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1Upen. But more than tliat, bis presence ainong, tic clergny
WVas a neyer-failinig lîealthy stimulus to advanicei11eiit iii
everY righit direction, but especially in learing, andl botlî
by privaDte advice anîd in the periodical iineetiîgs of the
Clergy for conference and study Dr. Carry's counisels andi
his discriniinating recommendations of books were of the
gr'eatest value.b

Te the general public Dr. Carry was best known by bis
letters in the public press. lis letters wvere upon ail sorts
Of subj ects-literary, educational, social, etimical as well as
t'eligieus. Their masculine vigour, originality and out-
8POken boldness, as well as the chlarm of tlîeir style, iiadle
th%11 very captivating. Anything like a complete account
9 bis letters is, of course, impossible. Amiong the miost
'nPortant were those on the controversy with Rome, and
ýYhieh won for Dr. Carry the title of the Littiedale of the
10&iadjan Church.

But that whicb formed the crown and glory of bis life
'we1re the twelve letters printed simultaneously a few
iýi0nths age in four or more of the leading, secular news-
P8.Pers of Canada, uipon the reunion ofthe separated bodies
Of Euglishi-speakçing Christians. They were bis glory and
CrOwu, not because of tlieir great ability and profound
learnînlg - not only for the ina'rvellous way iii wbicbi lie
1iUarshalled and disposed of tbe (lifliculties of the problem,
hOwing the reunion to be practicable even front a Iligli
ClIurcbniati's point of view, without sacrifice of principle on
4tIY side, but more because of the beautiful spirit which
eVerywhe.e pervades tbem their moderation, their con-
eliatory tone and temper, tlieir genierous consideration
t0Wards others.

There reniails onte more side of Dr. Carry's life to be
toueched upon, witbout which this sketch would be incomi-
Plete..his table talk. His power as a conversationalist

W8ofle of bis mest excellent gifts. The flow of bis talk in
th0 social cii-de was simply delightf ni, and thougli full of
VaSriety in its subject inatter, playful and jocose, always
'Ostructive.

Mýen1tion lias been macle of Dr. Carry's learning. In the
Iriter .iudgment lie was the iuost exactly learnied divine

çà the continent. In every departitent of sacred learning
18 knowled,,e was exact. Hee had a sound acquaintance'

wihtelebrew and Syriac languages - and besides his
f"Uliliarity with the Greek and Latin classies, wlîich lie
ePt UP to the end (I arn reading an ode of Hlorace every

"Y hie wrote somne months back), lie lîad an intimiate
acqlaintance with the ecclesiastical Greek and Latin

Witers. is knowledge of Biblical exegesis and criticisni
extensive and exact. But siot only sacred learning, insliterature he was extenlsively read. Ilis especial de"lit,

hever, was in poetry, indeed his mind was essentially
Peeticai and he was himself a verse-writer of no mnean
or der.

1estimatin" Dr. Carry's character, everyone at al
r ately acquainted with hirn would put first tetrans-~ent honesty of bis nature. One could tlîorougbly trust

And next, his fearlessness, or rather, bis courage.
~Wat especially bound lus f riends to ii was the

eetionateness of bis nature, bis unusually warni and
heart. His greatest craving was for affection and

iîît athy, aîm whiere it was offered hie returned it with
dýe"e8t a hundred fold. The higbiest quality of ahl was the
fitPtth and power of bis personal religion. is personal

le11 the Incarnate Saviour was simple and entire. Thiere
418 1,fore the writer a MS volume of lus prayers, ninly
did cesery, extending over more tlîan thîirty years. If one

e6.'ot Otherwise know it, an hour spent over this sacred
le WeOulc convince anyone that Dr. Carry was essentially

r4''Of prayer.

is bjealtlî Iad been îîîuclî broken for several years, and
lie knlew tliat lie was hiable at any momtent to be suîînnîoned
away, and often spoke of it. His death, ilistantaneous
fr-ont lîeart failure, as lie was on bis way to give the Blessed
Sacranieiît to a sick parishionier, wvas a vet-itable euthîanasia.
Port Perry, front wliich lie will aiways be called Johannes
a I>'rtu (as lie once called himiself in a flash of wit), holds bis
mortal renains. But, take huaii for ail in ail, slhah we ever
look upon bis like aaiiu ?

L>ROGRESS AND POVERTY.
THE first Public lecture Of this year's series was a criti-

cisci cf Hienr-y George's theories of the causes of poverty
and thue reniedy for its remioval, by Principal Grant, of
Q ueen's University. The lecturer was introduced by the
Dean, who reminded the audience of the lecture which Prin-
cipal Grant liad delivered from the saine piatforrn seme
years ago on Robert Burns. After remarking on the cen-
trast bis pi-esent comparatively dry-thougb most import,
ant-subjeet presented with a sketch of the Scottish peet-
the lecturer plung-ed inito bis criticisin. \Ve ougbt te criti-
cisc with great sympathy, lie said, those who try to aile-
viate social evils. A man who lias once believeci in a tbeory
is its hiest critie. He liad been Ilalmost persuaded " when
lie first read Hlenry George s book. HIe knew notbing ef
the subleet, and tbe book captivated luim andi set him think-
ing and reading other works. After a tinte lie found Henry
George wrong, first on one point, then on anotiier, though
lie lost none of bis respect for the zeal and earnestness of
the mnan. His followei-s say luis book lias neyer heen
answered, and if yen attempt to do so, they cry out that
yen ewn land. The lecturer reinarked that bie did net own
an iuch. In bis own language, hie "lwas net sucli a feol." In
sucb a case they put you clown as a bond-slave ef the ruling
classes. Se easy is it te believe, se liard te examline justly
any question or answer. People like a simuple remedy ;
Morrisen's puis are weil known as an exaiaple ef this. We
are told tlîat tbe simplicity of Mr. George's remiedy is a
sign ef its trutli. But tlue moire comiplicated seciety is, the
nuore dillicuit will it be te lical it by any one simple reîuuedy.

Let us tlien examine Hlenr'y Geerge's thmesis, luis starting
point. The proposition whîich hie sets omît fronti is that in
the present state of society, material pregress actualky pro-
duces grea er poverty. With eur present state of thuings
tliere eati be nie cure for poverty. Wliere the inachinery is
most perfect and weaib nost abundaut, tbere is feund the
greatest pauperisni. New the first question eue naturally
asks is lias Mr. George preved the fundamental assertion
freint whîiclî lie starts < Now when we examine the fatts,
we see that everyw-bere tîe very reverse of his primary
thesis is tlîe case. He uses the argument, posi hoc, ergo
prepter hoc, The case is similar te the fact tbat when rail-
ways are spread over a new ceuntry, tbe tramp contes after
thieni. But thie tramp was net created by tbe locomotive;
hie came te steal a ride on it, it attracted bim. Se where
population is densest, and riches are most abundant, there
tbe tramp or pauper can get most support with least work,
can beg more, and se lie swarms thither. The deepest
poverty is net fouud in civilized nations, but in barbareus
comnmunities, as we may see by comiparing Cauada as it is
new witb wvhat it was in the time of Chuamuplain, or by
looking at O arkest Af rica," whuere the land is as rich and
fertile as possible. Tbe life of tbe poor in civîhized count.
ries, bare existence as it is called, would be thought the
heiglit of luxury among barbarians. Figures prove the
centrary of Mr. George's theery, showing thiat peverty is
net as rife as fermerly, and that by the distribution of


