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4 TAWA, April = 28 —Yesterday‘s

pr(c)l;:reedlngs were much- in the line of

other days, except that at/ midnls‘ﬁf

p the committtee passtd four -lines 6:
the franchise bill'g
wather important iina for they com-
mit the domintons erit to. the
provincial control of the federal suf-
frage. The argument was completely
against the government contention.
“The ’solicitor. general .was . utterly- at
"séa in his attempt to show that ' the
original intention of :the .framers of
the British North America act was to
allow. the provinces- te deal ;with - the
federal franchises.. ‘The act of. con-

+ federation itself furnished:the answer
40 this contention. It declares in. ‘the-
clearest: possible

ous provlnces ad at «time of,
_mnion,~ The act of oemederatlon I8 an
imperial statute. Wheén it was passed
there was no pariiament of  Canada.
It was necessary.to elect the. firat par-
liament -on some basis of franchise
not established by that parliament.
Confederation - was not 'a miracle
play, ‘and. therefore .the actors .could
-mot appear on the stage “preparatory
to being created.”: There was nothing
for it but to adopt for the time belhg
‘the’ provincial franchises, and this
was done. Even then it was not en-
Jacted that the. provincialk .franchises;
as changed from' time to time, should
be used in federal elections. until the
enactment of a federal law. .On.  the
contrary it was declared that the fran-
chise in forte at the time should. re-
main. ¥ntil the dominion”should take
action for itself. . The' franchises ;.in
force at the time of ;union: were not
laws of the provinces of Capada but
laws of the colonies of British ‘North
America.

e

All these “matters were -discussed
with  clearness and force by Mr.  Mc-
Inerney, who has taken a leading part
in the debate: from :the beginning, and
. yesterday by Bir Charles Hibbert Tup-
per, Mr. Borded, and Mr. Powell, in
whose hands the legal arguments were
condusted with dignity and . learned
reserve. They did not claim to EKnow
it all, but presented their case care-
fully and with precision.» Only Sir
Louis Davies assumed to speak with
certainty, and he ‘was snuffed out by
“ quotations from ‘his absolute 'opinion
expressed last year in regard to“ the’
Belgian treaty.

5

The latest development .of the dis-
.. cussion is that the act now; betore the"
‘house is perhaps unéonstlmtlom.l’

Even the solicitor general «does not ap-"

~ pear to be quite ceértain on this.point.*
It is admitted that the pp.rliament has
“power to adopt any provinclal fran-
chise in existence as its own, but the
question is whether it has power. to
say ‘that eveéry franchise which the
provinces' may enact in the future
shall prevdil for the' dominion, . The’
power of . parliament to delegate its’
own functions to 'a different authority
ds: questioned by ‘Mr. Powell and  Mr.
Borden.' The - point seems to have
been first raised by Mr. Haggart. Mr.
Borden ‘asked  the solicitor general’
Whether the parliament of Canada
.had a right to delegate to.the local
* legislature 'the \power . to pass crim-
inal statutes, which is one of the fed-
‘eral ‘functions, ~The solicitor ,general
would not say that the pa.rlia,ment had
Such' power  of 'delegation. : Neither'
has he ‘so far beeh ‘'able to show
Wwherein lies\the distinction  between'
the transfer of criminal Ilegislation"
and the delegation of another class of |
legislation which seems to be as much"
& part of the federal authority as that
o,t criminal ' law. Professor Russell
‘Seems also rather impressed with this
vitw of the!tcase and is far-less dog-
matic than he mfniﬂter iof* marine.

Sér Charles H!bbert Tupper ‘made |

] quick ‘'work in ‘the afternoon of Mr.
Belcourt’s -Australian ' analogy: = So
long as it appea!!ed that the Austrac
lians were ‘dolng what the (hnunan»
government ‘mow wants to do that ex-
‘4mple was useful for argument. But

now that Sir Charles has:shown that |

+ the second thought of the Australian
people  favors' federal control of the
franchise, we do not care “much about
Australia. The result of the recent
Australian conferences supports in
the full the claim of tiie opposition at
: Ottanya. and condemns the a.etion of:
our ministem uﬂ 'thett supporters

