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rePntatiOn for bravery, he replied that it

*"8bY bounce, Ilby tremendous bounce.!'

There is no bounce about Mr. Goidwin

8ntibut there is an assumption of superi-
Oiyand cOck.sureness that is much more

ee(etive than any amount of bounce. It

" ýlI0t irresistible, coupled, as it is, with a

tIt for arranging bis material to suit his

Svewhich is weil-nigb matchless.
AnOd then how charmingly he writes 1 It

l ocke se innocent of purpose, the con-
CUi]eappea,. so obvious. To think other-

1ithan Mr. Goidwin Smith Reeuis se
abaurd, We have ne doubt that bie believes

V8"ything be says about Canada. Ris

1eetYand honour are above suspicion.
is h l hopelessly ont of touch with

"'Ithing Canaclian, and is constitutionally
'4aIlentalIy unable to understand the

try an he aspirations and genius of
lpl . Ris letter is made up of a suc-

of. 0Statements nearîy everyone of

le CIh Rounds to a Canadian ear like
Swilf 0î exaggeration. Haif truths are

~5 angerous and damaging than lies, and

14I the banda of a gr eat master of the litera-

4iieve8 n e, moreover, who sincerely
on tbem to ha whole truth, the eff eet

e, th6 lll4nforned must be disastrous in the

"" Why sboid Mr. Goldwin Smith

.i 1od1 lalet-deligbt i n throwing a
'mt of iCe-cold water on every littie

p0 t il, Canadian life which gives evidence
%tillf ligw

wadeh rmth and vitality î The

haiewt assumes towards ail Canadian

pepa d 61ntarprisee, if sbared in by our
lhr ouId mean eternal stagnation.
It e , thing new in1 bis present latter.

raeut a repetiticn of statEniants often
*Ybefore, litatements whicb, if net al-

~Y etll refutad, have been se deait

Wit a to rob themi of tbeir chiaf signifi-

b To' Mr. Goldwin Smith Canada is

tbPOliticai expression, nothing more;
teeW1ll neyer ha a Canadian literatura;

b 1lterary~3 unity ; there are two
QUages desertS dvd Canadians it
ila8. diid into
Iviaollemore or leas illitE rate

anothn hh have no0 dealiugs with one

% and delight chiefiy in photographic
toi personal vanity. In short, avary-

ast".' bad as it can be, and there is no0
Ying tu ake it better, The Engiish-

a b 0 11 tbE. COlonist and will net look

Pint bea1ring a Colonial publisher's iru-
Eras SOOn as a Can adian gains some

tu 'taeiotn~1 be bide a long farewell

bj, 'Yhng native and warhles only on

Ad ogbs Of Jobhn Bull or lJncle Sam.
w8bî is h warbles in foreign lands lus

if' 'lot Canadian "in the local

ae b as -& for Periodical literature, Can-
10chance against the competition

tý'E1 and ctonsi f ull of pretty pic-
we osîcntbutions.

ah GQre quita prapared to admit that

'tOrl b ut it1 haldicapd i n tbe literaryLP to de oIf bi position. H1e j5 too
eQioniRt 'strust hiaefand bis fellew-

Il n 'nt el f Ia way, and te
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magnify the productions of other lande.

ilence bis tandency te negleet native

writers and native journals. And tbis ten-

dency is ministered te and fostered by those

very superier Colonials wbe affect every-

tbing that is foreign and scorn everything

Canadian. For sncb people we have ne

place in Canada, and the sooner tbey re-

inove tbemselves the better for the country

at large. Amongst this class we do net

rank Mr. Goldvin Smith. 11e may scorn

tbings Canadian, but it is diffhcuit te find

anything that ha does net scorn. To him

there seems te be be nothing ieft tbat be

may admire and praise. Lt is nuost

unfortunate. Witb bis splendid genius, be

migbt have given that impetus to Canadian

literature and Canadian life and aspiration

wbich, is needed, wbich 18 bomnd te comie,

which bas already coroe in a dagree, and

wbich nothing can chîeck or destroy. Par-

baps it is net strictly accurate te say that

tbere is a national feeling in Canada, for a

Colony is net a nation; but there is a Can-

adian sentiment streng and vigorens and

animating, and this sentiment muet and

will find expression in native production

and fromi a native presp. What wa want

is men of faitb and generous feeling, net

belittiers and dismal sceptics. Canadian

literatura is ail rîght. There 18 notbin

the matter with it beyond what tima will

rectify, as 15 abiy sbown by our correspon-

dent IlCanadian." A little more self-con-

fidence, a jnst and aquitable arrangement

of the copyright laws, and fewer cynies and

pseudo-Canadians-these are necessary con-

ditions for a healthy native literature, and

we will bave themn by-and-by.

