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whose is the blame but those misguýided people who, at the bidding of the

In emies of the State, are in sympathy, net with law and order, but with

j sedition and crime ? The resort te these extreme measures need not be
alarming te those wlio have scruples about their use by a Party-and t.hat

aCenservative-Government, The duty is a stern eue, for a grave peril

curtsthe nation; and only by the exercise of powers whicli the mag-

nlitude of the peril invokes can the desired ends be attained. In the lastt Utterances of Lord Salisbury, we see tie promnise foreshadewed of a resert
te these powers, anticipatory, howe ver, if effective, of remedial measures of a
far-reaching' character te follow. But law, the Prime Minister courage-

Ously affirms, mnust first be master, or ne remedial measuros will be

regarded.____

ARdnBisnor Lvuem's hettei' on Irish affairs te Lord Randoîpli Churchill,
Which a contributor elsewhere deals with in the present number of TuEF

WEEK, opens with questionable adulation of a man who in the heur of bis
ceuntry's peril proved himself shamelessly recreant te public duty. The
distinguished prelate pays tlie distinguished politician the compliment of

saying that lie foresaw that lie would become a great statesman, theugli

Ilby the twinkling of his (Lord Randolpb's) brilliant eyes " lie was propared

te find bis hordship for a few years "a lîttie restive." Passing frem these
Persenal compliments, t~he Archbishop, if his letter is genuine, urges Lord

Churchill te make a study of the Irish Question and te join Mr. Gladstone
in bringing peace and prosperity te Ireland, and in effecting a more stable

Union between England and the sister isie. Frem this counselling the
krehibishiop proceeds te ask, Il When wvill England begin te have soute

regard for the lionest opinion of the world, which is liorrified at the
inhuman spectacle of whlesale evictiens," ovor whicli, lie affirms, English

jOurnals "lgloat witli hypocritical zeal ! " Is net this, liowever, a little

inconsistent on the part of the worthy Archbishop ?» With one breati lie

urges3 Lord Churchill te take steps te etfect a more stable union between

nngland and Ireland, and with the next lie covers England and Englisb
journals with contumely for doing things frour whicli the civihised world,

ho affirms, recoils wîth liorror. But ioýw dees the Archbisbop propose te
remiedy matters f Will it be belîeved that his solution of the difficulty is
a threat? 11e reminds England and Lord C'hurchill of the strcngtli cf
the Irish element in the United States, and of the weakness of Canada,
"ldistant from English forces," and lying invitingly open te attack, sliould
Irishi lostility wish thus te wreak its vengyeance on the mother land
"Should any misunderstanding arise," writes the Archbishop, Ilbetween

Enghand and the United States, Canada would in a few days hc overrun

by Amierican troeps," and bis Grace adds, that it would cost the Republic

little te do that, "las it would be largely and readily supplied by Irishi-
.Atnerican military organisations 1 " Such are the views set forth in this
Patrietic letter, and sucli the sentiments of the rnost distinguished

'nmer. of our local Roman hierarchy !The letter needs ne further

co'oment. Before dismissing it, bowever, let us ask Archbisliop Lynchi,

What, in the contingency of " Canada being overrun by Aînerican troops,"

"1011 beceme of him and bis Churcli f

IN the discussion whici lias arisen over the future of Upper Canada
Coliege we seem te be threatened with as mucli tahk and disputation as

"'ere let leose ever the once exciting subject of the Clergy Reserves. For
this Wee have te tliank the connectien of politics with education, and the

laece8sity forced upen Government, as the speils of Party, of dragging
befere the Legislature everything into whicli the element of money enters.
As if these facts, in themselves, were net sufficiently liumiliating, we are
ealled upon furtlier te humble ourselves whihe the Legislature proceeds te

root up Upper Canada Cellege, or te pare away its endowment that it may
Wither and die. If patrietism, in these days, is a spurieus sentiment, and
the dictates of honour are for ne man's observance, is ne consideration te

be Palid te vested interests and legal riglits ?f Has the reign of Henry

nleorgeigul really bogun?' and are we se close upon the anarchic era of

Relelconfiscation <I But if spoliation is te be the rule, wby stop at
1pp8e Canada College ïf why net lay violent bauds on ail wealthy izorporate

lli8titutions and private trusts îCarry the principle eut te its full extent,

'ee Ifay have a redistribution among ahi the sects of the Province of

~teupel Reserves property ; the University Permanent Fund may be
'n P iecemneal it eonaoalendowments; the wealtb of the Law

Oeiety fllaY be scrambled for by every local Bar Association; and the

8aelnuhatiOnsa of every' cerporate or private institution, cempany, or

ini'ulMay become public plunder.