= For 'a man who hasbeeu in the.
Nova Scotia legislature and ought tp
know w‘ha.t happened . between - 1878
and 1882, it is singular that Dr. Me-
Lennan of Invernesy should have at-
tacked Mr. Mills ot.b.nnamlismduxe
Nova Scotia tories. generally for. their
-conidemnation of the provinclal fran-
¢hise and its disq: clauses.
Mr. ‘McLennan -vants: to know why,
if the law was bad, the conservatives
in'Nova Scotla: did not repeal it when
they were in power. BMr. McDougall

was able to tell him the reason, alnee‘ S

| the doctor seems: to have forgotten.
‘it *Fhe' conservatives did .repeal ‘the
pbnoxious clauses. so far as the.House

ot ‘aszembly was cencerned, ‘and @it |

byahmmuoﬂtm ‘But the legisla-

L‘!rne'y were ’totlr :

whip to torture ‘them hereafter, it
might be their punishment in a future.
life for Mr. Russell to .argue in his

hbo _way i supvort of a bad case
iter, to have to fol-

,nn -uwmr pouibmty always ied hhn
to reoentanée.
Yesterde,y some papera were brought
down, It turna out that Mr. Drolet,
‘Wilfrid ' Laurier's emissary .to
nqm. has. got’ thirty miles of dredg

iv' on a 20 year lease, at the
trenhl of $50 a year for €
dredge.  He is compelled to_employ
not less than four dredges, so that his
tcm charges for. this monqpoly are
| $200 a year, Chevalier Drolet got this
bananza. without competition. He was
the only man that had such a chance,
for after he got his claim everybody [
édlse had to tender for addifional areas.
There was competition when Mr, Dro-
let sold out his license. That is the
way. it came about that he was able
toge-tt%,ﬂ)incnﬂxundh.lngein-_

in

OTTAWA, rll 29.—Hon. J. Israel
‘Tarte has estal lished & Nnew' monop-
cly,  Rather he sought _to establish
oae, but the: commodity in which he

ealt is apparently’ of . too general

duction to admit of a -corner. Mr,
Tuarte explains thatthe uttered a series
©f untruths in parliament last June in
order to prevent the tory press from
lying. If it seems to be rather strong
language to accuse 'the minister'of the
crown of lying to the house, the
charge is not a tory one. Mr. Tarte
himself has sworn that Mr. Tarte de-
liberately made a false statement last
session concerning Mr.  Greenshields’
share in the purchase of La Patrie
newspaper.

The, story last year was a very sim-
‘ple ohe. Mr. Tarte told it with an air
of implicit. candor, Mr. Greenshields
was the lawyer of the party and pur-
"chased ‘ the ‘paper for the party., As
for the check to pay for it “there is
no. secret-about it,”” and so Mr. Tarte
explained what he said was the whole
matter. . “Mr. Greenshields had a
.check in his hand, not of his own
money, but of the money of the:party.
He paid that check.” Mr. Tarte now
§wears that Mr. Greenslifields did not
purchase the 'paper at all and did not
B0 to the previous owners as a lawyer
of the -party.: M!!. Tarte himself was
‘the purchaser; he did not buy the pa-
per for the party, but for his own two
sans Mr. Greenshields, so Mr. Tarte

.belonging 'to ‘the party. Neitheri had
he a check in his hand belonging to
{the jarty. On the contrary;~he wrote
out the check on-the spot in his own
name and on his own private account.
Mp, Tarte swears that he borrowed the
check, because neither he nor his boys
‘were known at the bank in such a’
‘Wey that Mr. Beaugrand would take
their cheek for 'his paper.  1In the

business. Mr. Tarte had- raised the
money, among his political friends in
Montreal and he then took up  Mr.
‘Greenshields’ check and relieved that
gentlema,n of responslbﬂity for the
830' §

So At appears: that the story told so
innocently and . confidingly in .the
house in the closlng days of last ses-
sion was a pure ‘nvention. It was an
untruth told. by a minister of the
¢rown, knowing it to be untrue, and
intending to deceive the Tepresenta-
tives of the people and the country.
Mr. Tarte gives a grotesque: reason
for hiS deception. He says that he
told the parliament that Mr. Greep-
shields ‘did not pay his own money,
and this was true. 'When he said that
Mr, preenshields did not pay his own
money but a check.of the liberal party
.that he had in his hand, he meant the
accommodation ‘' check  which Mr.
Greenshields ha.d in his hand after he
made it, and it was thered!ore not his®
own 'check, .because -Mr, Tarte bor-
rowed it. Yt was a check: of the lib-
eral party, because Mr, Tarte pro-
cured money from thé liberal party
,sonrie time afterwards' to repay  the
obligation. - And then in ‘the simpli-
city of his heart Mr. Tarte adds the"
‘3planation: “It was at the end of the’
Session, and if I had sald that Mr.
‘Greenshields gave -his own check the
;ory; press would have lied about me.”

