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- ADVERTISING RATES.

) ary commercial advertisements taking
run ‘of the paper:—Each insertion §1.00

Advertisements of Wants, For Sale, etc.,
50 cents for each insertion of ¢ lines or less.
. Notice of Births, Marriages and Deaths 26
it for each insertign.

. IMPORTANT NOTICE.

A to the considerable number of eol}l-
' as to the m age of letters al-
d to contain money remitted to this ofifce
bave to request our subscribers and agents
‘sending money for The Telegraph to
by pest office order or registered letter,

case the remittance will be at ow

checks or post office orders
please make them payable
e Tel Publishing Company.
\I}" letters for the business office of this
should be addressed to The Telegraph
ng Company, St. John; and all cor-
onden: for the editorial department
id be sent to the Editor of The Tele-
St. John. T
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. FACTS FOR SUBSCRIBERS.

ithout exception names of no new sub-
bers will be entered until the money I

upscriders will be required to pay ftos

' sent them, whether they take them
from the office or not, umtil all arrearages
6 Bewsaper subacriptive omti ait that e

; on until aill
owed for it llt’.pnld. " —
_it is a well settled principal of law that a
n must pay for what he has. Hence, who-
takes a paper from the post office,
ether directed to him or somebody else,

pay for it.

: RULES FOR CORRESPONDENTS.

4 plainly and take special pains with

rite on. one side of your paper only.
‘Attach your name and address to your
nication as an evidence of good faith.
té nothing for which you are not pre-
1 to be held personally responsible.

HIS PAPER HAS THE LARGEST CIR-
TION - IN THE MARITIME PROV-

48T, JOHN. N. B,, MARCH 21, i900.

AN INGENIOUS POLICY.
is an exceedingly interesting and in-
itructive thing to watch the evolution of
] ‘opp’otitfon mind, in matters political,
| in the watching one soon discovers
i8 quite a misnomer to call the mem-
of that party Conservatives. Revolu-
ists would be a more fitting term.
ead of adhering to the traditions of
party, respecting which Sir Charles
has made some of his longest and
-vociferous speeches, it would seem
t they lie awake at night hatching
ut new and. startling departures there-
. 1t is apparent, however, that their
is mot so much to develop mere
demic novelties in the policy line, as
#o hit upon measures calculated to over-
<o ne their present disability. There is 2

a disadvantage. They are in a minor-
On 'a  straight party division they
'lo}netbi_ng over forty votes short,
hich; one can well understand, must be
alling to a party that had come to look
0 xVgpvernmenml control in Canada as a
of divine right. In this situation
1 i notions of new policy are turned in
Hlirection of overcoming the numerical
fdds against them—in a word, to give con-
ued effect to Sir Charles Tupper’s im-
dent boast that *“while the Liberals are
1 offide they are not in powers’
" The senate is their hope. In that house
here is still a considerable Tory major-
ity, and the senators composing that ma-
3 y ‘have left no doubt as to their will-
s¢s ‘t0 ‘aid their allies in the commons.
use the senate for the purpose of
Bwarting the Liberals is the aim of the
opposition. But it would be done under
¢ guise of apparent propriety. There
must 'be a plausible reason for interfer-
ce, and this is how the Mail and Em-
re states the case for the party:—
“Kyerybody kuows what the function
. that chamber is. 1t is its duty to de-
r the enactment of legislation which the
eople have not ordered, and which in all
robability they do not want. The senate
eferred the Drummond and Yukon
es; it also laid astde the gerrymander
i proposed last year. In each case it
right. The people had not asked for
legislation.”
 This is called: “*Nele by the people.”
Dne’s admiration for the use of the deli-
ate and inoffensive word “defer” is éx-
lceeded by the fascination of this new
eme for the complete prevention of
Liberal rule’in Canada. It is too mon-
us to be chsidemd seriously. Yet it
a grave aspect that cannot be disre-
ded. Liberals have already found to
'fmt_md chagrin that the senate
unlimited powers, and that the ma-
ty in that chamber are prepared to use
' power unscrupulously. We are con-
E ouu that this is an ugly charge to make;
ﬁ. ‘we mean it, and can easily supply the
vidence to make it good.
‘The comprehensive character of this
Wtion is at once apparent and con-
stitutes its chief charm. It will be seen
how easy a matter it would ‘be for the
lonservative senators to say that any par-
jcular measure had not been ordered;
that it was not precisely in the form
v ered; or that it was not wanted. Act-
yo on such a broad conception of their
ictions they could tie the hands of the
sovernmvent as absolutely as Sir Charles
: per«eould possibly desire. And they
x do it without incurring the slight-
’t risk of being held responsible to any
uthority under the sun; for the senate
& accountable to nobody.
~_Howeéver much one may. be charmed by
he mnovelty and ingenuity of this new
ieme to paralyze the Liberals, he loses
. breath in contemplating the audacity
ich could set it so boldly forward as a
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| detiverate 1ine of policy. The governmerit.
could initiate nothing. The ministers would

