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4 TAWA, April = 28. — Yesterday's 

orrawa were much: in the line of 

other days, except that at” midnight 

‘the committtee passtd. “four lines of 

the franchise bill's 
wather important ites; for they i 

mit the domintons ert 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 i 

ous rovinees ad at «time of, 
_mnion,~ The act of aagederation i8 an 
imperial statute. When it was passed 
there was no parliament of Canada. 
It was necessary. to elect the. first 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- 
acted that the. provincial . franchises; 
Yas 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. 
he: 

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 
conducted with dignity and . learned 
reserve. They did not claim to Know 
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: before the" 
‘house is perhaps unconstitutional.” 

hs Even the solicitor: general «does not ap-" 
pear to be quite certain on this. point.’ 
It is admitted that the parliament has 
“power to adopt any ‘provincial : fran- 
chise in existence as its own, but the 
question is whether it has power. to 
say ‘that every 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 parliament had 
Such’ power of ‘delegation. Neither’ 
has he ‘so far beeh ‘able to show 
wherein lies \the distinction between 
the transfer of criminal legislation" 
and the delegation of another class of | 
legislation which seems to be as much" 
a part of the federal authority as that 

of criminal law. Professor Russell 
‘Seems also rather impressed with this 
view of iy bg and is far less dog- 
matic than he. So ri iof* marine. 

Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper ‘made | 
quick ‘work in ‘the afternoon of Mr. 
Belcourt’s Australian analogy: = So 
long as it appeared, that the Austra 
lians were ‘doing what the Canadian / 
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 

: Ottaya and condemns the action of: 
< Sus hii and her supporters 

= wer ‘a man who Ba hae rae the. 
Nova Scotia legislature and ought to. 
know what’ happened . between : 1878 
and 1882, it’ is singular that Dr. Me- 
Lennan of Invernesy should have at- 
tacked Mr. Mills _of Annapolis and the 
Nova Scotia tories. generally for. their 
condemnation of the provincial 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. Mr. McDougall 
was able to tell him the reason, since. 

| the doctor seems: to have forgotten. 
“iit. *Fhe' conservatives did .repeal ‘the 

' obnoxious clauses. so far as the. House. 
ot ‘assembly was cencerned, ‘and dit | 
: By a large majority. ‘But the legisla- 

They were four : 

whip to torture ‘them hereafter, ot 
might be their punishment in a future 
life for Mr. Russell to argue in his 
labor RT a an Sa 

| an ri possibility always Ted ‘him 
to ‘repentance. 

‘Yesterday some ‘papers were boibkiie 
down, . It turns out that Mr. Drolet, 

‘Wilfrid Laurie's emissary to 
Rome, has. got’ thirty miles of dredg- 

ing rights on the North Saskgiene- 
ond on a 20 year lease, at the 

t rental of $50 a year for € 
dredge. He is compelled to employ 
not less than four dredges, so that his 
“total charges for. this .monapoly 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 additional areas. 
There was competition when Mr, Dro- 
let sold out his license. That is the 
way. it came about that he was able 
io. Bet NRW in. Chee Md. 8: Inks JB: 

in 

OTTAWA, prl 25, 29. Hon.’ J. Israel 
‘Tarte has esta olished a new’ 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, 

Tarte explains thatthe uttered a series 
Of 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 one. 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 
80 to the previous owners as a lawyer 
of the -party.: Mr. Tarte himself was 
‘the purchaser; he did not buy the pa- 
per for the party, but for his own two 
sons. Mr. Greenshields, so Mr. Tarte 
says now; had 10 money in ‘his Hands | 
belonging ‘to ‘the party. Neitheri had 
he a check in his hand belonging to 

{the arty. On the contrary;~he wrote 
out the check onthe 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. In the 

| morning, before the bank went into" 
. business, Mr. Tarte had" raised the 
money, among his political friends in 
Montreal and he then took up: Mr. 
‘Greenshields’ check and relieved that 
oa of Tesponelbiitly for the 
F000 ’ 

