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PROF, GOLDWIN SMITH AND HIS CRITICS.

1 ha?v;R’\]In most of the late issues of yopx'.\falual).]e journal
VBI'Selse d.()l'n.falled to f_ind Prof. Gpldwm Smith either

confoy g criticized or subjected to a kind of abuse not to be
nded with legitimate criticism.

-Coﬂtiﬁe:ﬁes]e cri.ticisn}s the Professor, be'ing an advocate of

traitor. al Union, is charged with being disloyal and a

withgl?tﬂt(:lvocabing a measure (Continental Union) that—

Posperss e shafiow of a doubt—would advance the material

Win Qoo of this country, I fail to see where Prof. Gold-
mith js disloyal or a traitor to Canada.

ject tontonly advocating the adoption of above measure, sub-

e consent of Great Britain, I am again unable to

“!Kr;;re the Professor is disloyal or a traitor to the mother

T

of Con}tl?re are of course t',wo ways of lookingat the que§bi0n
hicgluenml Union : viz, the sentimental view and the
olla 3!‘ common sense or, as some \yould call it, the
wen of ?Ilf cents view. The Sentimentalists are generally
ing ¢ . Otty and noble thoughts, and scorn the base grovel-
ion I']’;Plt that would bring dollars and cents into this ques-
* Lrue they tax British goods, but what would you have !
T, er:t,l:e o spots on the sun ! T.he'y are also ardent Imperial
er&t}onlsts whether Great Britain w'lll give them Imperial
thergy 110!1 or not ; they are more English than the English
Olves, and —in their eyes—the prosperity of Canada is
shoymze%nda.ry to the greatness apgi welfare of Albion.
ity the Sent,'xmenta.hst be a military man, visions of
war hoy glory arise ]oefore his enraptured eyes, the prancing
stance PSfe, the waving plumes, all the “ pomp and circum-
bloog fO glorious war.” He lougs to wade knee deep in the
Ofthe man of the wooden nutmeg and thebass-wood ham.
< Unite(;nllder fo)l;m of the. Sentimeqbalisb dreams of a
C‘tholi Canada,” a ml.llenmum wherein the French Roman
ere ¢ and the Ontario -Orangeman are as brothers and
V&ncno sectional or sectarian strife will interfere with the
p“Dula.t? of a great nation. Of a certainty our advance in
eona 0D has been “ very deliberate” (12 per cent last
&) but let us once be united, etc., etc.
joinig i}dollarg and cents view of the question is that by
v&ncegb e Union we would share in their phenomenal ad-
Ting, oth in wealth and population, would develope our
en?;nd O.tahey natural resources, and bring both capital
ang Ilel.fil:pnse into a country sadly lacking both, the race
Tivile 1gion cry would be quelled—no sect having special
ans ges—and, in .addmon, most of us who have come to
iver estate would live to see a deep water way from Duluth to
c“ré’é’(ﬁ. Thege are a few of the many advantages to be
thig gy, Yy C_ontln_ental Union. Sentimentalists writing on
bject invariably avoid any mention of the dollars and
are o Jde of the question ; they may be wise in doing so but
o in:y honest, 7 are they really loyal to Canada ! Of course
lntioy ense loyalty of the office holders (Vide McNeil’s reso-
Qation) 1S most gratifying and is only equalled by the gratifi-
iles they experience in drawing their plump salaries,
N g€, etc. It is rumoured that the Government intend
ePend three million dollars in new fire-arms. In that case
“PEEZOSperlty of the country is assured, but to make as-
tiong) E doubly sure I would suggest that they expend an addi-
ve hundred dollars in stimulating the mining industry.

Gravenhurst, Feb. 24th, 1896. J. R

O!EIf 3 - R.is such an ardent annexationist why does he remain
83t a people who will never share his views ?—Ep. 'Tue Wrek. ]

¥ m
lANI[()BA SOHOOLS AND THE MASSEY HALL MEETING.

mighimw—Every one must be glad that a meeting which
begy, have done much to embitter the present relationships

ea.t?en Protestants and Catholics developed with such
Serig good humour ; and that all, except a very few ultra-
ludieus people, so thoroughly enjoyed themselves. The
con_T0US efforts of the old-time politicians to play the inno-
Ty, Ingenuous, and non-partizan role, and yet to make
iy POllpical capital for their respective parties, was exceed-
Ve g Comical, and the audience thoroughly tickled, cheered

Ything and voted for everybody.