have first to lay the details of all measures
before the electors and secure their assent
beforé being allowed to take a single leg-
islative step. Under such circumstances
‘hey might as well shut up shop. There
is just one comforting feature, however,
about such a ptoposition, respecting which
these Tory schemers seem not to have
taken account. Their purpose is to keep
the Conservative camse in Canada; but
in putting forward such a desperate and
indefensible plan they will discover it to
he' a veritable boomerang. Public judg-
ment will resent such an- outrage, and
figure as they may, public judgmeént has
to be reckoned with in Canada.

PARLIAMENTARY MANNERS.

Mr. Charlton, in addressing the house
the other day, referred to the decline of
parliamentary good manners and expsessed
the opinion that the proceedings of the
House of Commons were conducted . with
less dignity now than a quarter of a cen-
tury ago. This may be the case yet-there
were some notable instances of parlia-
mentary bad manners on the part of
the Tories even in the better days to
which Mr. Charlton refers. On the
last day of the session of 1878, just before
the prorogation of parliament, Sir John
Macdonald and Sir Charles Tupper gave
an illustratipn of their disregard for the
rules of parliament and the decencies of
debate which will never be effaced from
the memory of those who saw it. The
victim of their brutal attack was Mr.
Donald Smith, then a member of the

House of Commons, now Lord Strathcona |

and Mount Royal, the most public spirit-
ed citizen of the British Empire. Mr.
Smith was then, as he is today, and has
always been, a man of honor and truth

.and it was because he was telling the

truth in regard to a transaction in which

‘Cir John A. Macdonald and Sir Charles

Tupper were concerned that these two
bravoes attacked him. They tried to hoot
Fim down and to prevent him from being
heard by constant interruptions, after
the approved Tory fashion, but Mr. Smith
was calm and firm in the conscidusness
of being right and the attempt did not
succeed. They then resorted to the use
of language such as perhaps was never be-
fore heard in any legislature, the use of
which proclaimed them to be not only
utterly regardless of the decencies of de-
bate, but of their own reputations. Sir
Charles Tupper caile_d Mr. Smith a cow-
ard and a liar at least twenty times and
Sir John A. Macdonald backed up Tup-
per and wound up by saying “That fellow
Smith is the biggest liar I ever met.”

We do not think that we are likely,
even in these degenerate days, to hear
anything in parliament quite so bad as
the above expressions which were then used
by the leader of the opposition and his
principhl lieutenant, Even Mr. Nicholas
Flood Davin would hesitate to call an
honorable member a liar and a coward,
and Mr. Davin may be said to represent
in his own proper person the worst
element in the House of Commons. Yet
these words were used by Sir Charles-Tup-
per in the House of Commons twenty-two
years ago to a gentleman whom he after-
wards took to his bosom and with whom
he worked for years in the greatest poli-
tical harmony. We are of the opinion
that if Mr. Charlton will take the trouble
to read over the debates he will find rea-
sons for changing his opinion as to the
goodness of the parliamentary manners of
the earlier days. Then, as now, the Tory
party rendered desperate by -their exclu-
sion from power were ready to commit
any breach of the rules of parliament
which they thought would serve their
purpose or inure to their political . ad-
vancement.