So At appears: that the story told so 
Peels and. confidingly in .the 
house in the closing days of last ses- 
sion was a pure ‘nvention. It was an 
untruth told. by a minister of the 
crown, 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 hi 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, {Freenshields 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 had in his hand after he 
made it, and ft was thetefore 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 
sone time afterwards to repay the 
obligation. And then, in ‘the simpli- 
city of his heart Mr. ‘Tarte adds the 
¥planation: “It was at the end of the 
Session, and if I had sald that Mr. 
‘Greenshields gave -his own check the 
tory press would have lied about me.’ 
S0_in order to keep the tory press 
‘from lying Mr. Tarte fold .the house 
that ' it was not Mr. Greenshields' 
check when it wag his, and that it 

dt not. 
ori . proposition that Mr. Tarte! 
oi 4 Gord nh statements in the: 

uttering falsehsods and ‘apparent! po 
establish a monopoly in this article of: 
production. ' But the scheme, with’ 
all Its great moral purposes, seems to 
have been a failure, for: Mr. Tarte 
mournfully admits that the ‘tory press 
went on” lying 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 “Which Mr. Tarte 
contradicted ‘last year, but “which he: 
‘now md on oath bo true. : 

tive council, ‘whichis not conservative, Sn 
threw the cp imino ‘and so it remeimn.d 

Prof. Russell Ta aoquiring a repu- 

: said that the mem 
1 was, always so 

aR io McNeill spoke. as. Lr 
at church. Mr. McNeill aa hoon. 

i 

whom : 
x: “apparently ‘a free’ gift’ from the com- 

tributors to Mr. Tarte’s sons, for the: 
minister declared that his boys are. 
‘now the - sole owners of . Beau 
‘grand’s’ late interest in: the paper, 
There are, hei says, a few stray 
shares outside, but “more than nine- 

‘tenths of it belongs “to the : young 
Tartes. Besides the $20,000 obtained 
in: this way there were $10,000. paid in: 
‘notes. Mr, Tarte at first seemed to 

ined rend Mr. Greenshields might have en- 
{dorsed them for the young men. ‘He 
could not’ say. A little later he was 
inclined to think Mr, Greenshields hed 

» 

of men in this world were made 8} 

was & check of the liberal party when | 
‘We come’ back ' te the { 

already in'rea- 
| sumably a 
h 
Killing off of Fate 
‘weaker sisters. 

make a gasalls strong woman. stron 
-and healthier ; they will make a natu iy 

orig woman weaker and more 
oxy, Li Rid f indulged in to excess; may 

— oer ho suffers from weakness and 
disease of the delicate and important oe 
pane’. distinctly feminine. cannot 
recover. her gene healt thro ur 
letics, 86 lo: e remains locally weak. 
A woman suffe! og in this way is unfitted 
to bear the pens of athletics just &s niuch 
as she. is tmfitted to bear the’ s ‘and 
burdens of ‘wifehood .:and poe gabe 
There is g sure; safe, speed 

“nent cure for all disorders o Ars 
p tion. It is Dr. Pierce Hg 

It acts directly on thi : 

puss to iridulge in, ayd be benefited by, 
athletics. ~ All good medicine stores sell it. 
"Your valuable * Favorite Prescription’ cured 

female weakness and a catarrhal. dis- 
from the lining membrane = the special 

. T, H. Parker, of — 
Cd am now py 

Dr. Pierce’s Pleasant Pellets cure. consti- 
rr Constipation is the cause of many 

Cure the cause and you cure the 
disease, One ‘' Pellet’ is a gentle laxa- 
tive, and two a mild cathattic. Dru ists 
sell them, and nothing i is “justasg 

endorsed them. ‘Before he got through 
with his evidence" Mr. Tarte testified 
that ‘the notes were given by the sons 
and endorsed . by himself / with Mr. 
Greenshields as a second endorser. 
So it would ‘appear that Mr. Tarte 

| himself and. Mr, Greenshields ‘are 
Jointly responsible for the obligation. 

ment that "no ‘Drummond ‘conty 
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 

undersigned is strongly of ‘the opinion 
that if the contract of last year had 
not been thrown gut by the senate a 
large amount: of Drummond county 
‘money might have been used for the 
purchase of the great Montreal organ 

As the. contract did not go through, 
and Mr. Greenshields did not get his 
million dollars, ‘there may Joe ‘a’ little 

statement than in his parliamentary 
Statement. It would probably be 

raise among the personal and ‘political 

connected ‘with ‘other great 
corporations that have their !“#ead- 

tf quarters in that town. 
minister himself ‘his reputation for 
candor has gone forever. 

