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HE PRINTER AND PUBLISHER has received the

following opintons on the recent suggestion of Mr. ). 8,

Hnetley, of St Thomas, to divide the meetings of the associ-

ation nto sections in order 10 discuss subjects of interest to
darly and weekly publishers i different departments
v PALIUTLO, WOODSIOCR SENTINEL-REVIEW,

“ Under the gentle sttantdus of your stirring introduction to
Mr. Brerley's letter, 1 am constrained 1o say that the proposal
1o hold separate meetings of the Press Association for weekly
and daily pubhishers dunng one day of our annual gathering
seens to be a good one, Tt would probably inerease the inter-
est and value of the programme.  Itis to be hoped that no cap-
tions member will discover it a deep lud scheme to prevent
the weekly publishers of to day from becoming the daily pub
tishiers of to mortow, or to keep the b daly potentates (1om
discoveting the plans by which the country publishers hold the
fort aganst therr cutthroat rivals, the weekly editions from the
g cities.As fears i s direction seem groundless, the lix-
ceutive would do well to carry Mr. Bricerley’s idea into cffect.”

1. N WILLISON, 10RON 1O GLORE.,
*The proposal does not impress me favorably. It would
Jook like a tendency to divide the assactation into two groups
with separate interests, and thus be a disintegrating influence
rathier than a hedp”
ARTHUR WALLIS, TORUN [0 MALL,
ity newspaper meh would probably take more terest
the meetings than they doif some such idea were carned out.”

W, (. NICHOL, HAMILTON HERALD,

«1 think Mr. Brerley's suggestion as ‘o the division of the
Press Association an extremely good one, and one that would
not unly be a good thing for the association as it stands, but
would probably matenally merease its membership, many city
writets holding aloof at present because of the tdea that the
association has hitle or no anterest for anyone outside of the
country publishers.”

1 O IAMIESON, BELLEVILLE INTELLIGENCER,

“Whil agreemng with Mr. Brierley as to the saving in time
by the adoption of - his suggeestion, such an arrangement would,
1wy estimation, tend o the estrangement of members of the
.’l\nn:mtlu'\, which mught more than offset the oss of time, One
of the benedits of  the assoeration 1s 1its socal chareter, as there
acquamtanees are tormed and foendships tipened  between
cditors and publishers, which has the effect of domg away with
much ot that growth of personal amagomsin arsing  from
editonial vontroversies, Az, 1 cannot see but that the pubr
Ishers of weekly papers must be greatly benehitted by taking
patt in the dehberations of publishers ol daily papers, as the
daily is generally the chuld of the weekly, and the eduor of the
weekly, although possibhy ai the tme occupying a field that
would never call for a daily, nught, at any tme, be catled upon
to vdit ot control a daily m some other and larger field.  From
Mr Bretdev's standpomt, as editor of a daily, no doabt he
would fecl that discussions by cditors of  weekly papers might
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not be of much benefit to him in the ficld he occupivs, yet there
is a bond of union between the publishers of both which 1t is
well o foster sather than to lead to an estrangement, which
wounld possibly be  the result of carrying out the proposed
arrangement, and which would be very detrimental to the useful-
ness of the association.  Inconclusion 1 would suggest that we
have less playing to the gallery at the meetings, shorter papers
and more open discussion.”

ROBE, HOLMES, CLINTON NEW ERA,

“ Mr. Brierley's suggestion regarding the programme of the an-
uual meeting of the Press Association- -that is, for the city men
to discuss matters pertaining to the city press by themselves,
and the rural journalists to do likewise, with a general session
afterwards- ~does not commend itself to me. 1 will admit that
a greater variety of subjects could be discussed, but 1 do not
believe that greater interest would be taken in the meetings,
unless it should lead to a larger attendance of city pressten,
which 1 doubt. Country journalists have sometimes thought
that the subjects discussed were more in the interest of the city
than the rural press, but on the principle that all subjects relat-
1y 1o the business were of more or less interest to all engaged
in it, h. ve not openly dissented thereto.  And it is for this,
among other reasons, that 1 think Mr. Brierley's suggestion
would not be acceptable. ‘Vhe country editor gets pointers
from discussions that relate chicfly to the city printer, and 1
have no doubt that the reverse holds good also.  If it doesn’t it
should, for many a country editor can give his city brother
points, and not half try.  There is another reason why 1 do not
approve of the suggestion, and to my mind the most important
one.  Some of the country cditors have thought that their city
brethren were disposed to monepolize or *run the concern.’ 1
do not think there has been any intentional ground for such a
conclusion, but it prevails, nevertheless. Now, if you divide
the meeting on the lines proposed, you give color to this very
thing, and 1 fear that no amount of explanation would satisfy
some people that it was not so intended.  Anything that would
in any way cause the slightest friction should be avoided. 1
know Mr, Brierley oo well to suppose for one moment that
anything but the best of motives prompted his suggestion, but
I'm afraid it is not practicable, for it would divide the interest.
Further than this, many country editors some day expect to be
city editors, and others who have been city editors are now in the
country, so that there is a mutual interest i all topics discussed.
Personally, I have no fault to find with programmes of past
pathergs,  ‘The addresses usually are practical, the interest
taken in them is certainly marked, and I believe the geoeral
management of the newspaper and printing business has been
improved theieby.”

F. M. LBORMIN, PETERBOROUGH REVIEW,

“.What is to be gained by such division?  Have not many
of the gentlemen of the city piess graduated from the country ?
Who, then, so well fitted to suggest as a publisher with a
country cducation and a city eapericnce 2 Or do the city men
object to cducating their confreres from the countty 2 The in-