A DESPAIRING PARTY.
4

The Conservative party is at the present
time in a plight which leaves them hope-
loss in view of the approaching elec-
tions. There was a time when that party
was strong in the possession of a policy
which had in it several elements of at-
tractiveness—elements appealing as well
to selfishness as to patriotic considera-
tion. The so called National Policy was
introduced at a time when the Dominion
was passing through a period of unprece-
dented depression. Over production in
the United States had led to the slaugh-

{ tering of manufactures in the market, to

the serious detriment and discouragement
of our own producers. Sir Leonard Tilley
came forward with his proposition to in-
crease the scale of duties to a degree
that would shut out foreign made goods,
and at the same time stimulate the indus-
He declared that the
balance of trade against us was the cause
of the prevailing depression and point-
ed to the experience of England and the
United States in vindication of that
view.

Sir Leonard Tilley lived long enough to
realize that a high tariff could not turn
the balance of trade in our favor. Be-
tween the time he brought forward the
National Policy and the defeat of his
Conservative friends in 1896 the balance
against us mounted upward year by year
until it had reached the collosal figure of
$280,000,000. 1f he were still alive he
would find that within the past three
years and a half, under a lowered scale of
duties and a preferential tariff, the bal-
ance of trade stands at $53,000,000 on the
credit side of the account. This experi-
ence cuts away the very foundation of
the National Policy, and to that extent
lcaves the defenders of high proteetion
without the . plausible arguments with
which they won the judgment of so many
of the electors in years gone by. &

Thaf, however,is not the only weakness,
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against which the Conservative party will
have to contend in the impending struggle.

It. has to, meet the splendid
record of = the Liberal party in
the conduct of affairs generally,
of the development of trade

to unparalleled proportions, in the fixing
and broadening of Imperial relations, in
the purity of administration and . the
prudent expenditure of a buoyant and
growing revenue. It is a safe proposition
that there is not a department in the
government which has not been administer
cd with better results by Liberal ministers
than the same departinentn were admin-
istered by Conservative ministers, Ample
facts could be given to sustain this view.
The present government is composed of
capable, zealous and conscientious men,
and not even the breath of scandal can be
fairly urged against any one of them. In

-this regard the strength.of the Lijberal

cause must be felt by those who are on
the opposing side.

To make matters worse, the Conserva-
{ives are without a satisfactory leader..
We do not desire to say an unkind word
against Sir Charles Tupper, who fills
such: a large place in the history of Can-
ada. He has many points of excellence
and is undeniably head and shoulders over

any other man in his party; but, all said |

and done, Conservatives cannot close
eyes to the fact that his prestige has
suffered serious impairment. He has not
developed a clear and definite alterna-
tive policy from that which underlies
Liberal administration. He lives very
largely in the past. While vigorous to a
remarkahie degree, he could. not be ex-
pected to carry on a campaign with the
activity and dash of twenty, or even flve:

years ago. Nor lias he competent and’

effective lieutenants to rely upon. There
are so many men sitting around him to
the left of Mr. Speaker who are striving
night and day to step into his shoes, not
one of whom . is his equal, that his very
coadjutors add to the auxieties of the
situation from a party standpoint.