0_in-order to keep the tory press
‘from 1yﬁig Mr. Tarte fold .the house
that ' it was not Mr. Greenshields'
checkwhenitmhis and that it
was a. .check of the Yiberal party when
At not.  'We come’ back ' to the
ori . _proposition that Mr. Tarte!
utjered i tl;eae false mtements in the
house Ksep “m‘*t‘ory ress
uttering falseh>ods and appa tig.v"m ;
establish a monopo}y in this article of |
production. ' But the scheme, with'
all its great moral purposes, seems to
have been a fallure, for: Mr. Tarte
mournfully admits that the ‘tory press
went on” lyins about him as before.
By this Mr. Tarte means' that the
| tory press went' on saying that ‘Mr.
Tarte ‘gave ' His _own check . for La. |
-Patrie, a 'statement “Wwhich Mr. Tarte
_contradicted 'last year, but- “which he:
*now sa.yn on. oath is truoe. ; :

’.,he moxleyhenwed that

tive council, ‘which-is not conservative, & S

threw tbe bmout. audmit remain&
| Prof. nu-qeu U :a.oquirlng a repu-

¢ said that the meni
i\ was always o esmﬁ;
“lofty ‘in his style - tha
‘gome spiritual benmefit from
'~ gourses. In faet, he al
/My, McNeill spoke. as. ii‘
at church.  Mr. McNeiil m omion

i

: '.l‘u!te’a gons, for the
minister declared that his 1 ‘are
‘now  the - sole owners of . Beau-
‘grand’s’ late interest in: t‘be paper,

-shares outside, “moré . than' nine~

‘ftenths of ' it belongs ~to the  youmg '

Tartes. Besides the :$20,000 obtained
‘notes. Mr. Tarte af first . ‘seemed to
be. uncertain about these notes. Pos- |
;lihly Mr. Greenshields might have en-
{dorsed them for the young men. ' ‘He
could not’ say, A little later he was |
incllned to think Mr, G'x‘eemhield!m

»

of men in this world were made 8.}

ritht- on the North Saeka.wue-. :

| spiritual cunpuzn of reforming' the -

sa.ys now; had 10 money in ‘his Hands |

| morning, before the bank went into"

T:u'te decla.reg on oath tﬂa.t none i%m ‘of the government a.nd for its |

There -are,  he: says, a  few 'stray |

in this way there were $10,000 paid in |

=L s Athletics vill
make a naturally strong woman, stron
-and healthier ; they will make a natu y

mkly woman weaker and more
c;cﬂy f:a? f indulged in to excess; may

A womau who suffers from weakness and
disease of the delicate and important or-
.gans’. distinctly feminine. cannot .
lecover her gene healt thro nth-
letics, 86 lo: e remains loeaily weak.
A woman suffe! ng in this way is unfitted
to bear the ﬂtmm of-athletics just &s niuch
a8 she.is tmfitted to bear the’ s ‘and
burdens of ‘wifehood .:and motherhood
There is g sure; safe, speed
|“nent cure for all disorders o thin
tion.. It.is Dr. Pierce's avqtite

gl} acts di ﬁ

‘allays inflammation, heals

; %dwnesthenerves. It fits 2
womnn to iridulge in, ayd be benefited by,

athletics. ~ All good medicine stores sell it.

" '“Your valuable * ‘B‘avorlte Prescription’ cured

of female weakness and a catarrhal . dis-

from the lining membrane of the special

. T, H. Parker, of E‘.!l

i am now Py

Dr. Pierce’s Pleasant Pellets cure. consti-

mon Constipation is the cause of many

Cure the cause and you cure the

disease,  One ‘' Pellet’’'is a gentlé laxa-

tive, and two a mild cathattic. Dru su

sell them, and nething is “justasg

endorsed them Betore he got through
with his evidenoé Mr. Tarte testified
that the notes were given by the sons
and endorsed by bimself ' with Mr.
Greenshields  as a second endorser.
| 8o it would ‘appear that Mr. Tarte
himself and Mr., Greenshields ‘are
Jjointly r,esponaible'for the obiiga.tlon.