THE RULE 0F DEMOCRACY.

,i y notion of Libaral politics is this

-that wa shouid always ha on tha look-

ont for avery new idea, and for avery oid

idea, with a new application, .which may

tend to meet the growing requiraments of

socie ty. H-itherto 1 bave sean the leaders

of the Libaral party lika men standing on a

watch toer, te whoml otbers would apply

and say, net ' What of the night V' but

i'What of the morning and of the comm;-

day? ' Whare are yen standing ? No-

wbera, but sittingr on the fence, perpatnally

thjnking on which sida of it yen will Put

yeur feat down in1 order te coileet votes

and nnite the cabale of the diflererit parties

in the lieuse Of Commons.'

The aboya aXtract frote a portion of

the Duke of Argyll's speech in the lieuse

of Lords, in the course of the dabate upon

the Evicted Tenants Bill, as given by Mr.

G. W. Smalay in the N. Y. Tribune, is

verysugestve ri regard te the divergancies

fron, a c0etommo point of viaw whicb. have

led te the division Of the Liberal party in

Great Britain. If we may takre the Duke

of Argyll as a represantativa Of old-fash-

oned Liberalismfland it js probabl3' not

unf air te do se in ail matters except those

which touch teoeclely the property and

privileges of tiîiad landlordism, in regard te

whicb it would perbaps ba too mueh to expeet
bitetoriseaboveallhereditarycasteînluences
-it is easy to see that Liberalisai of that

type i8 one tbing, Radicaliste, or Demo-

craey pure and simple, another and quite a

different tbing. The Duka's Liberalisin is

of the type which believes in "lleaders

wbo aettaily Iead, and of course, in fol-

lowerp, who aetnally and submissiveiy fol-

low. This comies eut very ciearly lu the

passage wbieb we have qnoted. he tirst

question, if we are to try seriously to

reacb bis standpoint and grasp bis idea, 18,

wbo are the Il We " wbo are to be on the

watch-towers, looking out fer tbe naw ideas

and the possibilities of new applications of

old ideas i The whole shape and complexion

of bis Libaraliste depends upon the answer

te this question. Are tbey in any literai

sense Il representatives," and if se, are they

-to adopt, for the moment, Mr, Gladstone's

expressive el assifi cati on-represeltativaes of

the Il masses," or of the Il classes? " And

wbance do they darive their rights of lead-

ership 9Are thay born leaders, or beradi-

tary leaders, or self-constitutad leaders, or

leaders chosen by certain ruling guilds f

Leaders chosen by the people they can

scarcaly ha, uniess they are prepared to con-

suit the views and wishes of the people, for

tbe people will bardiy be persuaded to

choose leaders to thwart or ignore thair

own viaws, or to do ail thair thinking for

tha e.

This question raises the previous on1e,

whicb usad to be much dabatad, with rafar-

ence to tbe true position and functions of a

member of Parliament or of Congres8s

Thera are, it was said by soe of the oid

writers on political questions, two kinds of

agents. Lt is the duty of agents of the one

class te carry eut the instructions of thair

employais to the latter, without regard te

thair own ideas as to what is better or

worse. Thair duty is simply to obey orders,

leaving thair employer rasponsibie for con-

sequencas. The other kind of agent is the

one who is employed on account of bis pro-

fessional. skill, and instructed te, do a cer-

tain thing, whila the manner of doing it is

left entiraiy to bis own superior knowledge.

Are politicai leaders the servants of the pao-

ple in the former or in the latter sense ? It

is not necessary for us te attempt te decide

this question ler, in eithar way. \Va may,

howaver, observe that the leader of the later

kind is net necassarily destitute of prîn-

ciple or honesty. Hie may he supposed te

know, at least in a ganeral way, the viaws

of the people whose representativa ha is,

and to bave been chosen as their represen.

tative because hae was in1 bearty accord witli

those viaws.

Our present object is net to dise use the

questions at issua betwaan the Old Liberal-

ismn and the New, or between Liberaliste

and Radicaliam,or aven betwaen Liberaliste

and'Consarvatismf, but simply te point out

what Relums to us a strange want of percep-

tien of logical censaquences iii the minds