‘mier’s word in parliament cannot al- 
ways ‘belaccepted. In fact there ig no 
“member ‘of parliament who seems to 
‘treat. it mere lightly than thé premier 
himself. But many persons have been 
in the habit ‘of thinking that Mr. 

ous way- of admitting transactions, of 
‘which most public men would be 
ashamed, implied ‘a certain candor 
and straightforwardness. "This tradi- 
tion 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 

mendacity than that of any, other gov- 
erning ‘body outside’ of Crete. When 

house bench with ‘ad 

‘But the allusion would be weak and 
‘feeble in the Hght of recent” kriowl, 
edge, A 

The “auditor general is still Jaboring 
with the public accounts committee to 
discover some way out of his difficul- 
ties with the ministers. His repeated 
objections to their ‘payments of money, 
without what he thinks is proper par- 
liamentary authority, -are overruled 
by ‘the treasury board, but they annoy 

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. John Railway Company. The par- | 
Tament gave the’/preyious year a vote 
‘ “for immigration expenses.” It w: 
intended to, ‘he ahr uskegistion 

‘ing the coming “rear. Now the minis- 
ter of the interior took: $8,000 out of 

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

The settlers had been taken 
in order to increase the value 

© ‘company’s lands and to bring 
to. the railway. Having per- 
this service without the re- 

be ‘did not catia hat it Py (His | 
deputy explains. by 8ay- | 

: 

Bais es st to Becide {whether such. 
be. uncertain about these notes. HR ppb = Yaluable from an immigra- Hon standpoint oo not.” 

“The: auditor takes the ground that. 
the “money ‘was not voted for’ this 

“purpose, and therfore it was hi bul. 

a Cpr Pe will. 

ok tot se mre. Tt fits a’ 
i 

But Mr. Tarte persists in ‘the “state- 

Mr. Tarte ig still carrying on his great’ 
spiritual campaign of reforming the - 
tory press. However that may be, the: 

of Mr. Tarte and the liberal party. 

mores truth in Mr. Tarte’s committee: 

safer to say that Mr. Tarte’s financial. 

circle in“Montreal was not “wholly in-. 
raflway.; 

As for the. 

The pre- 

Tarte's cynical bluntness and - ingénu-; 

embody’ more direct and habitual 

Tennyson spoke of “Jack on his ale- 
many lies as a. 

czar’ He used the best illustration’ curs. 
rent at the time of the Crimean war, | 

the ministers. Sir Louis Davies broke, 

this money and. gave it to a- ‘railway 

‘land. There lad been no bargain be- |. 
Senn to pay the company any- 

| quest of the government and for its | 

count. a. expectation that / ‘guy 

does it not appear to you to be open- 
ting ‘a rather wide door when you are’ 
i} ready to consider the applieation for: 
{even pantial reimbursement of any 
expenditure made 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 Mowatt did not think that" 
the auditor’ point was well taken. His 
dictum was expressed ‘in plain words, 
“I think that the government may 
expend this vote for immigration ex» 

penses in such manner as they may 
think best adapted to promote im- 

migration. ®= * * & T gee no reason 
‘why may not as a matter of law 

FA for immigration | 
ous useful work Or a subsidy to 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 general for pre- 
suming to differ from the minister 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 meritorious service. in 
years gone by im ‘building 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 money is tobe 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 
painful progress of the franchise bill 
through the, committee of the whole 
has ended and the creature has ‘at 
length emerged in a battered condi- 
tion. - The solicitor. general has ad- 
ded a good ‘many amendments of his 
own and has accepted many others. | 
He would have taken more sugges-. 
tions from the other side if he could’ 
have had his way, Mr. Fitzpatrick 
has managed the discussion with skill 
and: displayed 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 

cult to, apply them to the mari- 
time rrovinces’ systems. For instance, 
the solicitor general wpuld not have 
‘allowed an elector to vote unless his 
name, sur-name and addition were 
found on tHe list. Now ,the New 
Brunswick lists, ag Mr. Powell point- 
ed out, do not contain the occupation 
of the voter, so that by one fell clause 
Mr: Fitzpatrick would have disfran- 
chised all New Brunswick. Then ‘in 
‘Prince Edward Island they have no 

yoters Mists at all, but proceed on the 
primitive fashion of passing an ex- 
amination if necessary when they go 
to poll their vote. A special amend- 

two cases, when Mr. Powell and Mr. 
Martin called attention ‘to them. There 
were nunierous other conditions ‘in 
New Brunswick ‘which required an 
overhauling of the bill at the hands 
of Mr. ATcimertey and Mr. Powell." 

As for. Nova Scotia, the greatest op- 
position’ triumph was securing the re- 
moval of the local disqualifications: 
“Mr. Mills, whose criticism of the bill 
‘was of the most aggressive and effec- 

{:tive character, has vy the graii- 
tude of his. y Pro- 
‘vince. » Mr. lilies, 3 te. orig 

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. di ‘theref A 
appears to be'n sale. of twine to Mr. } Hobbs, it is really a sale to Mr. Ros J 

| into ‘this expenditure on its own ac- | Hibbert , Tupper * took, 
part in the general "discussion. Sir 
Charles” Hibbert merformed ‘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 constitutional | Ais 
cussion. From the ‘ther provinces. the 
most conspicuous debaters on the’ 
question were Mr. Monk of ‘Jacques | ernment. 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 
thé liberties of the people there with 
earnesthess, but without obtaining 
many ar nts cd from the’ govern- 
ment. 