But Mr. Ta.rte persists in the ‘state- -
ment that " no 'Drummond county
money went into that paper. '’ ‘How
much of this statement is‘of the char-
acter of the one made last year can-
not be known at present. Possibly
Mr. Tarte ig stili carrying on his great’

tory press. However that may be, the |
undersigned is strongly of ‘the opinion
that if the conitract of last year had
not been thrown gqut by the senate a
large amount: of’ Drummond county
‘money might have been used for the
purchase of the great Montreal organ
of Mr. Tarte and the liberal party.
As the. contract did not go through,
and Mr. Greenshields did not gét his
million dollars, ‘thefe may Jbe ‘a’little
mores truth in Mr. Tarte’s committee-
statemient than in his parliamentary
Statement. It would probably be
safer to say that Mr. Tarte’s finaneial.
raise among the personal and politica.l
circle in“Montreal was not “wholly in-.
connected - wnh ‘other great ‘rafiway.
corporations that have their /" Head-
kquarters in that town.  As for the
minister himself ‘His reputation for
candor has gone forever. ' The pre-
‘mier’s word in pa.rliament cannot al-
ways belaccepted. In fact there ig no
“member ‘of pa,rlia.ment who seems to
‘treat.it mere lightly than thé premier
himself. But many persons have been
in the habit ‘of thinking that Mr.
Tartescynicai bluntness and - ingénu-;
ous way- of admitting transactions, of
‘which  most public men would Dbe
ashamed, implied ' a certain candor
and straightforwardness. 'This tradi-
tibn is swept away, and hereafter Mr.
“Tarte's - statements will be heard in
the house as are those of the other
members of a ministry which" seems to
embody’ more .direct and habitual
mendacity than that of any, other’ gov-
erning -body outside’ of Crete. When
Tennyson spoke of “Jack on his ale-'
house bench with ‘ad many 'les 'as a.
czar’ he used the best illustration’ curs.
rent at the time of the .Crimean war,
‘But the allusion would be weak and
‘feeble in the Hglit of recent™ knowl~
edge, A
Theé “auditor g'eneml is still la.boring
with the public accounts committée to
discover some way out of his difficul-
ties with the ministers. 'His repeated
objections to their paym’emts of money,
without what he thinks is proper par-
liamentary aulthority, -are overruled
by ‘the treasury board, but they annoy
the ministers. Sir Louis Davies broke,
away yesterday and declared ‘‘that
Mr. McPougall ‘had been going'’ far
beyond his authority. - The particular
‘thing ‘to*'which the auditor objected
‘'was the payment-of $8,000 to the Lake
'St Jobhn Railway Company. The par- |
llament gave the/previous year a vote
‘“for immigration expenses.” It w:
htenw to ‘be ;: aprﬁ-eprtution

ing the commg “Arear.’ New the nrinis-

company on the ground that during
the two prevdou- years that conipany
-had settled some people on its own

The settiers had .jbeen - taken
in ordervtolncnase the value

e company’s lands and to br!ng
to. the rallway. Having per-
this service without thé re-

work {8 valuable rmm an immigra-
’*tion atandpolnt or,mt

'l‘lte aﬂd.itor ta.lces *!he ground that

ter of the interior took: $8,000 out  of |-
this money and. gave it to a- mﬂm‘

land:.  There had been mno Mma!nbe-i_-
tbreband to pay the company any-

count. mcnt won 'tha.t ; any

oe- it not appear to you' to be open-

“inx ‘a rather wide door whenh you are’
i} ready to consider the applleallon for:
{-even pantial reimbursement of any

expenditure madeé without the know-
ledge of the government and as a
.purely business spéculation ? .. If one
claimant meets with Success it 1s to
be: supposed that every other who
thinks he has worked even an indi-
rect advantage, or can' induce some
once to-pretend that he has, will'not
press for a payment from the goyern-
ment.” = Mr. McDougall; also . urges
“that the government has power to
pay from the immigration vote - the
expenses connected with moving re-
sidents “of ‘Canada from one part of
the dominion-to the other.” !

