’s
gon. It is said that during the interval of
¢leven days which had passed bctween the
death of Sherift Jarvis and the gaidinterview,
the desirability of making this appointment
aga means of rewarding the sged Premier
indirectly for his sacrifices on behalf of the
Party or Province—the two words seem to
have been pretty nearly synonymous in the
minds of the party leaders—had been freely
canvassed by certain leaders of the party.
Giving the Premier, as we gladly do, the
full benefit of this explanation, and even
admitting, though this is not proved, that
he did not initiate the movement, the dam-
aging truth remains that Mr. Leys under-
took to engineer the sham not only with Sir
Oliver's full knowledge but at his personal
rcquest. And yeb everybody who has any
recollection of the affair knows that the
business was made to take on the appear-
ance of a spontaneous movement of the
party leaders, with Sir Oliver taken by sur-
prise, more or less sturdily objecting for a
time, and finally giving a reluctant consert
under pressure, On this ground the ap-
pointment has always been defended, and
Sir Oliver, by acting his part in the farce, or
even tacitly assenting to it, has placed him-
gelf on the lcw level of the political schemer
and wire-puller, and left a lasting blot upon
his record for ttraightforward and above-
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board dealing. Men of generous instincts,
whether supporters or opponents, will be
sincerely sorry that he has thus delivered
himself into the hands of his enemies.

It is an ungrateful task to gather up
these specimens of the frailties of individu-
al politicians and set them in array. The
subject is an unsavoury one. Yet it is the
duty of the public jeurnalist to do what he
can, in the interests of political truth and
purity, to sift them and assign their true
values. To ignore them would not do away
with the ugly facts themselves, while to
bring them to the light in all their petty
deformity may possibly help to impress upon
the minds of younger politicians the truth
of the threadbare yet too much forgotten
maxim that honesty is the bett policy.

But some of the incidents seem to teach a
much fresher lesson. The system of Govern-
ment patronage is, happily, fast falling into
disrepute. These incidents can but intensily
the popular disgust. Sir Oliver has some-
times comp'ained that the distribution of
Government patronage was a very embar-
rassing duty of the Government. In the
light of these incidents, who can doubt it}
Take, fcr instance, the Middlesex registrar-
ship, the bone of contention which gave
rige to the quarrel with the Leys brothers,
and led to the publication of this correspon-
dence by way of revenge. What a sugges-
tive picture of the uses and abuses of Gov-
ernment patronage have we in the fact that
this registrarship has been kept open for
four or five years simply in consequence of
the inability of the Government to summon
courage to make an appointment. If the
office could be left vacant so long without

detriment to the public interests, why not
for an indefinite period, or perpetually ¢ 1f
we remember aright, too, while the inter-
ests of individuals and of ¢ the party = are
freely referred to in the Leys correspondence,
the word public scarcely occurs. The cur-
sory reader would hardly get the idea that
the filling of either of the offices was re-
garded as a public trust, a duty to be dis-
charged with an eye to nothing but the pub-
lic interests. We have before spoken of the
possession of the power of filling such ap-
pointments as a serious temptation to any
Government. In the light of what has
now been revealed, the undesirability of
permitting any party government to have
the power of appointment to positions so at-
tractive must be evident to the most
thoughtless. Surely there must be a better
way. ’
[ —

If religion has done nothing for your
temper,it has done nothing for your sou!.—
Clayton.

The essence of knowledge is, having
it, to apply it ; not having it, to confess
your ignorance.—Confucius.

Hard are life’s early steps ; and but that
youth is buoyant, confident, and strong in
hope, men would behold its threshold and
despair.—L. E. Landon.
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