Under’ these circumstances, is it any
wonder that the Conservative leaders
have abandoned the. traditions of the
party and are now seeking 'to strengthen
their position by methods both dangerous
and unpatriotic? They are bereft of the
trade policy which once charmed the
(anadian people, when presented by men
of strong personality and dazzling pres-
tige, and have taken up this miserable:
race cry as their ‘sole hope in the cam-
paign drawing near. They seem to e act-
ing under the conviction that they can |
arouse a prejudice in the minds of the
people against a French-Canadian prem-
icr, and that on the crest of popular feel-’
ing thus created they will be carried into
office. But such a result would not com-
pensate the country for what would fol-
low. We should no longer have a united
(Canada, and we should have a poorer
government than the present. The" cost
would be too great. Conservative victory.
at the expense of the. peace and well
being of the people would be a national
calamity.

BRITiSH INFANTRY.’

It is well that we have the testimony
of a foreign military expert who is not
like'y to be prejudiced in favor of any-
thing British with regard to the efficiency
of the British infantry. In a telegram to
the Czar, the Russian military attache,who
was captured with the Boers, says: “1 am
parfectly amazed at the energy in_action
and the endurance of the British in-
fantry.” At the close .of the Napoleonic
wars it was universally -admitted. by
military writers that the British infantry
was the best in Europe. That was the
testimony of General Sir William X
Napier, the historian of the Peninsular.
war, of General Koy and many other
French military commanders and the
proof of the matter lay on the surface.
What other army but the British could
show a record such as tifat of the Penin-
sular war, more than a scorz of victories
and not one defeat.

The cause which gave the British in-
fantry their great superiority was their
dogged courage which refused to yield or
to recognize defeat. It was thought by
some that the changed conditions of ‘war-
fare due to the use of modern weapons
might neutralize to some extent ihe
qualities which gave the British infantry
their high standinz in the armies of
Europe. But this has not proved to be
the case and coolness and daring, un-
yielding tenacity, physical strength and
energy and capacity to endure privations
are still as valuable as-they ever were
in the make-up of a soldier. The British
infantry is still the best in Europe and
those nations who have watched-the op-
erations of the present war carefully are
aware of this fact and will not fail “to
remember it.

RULE BY THE PEOPLE.

The opponents of the government are
deploring the danger - to popular rule
which they say has arisen in Canada.
They are wailing over the assumption by
the government of the right to bring be-
fore parliament- measures which “have

not been asked for by the people.” The
chief Tory organ declaras: “Popular rule
was won by the people after a hard

struggle. The government at Ottawa is
evidently determined to destroy it.” 1t
sces things' on the horizon far worse than
Kruger has brought about in South Af-
rica, and views with distressing alarm
the establishment of an oligarchy in
Canada. Just what has given rise to this
condition of hysteria is not clear, but as
near as we can make out, it_has a direet
connection with the tact that Sir Charles
Hupper sits to the left of Mr. Speaker. :

Whienever the opposition: talk about
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the “absénce’ of popular rule in Canada
they, simply mean: the absence pof Tory
rule. 'They fancy  themselves to be the
people. When they 'sat on the treasury
benches for eighteen years they followed
along precisely the same . constitutional
lines which now are the guide of a Lib-
eral government, and did not lose a wink
of sleep over ‘the fear that popular rights
were in .jeopardy. ' This apprehension -has
heen’ coincident :with, the incoming of the
Liberals. The“two things are inseparable
in the Tory mind. And if Sir Charles
‘Tupper. were. to return to the premiership
tomorrow there :is. not a Conservative
paper: in the land -which would" not. feet
that popular ‘interests were . entirely
safe, : A -

It is not, however, so much to the pre-
tended fears of ‘the' Tories that' we take
exception; - as to ‘the -remedy which ‘they
are suggesting. They are laying down the
doctrine “that the ‘senate *should throw
out' all measures whi¢h have ot been de-
manded by’ the ‘people and are not likely
to have theit dpproval. ' Admitting for
the sake of argument that there is a
shadow of ground. for this silly talk, it
will be seen that the cure prescribed is
worse than the disease. 1f applied we
would, not have a government at all, nor

would we have rule by the people; for
parliamentary rule is popular rule.
What is rule by the people? The an-

swer is obvious. Parliament is the people,
and just to the extent that the hands of
parliament are tied, to that extent are
the hands of the electors tied. The com-
mon sense involved in this propesition is
the very foundation of our representative
i_nstitutions. We could not have all ques-
tions referred directly to the people. The
thing is too impracticable to be seriously
discussed. Prineiples are submitted to
the electorate at the proper time, and
they choose representatives to carry out
their wishes in parliament. So that, put
in a homely form the House of Commons
is the people of Canada condensed into
215 delegates.

