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A BRITISH STATESMAN’S MISLEADING ARTICLE.

An eminent British statesman contributed an elaborate
Paper to a leading American magazine, in which he treated a
great historical subject in-—to put it mildly--his peculiar
l‘na_nner' To speak masculinely he Gladstonized the facts.
With all the documents before him and writing leisurely,he,
t‘r)rtf})al"ty‘purposes, actually stated the exact opposite of the
ha.l:;‘ 1. He repeatedly repre§ented a deceased statesman as
N g, in a great speech, said the exact contrary of what he
eally had said. The dead peer’s voluminous address and the
?agazu}e article, both before me, conclusively prove that my
charge is true.  The gentlemen referred to excels in giving

tithe of cumin and aniseed.” Some votaries of what the
itOJIIdon Tin'ws satirically called the “New Religion” deem
most a4 sin to doubt his solemn statements.  But such as
ﬂ:'}ed]ﬁ pitfalls for t}'le unwary .amd even for historians. 'V\"e
of t?m too apt to thmk_—- _not-wlthstnndmg the dem_mcmt‘lons
the 1; founder of Christianity—that piety proclaimed from
X ou.setops zu}d street corners, is of greater worth than
2t which goes into the inner chamber to pray.
propose in a subsequent issue to show the real truth.
tions tld be a public misfortune to permit such gross fabrica-
% 0;) 0 pass unchallenged as rfahable history, more especially
ave th_lS side of the Atlantic. Unfortunately the public
i tWlthoub investigation, accepted his statements as
will gbl‘ue. One of the labours of the Hercules of the future
one e to cleanse s‘undry h}St()[‘lCi.Ll Augean stables ;
eing the accumulations of this particular statesman.

It woy

ARTICLES OF EXCEPTIONATL MERIT.,

mel‘ib()\l\l;}.'t;llle other hand there ave contributions of great
mon 11(', 1 the public often overlook and f&ul to appreciate.
lately§ many such there was one by a Frenchman which
st En};ﬁ{e‘?}wed in a leading magazine. Tt was a,ftelt the
ismy - bb tlh ! manner, no rhapsodies,Celtic 1nﬂat1'ons, or windy-
of l')encl; 1glV1ng”a, simple, clear, and .Ian{LI'I!IShO(] a(fcount
really 01 ln'xra.l life. Tt gave, from various points of view, a
cOunm-g :])f : 1(}6:\, of the modes of living and of thought in the
“nythi‘z ‘ lhfbl icts. I doubt :f there has heen during this age
ject, A{, 0‘ equal value in Engl‘lsh l%tomture upon t’/]lf}t sub-
rura) lif: Tolmewhat corresponding facts rvl.np)ve to KEnglish
& reason, 1(«]L t;h(.)ugh not so full) have been officially published,
tries of :‘)“y faircompanion can be nmdgbetw_een thetwt? coun-
There i:;mt value to those mt‘erested in sociology or history.
* I8 reason to helieve (subject to further investigation)

that, .

‘I"tr,x mU}Udmg Protection, farm labourers in Republican
ance, directlv and indireatly

t0 thet ectly and indirectly, pay in taxes--—in proportion

in M‘f)lrrl‘;;liqme~~50 per cent. more thzu} the similar class do
o aScerrtrf ical England. Itisa question of great moment
(uoteq i;]mt .t’he exact trut}n His valuable z,u'tlcle will be
ance o 1.me to come, hke. Arthur Your'lirs Tm_vels in
Judiciy) mf} at th(f, present time. .He is guted with phe
' ind, which is exceptional in Britain and America,

%" more so in France and other Celtic countries.
the Ju}rllire 15 aiso a valuab%e paper hy a Hindoo Mos.lem in
Will haye 'numher o.f thct A 'Iw:u:/rmn_t/:, (/(nmw-i)/.\vlucll indirectly

> & perceptible influence in the political world.

SOME EDITORIAL OVERSIGIITS,

T
here are very few good judges of rough diamonds.

