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or who, by familiarity with his preaching
and doing, and loving sympathy with the
noble type of manhood he presented, may
be qualified and impelled to sketch the man
and the work for the readers of The Week.
We are sure that such a sketch could not
tail to be both acceptable and, in the high-
est sense, useful.

The gpeech from the Throne read by
Lord Stanley on the reassembling of Par-
liament is & skilfully constructed docu-
ment. It would not be easy to prepare
a paper of the same length, at all suited
to the purpose, with a more complete ab-
sence of reference to those questions which
are really of tirst importance in the pres-
ent state of things in Canada, and are oc-
cupying the chief place in public attention.
The supreme subject of tariff reform; the
constant drain of population from all the
older provinces ; the Manitoba school ques-
tion, which is even now receiving the
attention of Government in a new and un-
precedented mode of procedure; the evi-
dent and widespread unrest of the people
and their dissatisiaction with present con-
ditions ; all these are quietly ignored and
the members of Parliament are congrat-
ulated upon an increase in the volume of
trade which it Is pretty well known has
brought with it no increase of profits save
to the few, and no diffusion of general
prosperity. We are well aware that it is
no longer considered necessary that the
speech from the Throne should foreshadow
the important legislation which the Gov-
renment intends to introduce during the
session, and it may be that the framers of
this speech intend to surprise the Houses
and the country with their far-seeing and
bold measures for the reliet of the business
tension and the imparting of new life to
Canadian commerce and industry. It more
probably means, however, that their pol-
iey 'is opportunism ;that they intend to
watch the currents of opinion, especially
amongst their own followers; and that
the question whether they shall continue
the process of “marking time,” which, as
Mr. McCarthy says with obvious correct-
ness, was kept up throughout the Abbott
regime, or shall strike out In some new
departures, will be determined by the at-
titude of their own private followers, and
by the amount of support the Opposition
leaders may be able to gain for their vari-
ous propositions.

In minor matters, it is true, the Gov-
ernor-General’s speech promises, in one of

 Its later paragraphs, some useful and pro-

gressive measgures. That the Franchise
Act stands sadly in need of improvement
must have long been obvious to all fair-
minded men on both sides of the House.
The only serious question is whether any
process of amendment less radical than
that of wiping it from the statute book
can free the electoral machinery from the
just reproaches with which the Opposition
now assail it as an unfair and partisan
measure. There is also abundant room for
improvement In the laws relating to the
eivil service, it only the changes proposed
are In the right direction. If the amend-
ment of the laws regulating the admission
of evidence in criminal cases includes the
admission of the testimony of the accused
person, as is, we presume, the intention,
we cannot doubt that the interests of jus-
tice will be thereby promoted. The exten-

THE WEEK.

sion of the ballot in elections to the North-
West Territories will be but a tardy act
of justice to our fellow-citizens on the pral-
rles, while whatever tends to the simpli-
fication of the processes regulating the
holding and transfer of land, whether in
the West or the East, without impaliring
the security of ownership, will be a pub-
lic benefaction.

Perhaps the most remarkable, and as
we gshould be disposed to add, most unfor-
tunate paragraph in the “Speech’” is that
referring to the controversy with the Gov-
ernment of the United States in the matter
of the canal tolls. We have never con-
cealed our honest conviction that our own
Government was in the wrong throughout
this affair, and for that reason we are glad
that they have at last wisely concluded
to discontinue the objectionable discrimi-
nation in favour of Canadian ports. True,
they have not frankly admitted their er-
ror. Perhaps it would be too much to ex-
pect that they should do so. But ‘“‘thrice
is he armed who hath his quarrel just”,
and we may be sure, in view of the deter-
mination and persistency which the Admin-
istration has shewn in some other mat-
ters, that had they felt really assured that
in maintaining their contention they were
enfolded by this triple armor, they would
never have consented, even for the sake
of conciliation, to surrender or hold in
abeyance their right to determine their
own trade policy in this respect. At any
rate, if the recently published abstracts
of the correspondence on this question,
from the American volume of ‘“Foreign Re-
lations’”, may be relied on, the Government
are nct wise In inviting attention to a dis-
cussion in which their Minister hardly
shewed to good advantage. We gay noth-
ing of the wisdom or good taste of pub-
licly intimating that the hastening of the
completion of the Canadian canal is in con-
sequence of this incident. There is a
tinge of distrust, it not of jingolism in such
an announcement, which does not harmo-
nize well with the concillatory spirit and
intentions professed by Sir John Thompson
in his recent public addresses.

The debate on the Address, which was
the first crossing of swords of the ses-
sion, in the Dominion Parliament, presents
few salient points which have not already
been commented upon almost ad nauseam.
Sir John Thompson’s statistics were rath-
er severely handled by Mr. Laurier and Sir
Richard Cartwright, but the manipulation
of figures is evidently not the Premier’s
forte. It is a regrettable feature of these
statistical debates that the Opposition
leaders openly challenge the reliability
ol the census returns, One or both of the
Globe’s travelling commissioners, it will be
remembered, did the same thing, positive-
1y declaring that after close investigation
the number of industrial establishments as-
signed by the census to a certain town
could not be found. The question is a seri-
ous one and the correctness of the census
figures has been challenged in 80 many spe-
cifie instances, that it is time the Domin-
jon statistician came to their defence and
made clear the principle on which the

<enumerators were ingtructed to proceed.

Sir John Thompson took exception to Mr.
Laurier’s use of the last two census returns
for purposes of comparison in respect to
population, on the ground that the prin-
ciple of enumeration was not the same in
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