What are the functions of the senate?
This question has been answered by the
framers of our constitution. The senate is
a judicial body, designed to prevent hasty
legislation. 1t is a conceivable thing that
parliament, with its factions and Fival
political interests, may overstep the
bounds of prudence and safety. The
senate, freed wholly from control by .any
higher authority, serves as a revising
body, not as yjmuch to hinder or block the
progress of public ‘;i_:éasures as to return

to the comnipns bills which it is thought |,

may be amended or improved. In the

- end ‘it ﬁnqhgstionaﬂy thas the power to

defeat such measures. But what has hap-
pened in Canada is that the majority in
our semate have cohceived it to be their

- duty to play ‘the ‘fole' of partisans, not

of impartial judges, and this latest sug-
gestion of the Tory| press is based on the

} assumption .that they are willing to fur-

ther prostitute thelr high office in that
direction. =

PREFERENTIAL TRADE.
T e— k|

The present government never struck a.
harder blow at the Tories of Canada than
when they resolved to give Great Britain
a preference in the customs tariff. ;| Al-
though the measure was.not adopted with
any view to party advantage it had the
immediate effect of placing the Tories in
that interesting situation that is some-
times vulgarly described as “a hole.” The
Liberals have done the very thing for
Great Britain that the Tories said they
would never do, and the Tories had left
undone the thing that they ought have
done #f their professions of loyalty were
to be regarded as of any value. It brought
out in the clearest light the awful dispro-
portion that exists between Tory promises
and Tory performances, between Tory pro-
fessions and Tory acts. As long as lip
loyalty would serve the Tories were in the
foreground. When the time came for
them to do something they sneaked to
the rear and sulked in their tents. Now
they feel that they have let the golden
cpportunity pas and their efforis
ara directed to a fatie at-
tempt to prove that the preferential tariff
granted by Canada to Great Britain is of
no value. That such a ridiculous view
waould be put forth only goes to show
the state of despair to which the Tories
have been reduced by their misfortunes
and evil deeds. Out of power and in a
state of utter collapse they are obliged-to
uze argument too childish to be worthy
of serious refutation and to make state-
ments which are without the slightest
foundation in fact. i

The preference given by Canada to Brit-
ish goods amounts to 25 per cent. of the
duty enacted on the goods of foreign na-
t.ons. The Tories say that this preference
is of 'no-value and ‘tnat it has had no
effect on the trade between Great Britain
and Canada. Is this a reasonable state-
ment. for the leaders of a great party to
make? A preference of 25 per cent. of no
value. In many cases a difference of not
n:ore than five per cent. m'ght determine
the course of trade and a difference five
times as great as that ought to be quite
decisive as regards competition between
Creat ‘Britain and the United States
where other things are equal. Let us take
a single illustration for the purpose of
putting this preference to the test. Sup-
pose an article to cost 4s. 2d. in England
and its equivalent $1 in the United States,
and that the general duty is 30 per cent.
The cost of the British .article with the
duty added would be $1.22} and of the
American article $1.20. Is not that a
preference that would be likely to affect
the course of trade.in these days of gharp
competition? Any.person who says .other-
wise ‘18 not speaking candidly; he-is talk-
ing as a politician not as a business man.
Fortunately in Canada there are more
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- SUITS FOR BOYS.

No wonder we get enthusiastic when we look upon
our array of Boys Suits.. No wonder we feel like:
vaunting their merits. No wonder we are proud of
such a showing and like to show it. ‘

Tt is a wonder that we can restrain ourselves at all,
for never since this Store was founded were we able
to offer so complete a line as this, that leaves not a
flaw or fault to be found therein.

