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incidence, however, Mr. Charlton. gaiiied lus
point by having the subýject of reference to the

Supreme Court passed upon by the House just
one year from. the day on which his tinst attenipt
liad failed. The motion was then debated aiid

lost. Mr. Chariton was a leader in tlie Equal
Ri«hts Association which. crrew out of the a«i-

tation on the Jesuits' Estates question. He was
the subfect of much criticism for his subsequent
action, but his course wws one quite consistent

<.With every principle lie had previously laid
down. He found the îattempt made in the

executive committee of the association just before
the provincial general election, by nieans of a
iii.,ttiîfesto, to reflect, as lie believed unjustly,

upon the Ontario Government as led by Hon.
Oliver Mowat, a (rovernment whieh lie held to
be the purest and best ' the country had ever
known. He declined to be a party to this
« -tetion, refused to subscribe to the manifesto
when it was issued, and not only that, but to
offiset at much as possible the îattenipt that had

been made, lie published a letter to Wm. Cavan,
D.D., president of the association, criving his

reasons for refusincr to si(rn the manifesto, and
took the stuiiip in favour of the Government.
In the course- of that campahrn, which seemed
11101le ()Minous for the Gvovernaient than any
previous one since Mr. Mowats accession to
office, Mr. Charlton -addressed inany meetings,
atid îdways with effect. The féregoing is but a
part of the publie work, the conscientious, even
laborious, performance of which, is the solid

foundation upon which the political reputation
of Mr. Charlton rests. He is thoroughly popu-
lar in his own county, liavinfr turned a Conser-
vative, ridiny into what is commonly known as

Grit hiv'è"." He is also held in hicrh esteein
ainong his fellow members of the House of Com-

nions. Those of his opponents who crrow restive
under his denunciations of their course, or who
fail to find argument with which. to reply to
him, invariably ciitIl him an annexationist, some

even clinchincr thi's accusation by reference to,
hi-, American birth. This was the chief cry
raised acrainst him in his first election, aiid
wherever attempts are made to reply to him on
the platforin or in Parliament, the saine ii-i,-ty
still be heard. Instead of weakly beçrfrin(Y out

of such accusations, Mr. Charlton meets them
argressively, and makes them add to the strencrth

of his position. He is a close and intelligent
student of American affairs, and his ilustnations
of warnin(r and example respecting the political
course. of Canada are largely drawn from, the
history of the Republic. Instead of notincy

only those points where Canada has the advant-*tce f lier neighbour, and vain" oriously boast-en 0 c ý5I
in(y of it, Mr. Charlton, recognizing how manyI? C
points of similarity there are in the social and
political circumstances of the two peoples, seeks

to use the experience of the Americans as a
inatter of practical and real benetit to Canada.
A sound-ininded man holdincr this view is natur-
ally unaffected by sneers. By his whole pri-

vate -,tiid publie life, Mr. Cliarlton lias declared
his preference for C,-,tnýidian over Anierican

institutions as a wliole, and few have done
a- ilharder or better work th'àÀL lte iii keepincr those

institutions sound and strong aýnd effective for
the maintenance of the ricthts of the individual.
Thou(rh encra-rred in an extensive business, and
devotin" inuch tinie to publie affairs, -Mr. Charl-
ton has made o portunities to do good, useful

work in connection. with church and Sunday-
school. He is an ardent Presbyterian, and has

taken a prominent -part in the affairs of the
denomination. _Xt the meeting of the General

Assembly in Hamilton, in 1886, he made a
stron(y speech in advocacy of the consolidation
of the.theoloçrical colleges carried on under the
auspices of the Presbyterian Church in.Canada.
The proposal was received with a good deal of
favour, but it aroused opposition amoncr the
representatives of the colleges, who are a power
in the Assembly by reason not so much of their
nuinbers as their commandinfr ability. The

debate was the occasion for a lively passagre at
arins between Mi». Charlton and the Rev. Princi-

pal Grant, in. Nvhich that divine did pot have it
ail his own way. -'LýIr. Charlton purposes press-
in1g this question arrain. upon the attention of
the Assembly. His ability and his knowledcre
of publie * -affairs, combineà with his thorough

priactical acquaintance with their business, has
led those etiçr,-,tred in the lumber and timber

business, to look to Mr. Charlton for assistance
in matters which require lecrislative or executive
action. For years he foucr t the export duty on
logs, and his speeches liad much to (Io with
causinc the Government (in 1889) to rescind its
action in increasincr that duty. Another public
oflice in which lie has been ençraued, and one
wholly different from those mentioned above,
was that of chairman of the commission on the
mineral resources of Ontario. That commission

visited the important minincr districts of the
pro'ý-ince, and took the evidence of all those

mininçr experts, mine owners and others who, it
was believed, could crive information of value to
the people on the subject en,,Ya,rrin(y the atten-
tion of the commission, and Mr. Charlton and
the secretary of the commission, Mr. Blue, also

visited some leading centres of the Unitedwhere information respecting mining inkStates, c
its legislative, economie, or industrial phases,*

was to be had. Amoncr other places visited
were Wa.-hin,"ton, Pittsburg, Pa., Chattanooga,

Tenn., and Birmingham, Ala. The report of
the commission was presented in 1889. Tt iS
admitted to be one of the most valuable state

documents of this character ever issued. Mr.