:» Sir Oliver Mowmt did not t\hink that'
the auditor’ point was well taken. His
dietum was expressed ‘in plain words,
“I think that the government may
expend this vote for immigration exs
penses in such manner as ijthey may
think best adapted to promote im-
migration. ®= * * & T gee no reason
‘why may not as 'a matter of law
{gmt out o! the vate for !nl,mlxrlﬂog

‘ous useful ‘work: n.iublﬂy'bo“ en-
courage  future work, if they ‘think
-such a’grant or subsidy would be pro-
motive of immigration.” Sir Louis
Devies and some of. his friends: de-
nounee the auditor gemneral for pre-
suming to differ from the m!nisber of
justice, though the fact is that ' the
government paid the money, over the
auditor’s objection, before the minis-
ter of justice's opinion was even ob-
tained. Now it will be for the gentle
reader to decide ;whether the auditor
went ‘too far in stating his views.

The view taken by the late minister
of justice is entirely new. The audi-
tor says that no other government has
acted on that idea. But it teaches’
‘parliament a lesson. . If the rgovern-
ment can use a general .immigration
‘vote to reward past meritorious ser-
vices, it can take ithis year’s general
vote and give it all to Mr. Green-
shields for his mgritorious service. in
years gone by im ‘huilding the Drum-
mond -railway . through an unsettled
country. Or it can make a present of
'$10,000 to- Mr, Sifton or some of  his
numerous relatives for the past meri-~
torious services of the family. The
lesson is that there should be no more
general votes,’ but ' that - parliament,
having regard to the power that min-
isters are now taking, should care-
fully . designate the exact purpose for
which the mongy is to-be used. If
‘the house does not want the immigra-
tion. money to be parceled out as re-
wards- of merit, it will have to say
s0:in the vete, S.D. 8.

OTTAWA, “April 30.—The long and
peinful progress of the franchise bill
through the, committee of the whole
has ended a.nd the creature has ‘at
length emerged in a battered condi-
tion. - The solicitor. géneral has ad-
ded a .good ‘many amendments of his
own and has accepted many others. |
He would ha.ve taken more sugges-.
tions from the other side if he could’
have had his way, Mr. Fitzpaitrick
has managed the discussion with skill
and: disph.yed much patience. = No-
body makes' any complaint of his
:to-be fair and accurate. But there is
presented it was a bungled affair. It
. undertook to adopt the provincial sys-
tems with a few general regulations:
But so carel ly was the draft made
that. the regulations did not fit the
conditions.’ . It was found especially

eult to, apply them to the mari-
time rrovinces’ systems. For instance,
the solizitor general wpuld not have
‘allowed an elector to vote unless his
name, sur-name and addition were
found on tHe 1list. Now ,the New
Brunswick lists, a§ Mr. Powell point-
ed out, do noﬁ(conta.in the occupation
of the voter, so that by one fell clause
Mr: Fitzpatrick would have disfran-
chised all New Brunswick. Then sin
‘Prince Edward Island Ythey have no
-yoters® Msts at all,, but proceed on the

- | primitive fashion of passing an ex-

amination if necessary when they go
to poll their jvete. A special amend-

two cases, when Mr. Powell and Mr.
Martin called a.ttention ‘to them. There
were nunierous other conditions 'in
New Brunswick ‘which required an
.overhauling of the bill at the hands
ot Mr. M»Inerney and Mr. Powell. "

As tor Nova Scotia, the greatest op-
position’ triumph was sccuring the re-
moval of the local disqualifications:
“Mr. Mills, whose eriticism of the bill
‘was of the most aggressive and effec-
{:tive  character, has eu-ned the graii-

tude of his. v pro-
‘vince. » Mr. fﬁ&. Mr. ‘tﬁenoug-

the "money ‘was not voted for’ this
pmele, and t*he!%tore it wes his buei~

treatment of the case. He has tried

no denying that the bill itself as he.

ment had to be: put in {o meet these’

‘tract with Hobbs. While theref
appears to be'n sale. of -twine to Mr. }

| into ‘this u;pemmare on . its own ae- | Hibbert , Tupper * took,

part in the general "discussion.  Sir
Charles  Hibbert 'Jertormed ‘excellent
service in’ working out the details. The
fine legal mind$ and clear methods of
exposition” of - Mr. ‘Borden  -and. Mr.
Powell were “exhibited  to. advantage,
especially in the congﬂwtipﬂ:l a
cussion. From the ‘6ther provinceq the
most conspicuous debaters on ~the’

question were Mr. Monk of ‘Jacques nm"“ in - 1385.

Cartier, Mr. Bennett, Mr. Clancy, Dr.
Sproule, Dr. Montague, and, of course, .
Mr. Davin. Dr.. Roche defended the
interests of his party in Manitoba and '
theé liberties of the people there with
earnesthess, but without  obtaining
many concessions trom the’ govern-
ment.