Yoyg, e fun commenced with the first pair of speakers and
Iﬂur‘ flagged. Mr. Mulock, approved by his leader, Mr.
ler,— ¢ g true man (cheers) ; a good man ; a great man”
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—mioved the first resolution. He advocated ¢ conciliation
rather than force as a means of adjusting this delicate ques-
tion.” The Manitoba Government has suggested “an inves-
tigation of such a kind as would furnish a substantial basis of
fact upon which conclusions could be formed with a reason-
able degree of certainty.” * Shall we, therefore, now press
upon the Dominion Government the necessity of adopting
this safe middle course, or shall we allow them to light the
fires, or— ” (Prolonged cheers). Rememb ring that Mr.
Laurier recently said at Merrickville: ¢ There is not a man
in this audience but who would like to see the Catholic
schools restored by the Legislature of Manitoba ”-—and
that for him the idea of an inquiry is that the public may
be satisfied that Catholics have a real grievance, which
ought to be remedied, Mr. Mulock’s speech was directly op-
posed to that of the gentleman who seconded his resolution
(Mr. Craig), upon whom, nevertheless, the audience, with
thorough impartiality and the best of good taste, showered
its commendations. Mr. Craig said that “he was not in
favour of a commission. He was in favour of leaving Mani-
toba alone. He opposed the policy of the Government, but
he was not with the Opposition.” No inquiry or conciliation
for him. The resolution so happily framed that a member of
the Opposition, for Opposition reasons, could move it, and a
gentleman who “ was not with the Opposition ” could second
it,  was put to the meeting and carried enthusiastically.”
Of course that is just as it ought to be at ‘‘a non-partizan
meeting ”; but it leaves one entirely uninformed as to
whether Mr. Mulock or Mr. Craig won the first bout, and
that is what one wants to know.

The fun naturally got louder when Mr. McCarthy and
Mr. Martin appeared for the next set-to. No inquiry, no
commission, would suit Mr. McCarthy. Nothing fitted the
occasion but “ positive and absolute hostility to the Govern-
ment which has taken this step.” (Loud and long con-
tinued applause.) Had he not said in Cardwell: “I do
not think there is a corporal’s guard of men in Cardwell
who want further information.” And now he does not dis-
pair that he may get “even Mr. Laurier’s suppert, in the
modified form in which he opposes the Remedial Bill.” Mr.
Martin, the seconder of this resolution, agreed, of course, to
the  positive and absolute hostility to the Government o
“To put the Grits in power ? That’s the issue. . . . It
not, then this is not a non-partizan meeting,” he said. But
as to the inquiry, he asserted that  that is what, as I un-
derstand, the resolution calls for. I am for a com-
mission. 1 am for an investigation.” Whereupon, as the
Globe veport tells us, “there was some laughter”; and
later, that ‘¢ the resolution was then put and unanimously
carried.” Whether Mr, McCarthy or Mr. Martin can be
said to have won the second bout, and whether that resolu-
tion calls for a commission or not, are as uncertain as the
result of the Mulock-Craig contest.

The next two aspirants were fairly matched, and hit
one another some rare blows. The Hon. Mr. Wallace
moved the resolution, and leaving it at once, attacked the
« positive and absolute hositility to the Government ” propo-
sition. “ We Conservatives,” he said, “have been invited
by previous speakers to leave our political party. But what
for 1” The meeting may take care of itself, but as for Mr.
Wallace he will remain a Conservative—that is good enough
for him. Then in flat-footed opposition to Mr. Mulock, and
to the resolution which had just been carried (as its seconder
understood it), Mr. Wallace said: “I've wade up my
mind on this matter. I don’t want any commission.”
Mr. J. K. Kerr, in seconding Mr. Wallace’s resolution, flew
to the rescue of his political friends. He ¢ wanted an in-
quiry,” and he appealed to the Conservatives not to refuse
“ to vote for that amendment which will -call for delay”—
that is, for a commission. The resolution, of course, “on he-
ing put was carried without dissent”; but whether Wallace
or Kerr won, nobody probably will ever know.

Mr. Maclean closed the meeting and asserted that
“ nobody wanted the Bill but the hierarchy of
Quebec, backed up by a certain section of the Conservative
party, and a certain section of the Liberal party in Quebec,
and a Government, which,” etc.—nobody but somebody—a
remark well adjusted to the paradoxical condition into
which the meeting had good-humoredly drifted.

Was there ever such a meeting? Can any one tell for
what it voted” Was it for Mulock, Martin, or Kerr, or for