~>agitatioiý on the above subject, we notice with pleasure, lias
bro'ght forth an able editorial on IlThe Sacredness of Endowments " from

Our excellent contemporary, the Monelary Times. The writer takes for his

text Mr. Justice Cameron's weighty utterance at the recent meeting of the

"old boys " and friends of the College, t.o the effect that the endowmients

of the Crown, for specific objects honeurably carrîed eut, should be held as

sacred as the grants of'the Crown to an individual. Ini this opinion the

Monetary Times heartily concurs, and adds that as the grant to Upper

Canada College was made by the Crown at a time wheli the public lands

hadl fot been ruade over to the Province, it is a question whether sucli a

grant is revocable by local authority. The point is well taken, as is the

opinion expressed in another quarter, that the Province holds the endow-

ment, not absolutely, but in trust for the purposes of the College, as set

forth by an Act of the united Provinces of Upper and Lower Canada in

1853 ; hence, that an Act disendowing the College would be ultra vires of

the Ontario Legisiature. Whatever force there may bc in these contentions

-and we sliould be glad to think theni valid against spoliation,--it inay

be, however, that the Legisiature bas the constitutional riglit to deal as it

pleases with the endowment. But this need not necessarily be disastrous

to the College; neither need it seriously interfere with its usefulness nor

impair its efficiency. It would be unfortunate indeed if the power exists

to imperil the future of an institution whîch. is se closely bound up witli

ail that one venerates in tire past andl that makes for patriotism in the

present and in the future. In any case, we nced hardly point out, that it

is a dangerous thing to tamper with these old-time State endowments; and

as there is no moral warrant for doing this, we trust that the legal sanction

to such a course will be withheld by Government, and that its decision in

this direction will be sustained by the sober sense and right feeling of the

people. -

A READER of TEE WEEK writes us from London (Ont.). to inquire

"Who is the greatest living Canadian poet '1" and asks us to answer the

delicate question ini our columns. Our first, and possibly wisest, thoughlt

was to decline, for obvious reasons, to commit ourselves and TEE WEEI<

to any judgment on the subject. On reflection, however, it seemed teO us

that the opportunity miglit be taken, not to scttle a momentous question,
or rashly to anticipate the verdict of Tirne and that of our better-informed

roaders, but to direct the thouglits of Canadians to a few native writers of
verse who, it is to ho feared, are little known to the mass of our people,
and whose work entities them to more general and favourable recognition.

0f living writers of verse amengst us there are three mon whose names

instantly occur to one as occupying the first position among our native

English-speaking poots. These are C. G. D. R{oberts (Windsor, N.S.),
John Reade (Montreal), and Charles Sangster (Ottawa). Sangster, the

oldest and, perihaps, best known of these names, lias long and rightly held

a conspicuous position amongst the wrîters who have laid the foundation-

stone of the pootical edifico of Canadian literature. 0f the three men he

is the most distinctively Canadian, and has written, perliaps, the greatest

amount of glowing verse on purely Canadian themes. His patriotism, lis

grand descriptive powers, and his fine ear for melody, make lis verse very

gonerally acceptable to Canadians. Reade and Roberts, tliough they have

written no inconsiderable amount of verse on Canadian subjocts, are

representatives of the classical school, and thoir work, though of a higher

character than Sangster's, does not appeal se roadily to the popular ear.

They.are men of fine scliolarly tastes, fervid imagination, and delicate

fancy ; and their work lias an artistic finish most creditable to their peetie
instincts and their educational training. 0f the two we should say that

Roberts is most entitlod to dlaim the tirst place in the ranks of living'

Canadian poets, for lie lias shown--in a greater degree, perhaps, than lias

Reade-tliat lie lias in him, not only the faculty of versifying on Canadian
subjects, but the power of giving poetic expression to acute thouglit on a
wide range of subjects, and of giving it an artistic and scholarly sotting,
whicli would win him. an audience in any land. Reade, thougli bis senior,
miglit yet easily contest supremacy witli Robcrts, liad bis Muse the
opportunrity for its play, whicli a busy journalistic lîfe denies to it.
The liue that divides the native peets of the first from thoso in the
second rank meems te be almost bridged by Charles Mair, the author

of IlTecumeh," etc, ; but highly as we appreciate mucli of bis work, in
our humble opinion it does not entitle him te more than lead the tlirong of
writers of admirable verse wlio belong to the second classification. We liad
intended, but space forbids, to bave said a word of the many graduates of
Toronto and other Universities, as well as of some otlier writers of native
verse, wbo have doue something for song in Canada, and inucli of wbese
work, even if fitful, bears the marks of inspiration as well as of fine theuglit
and a cultivated taste. 0f the song8ters of the other sex, new a large and
tuneful brood, we should have liked also to have said a word, and more
than a word, had we not understood that the still current use of that
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