It is impossible to say where. the
dispute. between the government and
the, auditor general ‘will end.  "The
ministers seem to have turned agzainst
this officer '6f 'whom they were ‘once
devoted admirers.. One recalls the
discussion of previous' years when he
hears Sir Louis Davies and 6the} min-
isters. attacking the auditor ' for his
“‘outrageous . interference” with . the |
power of tha governieent.’ ‘A hasty
glance over the Harsard shows how
seﬂously tlie ministers’ have cha.nged
li e ke o d
years ago that the" present minister
of - justice, speakihg of the auditor
general, said: “He must be at liberty
to set his opinions against the min-
isters and. over-ride the authority 'of
ministers ‘except on the cases .mien=
toned in the statute.”  And again{
*“Unless it can be shown ' ‘that thé
andit is- dishonest, that the facts are
perverted, that they are intended to
convey .an erroncous impression, én

it ‘seerhs to me there is.nothing of
which a government should &omplain
in the audit of the public a.ccounts;"

In the same session Sir Richard
_Ca.rtwright referring to - a compla.&nt
that had ‘been made’ against the adat--
tor's 'big book, said: ‘‘The real offence .
is that the auditor general has given-
for many years back.a huge amount
of information to the, people of Can-
ada which is inconvenient to the hon
gentleman and. his- followers. . The
audi#tor general has brought to light
a vast number of expenditures which
reflected no credit or® the government.
I think the'auditor general ha; don€e
his duty very fuliy .

And here we have the opinion of Sir
Louis Davies himself: “So far as my
intercourse - with the auditor general -
has gone I have found him scrupu- |
lously eareful to keep himself abso-|
lutely within the terms of his duty.
He is a. man who has conducted him-
self in' a way that deserves commen-
dation at thé hands-of members  of
parliament on both sides” He is an
officer , whose \ hands should * be
strengthened by this hotise on all pro-
per occasjons.” And now Sir Louis is
leading the attack on the auditor gen-
eral and trying to weaken his hangds. |

: Since ‘three years ago the’ criticism ot

liberal of the Jiberals, ' and is
known té. have exceedingly etrong
political views, it is very certa.ln that.
he is not more severe on the’ present
ministers than he ‘was an their pre- |
decessors. It is true that he has oc~
casion to point out that the ministers
now in chargé are: attempting high
‘handed proeceedings, such as no Can-
adian government, grit or tory, ever
undertook before. But that is not the
auditor’s. fault,

'3

In the meéanwhile the public accounts
committee goes on with its.investiga-
tions, “The binder twine episode was
unraveled a little more yesterday. Al
the documentary evidence is before
‘the public, and reveals the fact that
while there were Bupposed to be two
tenders, one from Coll Bros, and the
other from the Hobbs firm, there was
really only one. Mr. John COnnor,
who seems to be inevitable, appears
to have managed Doth tenders. The -
number of letters and telegrams sent,
by him from various places, sometimes

as representing (Coll Bros. and some-

times on behalf of the rival tenderers,
is astonishing. But the outcome of it,

'=0 the inspector of penitentiaries says,
 is that the department made a very

good sale. Mr. Connor, as representing
Coll Bros., did not take ‘the contract, |
but Mn John Connor, as ‘assoctated
with the Hobbs firm, was more fortun-
ate, Wihethér the contract “finally
made was the best one: possible would
be difficult to say. The; inspector tes-
tifies that he knew thére was collu-
sion between the a.lleged competitors,
that he accepted Mr ‘Connor’s": ‘assur-
ances and announcements “with'a cer-
tain’ degree of reserve, but ‘that  in
view of -a falling market dand the pés-
sibility ‘that if he called for new ten-
ders fhe wiee woulq;be lower he ad-

G

Hohbs, it is really 4 sale to Mr. Hobbp
ard Mr. Connor, who are pa.rtn
the transaction. : "

of the measure

" coneeded. It

‘ 7pel] in provinces such '