It is ERE, to say where. the 
dispute. between the government and 
the, auditor general ‘will end. "The 
ministers seem to have turned against 
this officer '6f ‘whom they were ‘once 
devoted admirers... One recalls the 
discussion of previous! years when he 
hears Sir Louis Davies and othe} min- 
isters. attacking the auditor ' for his 
“outrageous . interference” with the | 
power of tha governieent.’ ‘A hasty 
glance over the Harsard shows how 
= She ministers’ have Sisogen 

years ago that the" prenght | ge pi 
of - justice, speaking 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 accounts.” 

In the same sesston Sir Richard 
Cartwright, referring to a complaint. 
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 
auditor general has brought to light 
a vast number of expenditures which 
reflected no credit or? the government. 
I think the‘ auditor general hag done 
his dirty very fully, »”. 

“And Sie 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 occasions.” And now Sir Louis is 
leading the attack on the auditor gen- 
eral and trying to weaken his hands. | 

: Since ‘three years ago the’ criticism of | 

liberal of the liberals, ' and is 
known té. have exceedingly ‘strong. 
political views, it is very certain 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 proceedings, such as no Can- 
adian government, grit or tory, ever 
undertook before. But that is not the 
auditor's. fault, 

I's 

In the meanwhile 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 supposed 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, 
"80 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 ‘associated 
with the Hobbs firm, was more fortun- 
ate, Whethér the contract “finally 
made was the best one: possible would 
be difficult to say. The; inspector tes- 
tifies that he knew there was collu- 
sion between the alleged 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 ‘and the pos- 
sibility ‘that if he called for new ten- 
ders the price Butios Spd lower, he ad- 

GC 

and Mr. Connor, who are partey 
the transaction. : ¢ 

of the measure 
fre conceded: It 

Lei in provinces such 
‘and New Brunswick, which do 

Sa aes | have. it. Gg 

provincial Erbpanieoge bag > this 
Ha lacks force. now that er we 

ore it [OM 

“paritament “the senate may 
amend 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 vote for a six months’ hoist as 
Senators Scott and’ his grit followers 

« {-had to vote unafiimously, as. they did, 
{for the: six months’ hoist to the fran- 
chise bill introduced by the late gov- 

‘But, it is hardly 
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 have undone the act. 

If the senate had adopted the Drum- 
mond sacrifice the evil would have 

Cord a 
evertheless there is a duty imposed 

(Bo the senate to put the bill into 
proper shape if it shall reach them In 
an unworkable condition, as seems 
1ikély to be the case. The senators 
‘ought to rectify any injustices in :mat- 
ters of detail, nd in general should 
‘éxercise 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 
‘some 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 
statement with an air of certainty, 
stating’ that he perfectly reémeémbered 
voing under this system in St. John. 
Mr, McInerney showed him that he 
was wrong, and the matter rested un- 
til .2 few days later Mr, Blair |ad- 
dressed a lecture of Some length, and 
rather patronizing 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. 
McInerney observed that he did not 
require to gd to the minister of rail- 
ways for instruction 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 “remémber. 4 

1 Mr. Moelnerney says that the request 
sr, pet Phin hi make 

friends. As the auditor: general, is abi embraced’ ‘the one 

“Phe PA IMA of. ‘Mr. McInnis 
from the ‘Canadian’ parliament takes 
away the last hope Mr. Fraser of 
Guysboro may have had of the chief 
justicéship 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 a 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. po S..D. S. 

WHERE WITCHCRAFT FLOUR- 
\ iso 

% 

i Witcheratt. is pT rite among the 
Matabele: natives, although the result 
of ‘the “black art” 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 a manner that it is very 
| difficult to convict the offender. —Um- 
tata Herald. 

“YE EDDYTOR AND YE MERCHANT. 

Aavertisbomt Which Was a Turning Poln: 
: in. Job ‘Jones's. Life. 

Grocer.) 
Ca in yo very olden time a merchant 

sayd to an eddstor: #1 don’t think advertis- 
lng. 2 

“Let me show You,” said ye eddytor. “I 
will pytte 8 lyne in my paper and not charge 

Ti nr 5 " Teplied ve merchazt, “and w5 

5 WANTED. —, es GE. OFHN. JONES, 58 
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