T‘Z‘::t&'-ﬁve years ago a leading Tfondon expert .stace(l that
in the S;{I‘e not, }m]t—a-doz‘en_such in the m(.%tr()po'hs. | df’ not,
agayinlght-%b degree, 1nsmun.te.that ty!us I‘QLtl(.) ;Lpphe§ to
\ use; se edxtprs; nevertheless.w is certain that from various
utieé éOme either lack sqund judgment, or else perfor‘m their
on, d‘% &%essly. Sometimes they accept pebbles for 'dm,-
fron, Hbl hen a contrll?utor makes s.un—cle:ar d.e\'mt,lons
i from }e truth, 'the editor ' s'llould reject hm.m'tlcle ; but
agent }soclal, business or pohtlc.ul causes, he is not a free
X a.’n ;e should, ab the le;}ﬁt, strike out every gross f;x:ls<>,}10()(l
IS gy a( er, F(n: instance in the Westmaonster i,"()l' A.prll, there
a iOnI'.bll’CIe entitled “.The ],{.ulers. of Ireland,” wntteq by a
il “Stra: 1st. Tt qmta,ms many misstatements, and painfully
o anc.es APCI.I})]S}]O}) Whateley’s sorrowful statement “that
rOlents said bh:}t truth lay at the bottomn of a deep well;
at the m long experience he had found that in Treland it lay
® bottom of a deep red bog.”
Whey € writer natural}y denounced thfa Cr.imes Act, which
&tionelr}forced restrains the terrorising irregulars of the
bette, L1St host. On the principle of “half a loaf being
than no bread,” that act gave half-loaf protection to
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law-abiding men. If the sterner French law prevailed and
was carried out it Ireland, there would be whole-loaf protec-
tion and scarcely any agrarian outrages. For in dealing
with organized crime the French law is more searching, far
surer and sterner than is the case in Iveland. No clerical
in France could do, or would even wish to do, that which
numbers in Ireland have done with impunity. Read what
the Paruellites—who number one-third of the Nationalists
—say of their clerical opponents. Many of the priests have
been chairmen of the local branches of the National League,
whose gross misconduct has been officially condemned by the
Pope.

The Nationalist writer used the phrase, “ During the
Unionist Reign of Terror.” The editor if compelled by the
policy of his magazine to accept such a misstating paper should
atany ratehaveinterpolated,as wasveally the fact, “‘to thevillage
ruftians so sternly denounced bythe R.C. BishopofCork.” It
was morally wrong to allow such a sentence to pass. Cattle-
maimers and outragers disgrace their country, and all
Trishmen, whatever their politics, should unite to bring men
guilty of agrarian crimes to justice. Opinions will widely
differ upon politics, but there ought to be unanimity in vot-
ing for an Act of Parliament, vindicating the work-a-day
commandments, by punishing ruflians for mutilating cattle,
or outraging law-abiding men. 'We must bear in mind that
the majority of such outraged men are poor Catholics, unable
to protect themselves. Let us hope that a time will come
when all editors will resolutely set themselves against those
writers who pen falsehoods or champion crime.

PROPOSAL.

T therefore vespectfully propose to review four or five
magazine-articles which have not had aflirmative or negative
justice done to them ; for my decided opinion is, that among
the patrons of Tnr WEEK are to be found  those who mould
public opinion in Canada, and shine as litterateurs, legislators,
or statesmen. Tt is also of great moment—with reference to
the articles referred to-—to impress upon the minds of all,
Trasimus’s warning to the student: * Why learn that which
you will afterwards have to unlearn?”

MR, GOLDWIN SMITH.

Before noticing Mr. Goldwin Smith's article upon the
“ Manchester School,” in the Confemporary for Mareh, it is
proper to say a few words aboutthe manhimself. With the very
great majority I have a high opinion of him tor his personal
and literary qualities. A dozen such citizens as he, and
Toronto would not have suffered as it has from civie short-
comings, follies and frauds. There are very few public men
on this continent who are his equals in moral courage, and
scarcely any in literary gifts. He has the courage of his
opinions, and does not, like so many, fish for popularity. Tf
there is any fishing,it is for wnpopularity. The painful ponder-
ing by so many of our politicians and prominent men, “Will
this subject pay in influence, votes or dollars?” is repulsive
to straightforward men. T am inclined to think that the one
great point where he of late years has run counter to
Canadian opinion, is in part a reaction in his mind against
the overpraise by some of Canadian and British ways and
institutions. In Canada theve is sometimes a little of that
feeling which in the United States was ridiculed by Dickens,
« we must he cracked up.” In geographical England it is
more often  “ we must be cracked down.” Few outsiders
understand the marked diffevence in chavacter between the
three nationalitics which together form the United Kingdom.

ANNEXATION,

Mr. Goldwin has, of late vears, propounded opinion®
directly and indirectly leading to annexation to the States.
Annexation” is thoroughly repugnant to Canadian public
opinion. With 99 out of every 100 I differ from him. Dur-
ing 24 years in Quebec and Ontario 1 have not met with six
native-born annexationists. Apart from all sentiment, the
main objections are simple. (1) All intelligent Canadians
know that our system of government, including the adminis-
tration of justice, is vastly superior to that of the States.
There has been a barefaced attempt to introduce here that
which takes place in more than one of the States, namely, to
manufacture and pay for false evidence. Tt failed to suc-
ceed. The crown ought to prosecute. ~Annexation would
mean paid perjury, and its abettors homing here. (2) If we
are dissatisfied with our Government we can, as in England,