This new stock is peculiar in Sgveral ways.

Above all it has been our aim to secure fabrics for
these Suits that are

FULL OF WEAR.

There is not a pattern in the whole list but what we

are sure of.

»

"THEY MUST WEAR WELL.
‘Most of the designs this year are our own, where
the usual way is to let the maker use his judgement.
But our tiade wants certain things, and these are
‘what we = have . put into our SPRING LINE.

Thes are for you, and ‘you_shall have them as you

like best.

@y Write for our SP

contains a full line of Samples.

GREA.TI

- SCOVIL BROS

King Street,>
Corner Germain.

A
4

RING  CATALOGUE, which

TR OAK HALL,

& (0,

ST. JOHN, N. B.

business men than politicians so that the
truth cannot be -concealed.

OPPOSITION OBSTRUCTION.
_'One of Mr. Fosteér’s complaints against
the government has been that their friends
have put questions om the paper merely
for the purpose of wasting time and ob-
structing the public business, such ques-
tions being, according to Mr. Foster, un-
necessary because the answers to them
might be found in the blue books. Strange
to say on the very next day after Mr.
Foster had criticised the government in
this fashion he put a number of questions
to them of precisely the same character
as those of which he complained. Indeed
some of Mr. Foster’s questions were mere-
ly repetitions of questions which had been
previously asked and answered and which
he had sentenced in such severe terms. 1t
would perhaps be a waste of words for
us to say anything about the inconsis-
tency of such conduct, for no person ex-
pects consistency from Mr. Koster, his
mission being merely to criticise and at-
tack tl@e government without any regard
to his own previous recm"d on the same
questions. Yet it certainly shows an utter
aisregard for public opinion for him to
criticise a question one day as improper
and next day to ask the very same ques-
tion himself as he did on Thursday with
reference to the export of cheese from
Canada. In that case, according to his
own showing, he was wantonly A wasting
the time of the house and obstructing
public business.

SIR CHARLES' UNFAIRNESS.

There is nothing respecting which the
opponents of the government are so zeal-
ous .as the splendid record of trade ex-
pansion under the fiscal policy introduced
in 1896. It is, therefore, not a matter for

surprise that on all pcssible occasions, and,

in every way which their ingenuity can
the

facts or to misrepresent them. An in-

devise, they. seek to either belittle

s‘ance of this occurred the other night
of this the
night in parliament, when Sir Charles

stance occurred other
Tupper was criticizing the preferential
tariff brought in by the Liberals, It would
the

very well to shake public confidence in

probably suit Conservative leader

the preferential tariff; for that policy was
the most practical step ever taken by

any government in Canada in the direc- |
tion of closer relations within the Empire, |

and Sir Wilfrid Laurier is alleged by the

Tories to be opposed to England. This
d’'sposition, however, does not afford a
valid excuse for the misleading figures
which Sir Charles presented to parliament
on Thursday last. We propose to show
how glaring was his offence in that regard.

Sir Charles was eontexiding that the
preferential tariff introduced in 1897 had
been a failure—“a delusion” as he termed
it—because it had not succeeded in in-
creasing our trade with England. Now
this was a bold position to take; inasmuch
as the facts ate within everybody’s reach;
but Sir Charles is nothing if he is net
daring, and this is how he stated ws case:

“During those three years of depression,
from 1894 to 1896, inclusive, our average
importa from Great Britain amounted to
$34,976,249. The preferential tarifi came
in. The honorable gentleman said it was
in. operation . for two years. . Suppose it
was only one. Take the last year, and
they have the benefit of that. Why, sir,
the startling fact appears, that in 1897,
1898 and 1899 there was an average im-
portation from Great Britain of $32,991,-
076, a decrease of no less than $1,285,173.
Notwithstanding the  preferential tariff,
and notwithstanding the enormous ex-
pansion and development of Canadian
trade, there is a loss of trade with Great
Britain of 3.90 per cent.”in three years.”

