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UMOURS of irhruiri for 
the settlement of the con

stitutional question in Eng
land come thick anti last am* 
nearly all of them are contra

dictory. The best plan is to receive all of them with 
• grain of salt. American correspondents in London 
are nothing if not imaginative and tlirir evil com
munications are corrupting the good manners of even 
conservative English Journalism.

N au editorial headed 
“Teddy the Irrepressible’* 

THE CHRONICLE last week 
asked: “What more natu
ral than that England’s 

guest coming recently from Egypt, should say a lew 
nice things about England's rule and England’s res
ponsibilities in the land of Pharaoh f"

An anonymous correspondent writes: “He might say 
something abont editors not knowing enough about 
the government of their country as to prevent their 
misusing words. Egypt is not ruled by England. 
Scotland. Ireland und Wales have something to say. 
Roosevelt could make an hour’s speech on this sub
ject.” While he is about it. Teddy might also discuss 
our correspondent's ignorance about the government 
of his country and the misuse of words; but it would 
take him more than an hour to do justice to the sub
ject. The general educational standard in that part 
of Great Britain from which our critic presumably 
comes is high, llut It has one serious defect ; the 
less educated students arc apt to be left with a to
tally inadequate knowledge of the number und es
tent of the tkings they don't know. For instance our 
anouymous friend who poses as a critic of the misuse 
of words speaks of editors “not knowing « uougli us 
to prevent, etc.” The misuse in this sentence of the 
word “as” amounts to treason felony against the 
King's English. Another thing he does not appear to 
know is that the practice of referring to the great 
power which rules in Egypt, by the shott title of 
“England” has not only the merit of common sense; 
but the sanction of the l»< *t usage. If we nudcistand 
the drift of onr critic's argument Nelson's signal at 
Trafalgar should have been : “England, Wales. St ot- 
land, Ireland and the Town of Berwick upon Tweed, 
expect every man to do his duty.” The trouble is that 
the battle would have been half over before the sig- 
gnal was completed. To substitute the words “Great 
Britain” for “England.” only makes the matter worse 
by emphasising the exclusion of Ireland: which onr 
friend admits has something to do with the rule of 
Egypt. The use of the phrase United Kingdom Is 
somewhat better; but it Is diflienlt to coin an adjec-
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p|R. GOLDWIN SMITH
THE LATE

GOLDWIN SMITH, peeted man in all Canada. He 
commanded the « stcem and ad

miration of people who did not agree with him, and 
the great majority disagreed with him about some
thing. He had a kindly ilisposition, the courage *»f hit 
convictions and a scholarship that was the admiration 
rather than the envy of scholars all over the world. 
Among the great majority of cultivated people lit 
will be best and most gratefully remembered for his 
mastership of the English language. Nobody Lut 
small minded people ever seriously questioned his 
patriotism or loyalty.

the most universally res-
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a N Indian massacre is re- 
• m ported from Mexico City 
at Valladolid, Yncatan. De
tails are lacking hut Î.000 

Indians are said to have taken part in the slaughter 
and 2,000 troops are reported to be in the Held. Re
ports as to the cause are conflicting. Some attribute 
It to resistance to certain orders Issued by the civil 
authorities, others to a drunken spree. Over eighty 
per cent of the people of Mexico are of Indian or 
mixed race and while the majority of these Indians 
and half breed'* are not regarded as civilised, a large 
number are of a very superior class. They are indivi
dual land owners and claim with pride to be the 
descendants of the Aytees and the heirs to Aytec ci
vilisation.

INDIAN RISING IN 
MEXICO.
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