‘and  New Brunswick, ‘which &0
objection -

| have,it. 'rhc_maih

mvmcw auth:qrity. but. this

lacks torce. now that m‘ua

B
mu’ou

‘of | Justice is de-

wm.mmt ‘the senate may

tmend the bill to that extent.  Of
course it is sometimes hinted that the
senate as a tory body miay throw out
the bill altogether. The conservative
sepators have indeed as good a right
to yote for a six months’ hoist as
Qenators Scott and’ his' grit followers

m,;_rM 1o wote unafilmously, as. they diq,

.for the: six months’ hoist -to the fran-
chise bill int.roduced by the late gov-
:But, it is bardly
probable ‘that the thing will be done.
There is no imperative necessity call-
ing for it such as operated in the case
‘of the ‘Drummond deal and the Yukon
- deal; on both of which matters the
senate has already been amply vindi-
cated. The ‘franchise act can he re-
pealed by any future parliament
whichidesires to restore to the federal
authority the power that properly be-
longs (to it. If the act. itself is un-
gonstitutional it will fall without the
senate’s assistance. There is an essen-
tial difference between an act which
can be repealed and. a gift of public
lands or a sacrifice of public interest

4 such as can never be recalled by the

subsequent action of parliament. If
_the senate had allowed the Yukon
deal to go through'no subsequent par-
Hament could hawve undone the act.
If the senate had adopted the Drum-
_mond sacrifice the evil would have

mw«:wm

evertheless there is a duty lmposed
upon the senate to put the bill into
proper shape if it shall reach them In
an unworkable ' condition, as seems
1ikély to be the ocase. 'The senators
‘ought 'to rectify any injustices in :mat-
ters of detail, .nd in general should
exerciae the complete power of re-
vision. There is, according to present
‘appearances, an ample field for the
‘exercise of this power in regard to the
| franchise bill.

1 The little controversy between, Mr.
Blair 'and Mr. McInerney attracted
‘somie attention. Mr. Blair had under-
taken to show that in dominion elec-
tions' heretofore : the lists had been
arranged alphabetically, that is, all
voters ' say  from' A to M voted in
one booth and ‘those whose names be-
" gan with a later lefter of the alphabet
.went to another. Mr. Blair made this

em%nt with an air of ocertainty,
stating’ that he perfectly reémeémbered
voing under this system in St. John.
Mr,  McInerney showed him that he
b was wrong, and the matter rested un-
til .2 few days-later Mr, Blair |ad-
dressed a lecture of Some length, and
rather patronmdzing in manner to the
member for Kent. In the course of
this digcourse the minister of railways
stated that the incident occurred not
in St. John, but in Fredericton, and

4 presumably in a local election. Mr.

Malnerney observed that he did not
require t6 gd to the minister of rail-
ways for instructionmn as to the way
in ‘which he should discuss matters in
the Canadian house of commons, and
proceeded to show that Mr. Blairs
mistakes in the discussion of the ques-
tion had been many and various. The
dying request of King. Charles the
First of England was “remém%er 4
1 Mr. Moelnerney says that the request

s |, BMrtimnwwm have to make
friends. As the auditor: sene'u.). is abi w&m

‘the one

The diumzeatance of Mr. McInnis
_from the ‘Canadian’ pariia.ment takes
away the last hope Mr. Fraser of
Guysboro may have had 'of the chief

| justiceship of British Columbia. The

young and energetic member for Na-
naimo was the chief promoter of the
Fraser boom. He recognized as all
do, that Mr. Fraser has rendered great
political service to his and has
always been ready to respond to their
appeal for help in g Whe-
ther the appointment would have been
suitable or not from a lo stand-
point, ‘it would have had the sympathy
of many members here, But it cannot
now take place. o S..D. S

WHERE WITCHCR&FT FLOUR-
LUy IBHED

%

i Witchera.ttvis sti;ll _rife among the
| Matabele, natives, although the result
of ‘the' "t’)lack-a;;:t” now seldom goes
‘80 far as murder. . The unfortunates

are “smelled out” usually suffer

and ‘smoking ruins are no. uncommon
 sights, although the crime is carried
 out in such & manner that it is very
| difficult to convict the oﬂender —Um-
tata Herafid.

“YE Enmi'ron AND YE MERCHANT.
Adverﬁsemm-t m Was & Turning Poln:
z ?.luhn ‘Jones’s Life.

Grocer.)
Onoe in ye very olden time a merchant
sayd to an ed:!ytor- #I don’t think advertis-

iu 2
“Let me show yon,” said ye eddytor. "l
will pytte 8 lyne in my paper and not charge

”‘?m nﬁn ” repneﬂ ae merchimt. “and w5

in his paper:
OHN JONES, 23
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