These figures will not bear a moment’s
analysis. They are juggled so as to make
them show a result qﬁite contrary to the
fact. Granting that the average for the
years 1894, 1895 and 1896 was $34,276,249,
what has been the result in the succeed-
ing years? Here are the figures of im-
ports from  England as taken from ‘the

official .record:— :
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It will be seen at once that since the
preferential tariff was put into operation
in. 1897 there has been an increase of $7,-
647,935—which as any schoolboy could cal-
culate in five ‘minutes, is equivalent to
over 24 per cent. Yet Sir Charles says]
there was a Ioss of 3.90 per cent.

Imports from  England -only represent
one side of the account, however, Our
exports to England making up the other
side, must be examined if we wish to
see what has been the full effect of the
preferential policy.. In this connection it
is not for a moment denied that, while
our imports from England have increased
since 1897, our imports frqm_ the United
States bhave made v.evén greater advance;
but, as we shall know at:apother time, our
increased purchases .in‘the American war-4

| the Verona’s crew were

ket have been of goods and products

which Great Britain does not and can-
not supply. As to exports, however, the
record is very much in favor of Great
Britain, as the following comparison

shows:—
To To
Gregt Britain. United States.

1890 .. .. .. ....$48,353604  $40,522,810
101 .. L. 49928858 41,138,695
1892 .. .. .. ..q.. 64,906,549 38,988,027
1893 .. .. .. .. .. 64,080,493 43,923,010
1894 .. .. .. .. .. 68,538,856 35,809,940
1895 .. .. .. ., .. 61,856,990 41,297,676
1896 .. .. .. .. .. 66,690,288 44,448 410
e, .. TR 49,373,472
1898 .. .. <. .. ..104,998,818 45,705,336
1899 .. .. .. .. .. 99,091,855 45,133,521

Thus, while our exports to the United
States have remained practically station-
ary, our sales to Great Britain have more
than doubled since 189). Can anyoﬁe
look at the above table and fail to see
how the last three years stand out con-
spicuously over all the others? Is if not
a fair assumption that our preference to
British goods has prompted a preference
in England for our prodfcts? We need
not, however, rest the matter on conjec-
{ure. The trade papei-s of Great Britain
have long ago told the story of the im-
mense stimulation given to the purclmsé
of Canadian goods in that market from
the very moment that Mr. Fielding intro-
duced the new tariff in 1897, and the ob-
servation of every one who has visited the
mother couttry is distinctly corroborative.
In a word, the Liberal poliey in respect
of trade with England has been a great
success, Sir Charles Tupper, to the con-
trary notwithstapding.

A BRITISH STEAMER
SUNK BY A BARQUE.

——

’

The Dunstaffnage Reports Sending the
Verona to the Bottom.

London, March 19.—The British stea
! s g t -
er Verona, of Glasgow, Captain H:tcel?i“l:-
son, from Bueno_s Ayres, February 19th
for Hamburg, was sunk on March 6, in
collision with the British barque Dun-
sta_ﬁnage, Captain Forbes, from Philadel-
phia, February 9, for Hiogo, and two of
drowned. Th
Dunstaﬁnagg had her stem broken beIO\:
Fhe water line and sustained other injur-
ies. Her forepeak fiilled with water, but
the bulkhead kept the holds tight and

she proceeded to Barbados for repairs.

Death of a Public Man.v

s

Seattle, Wash., March 19.—H.
Taqbeneck, well known as th?mf?):mfx:
4cha|rma.n ?f the National Committee of
the People’s Party, died in this city today.
He came here from the -east about two
;r_\gptlls dgo in ‘delicate health, ‘and has’
sinee ‘been resting quietly at the home of
h)S'brother. "~ His body will be sent to his
:former- home in Illinois.
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