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formance to the judgment of alI wlio
have takeii an interest iii the present
discussion.

In answer to my demaxîd for further
examples, J. G. W. , who professed to
have such a store of themn at command,
riow tells us that lie has not 'the work'
by hlm, or el,4e lie could proluce some
fine ones. Then by ail means, let him
get the work, and give us something at
last that shall really be to the point.
He need not be afraid of tiring lis read-
ers in that way for some time to cnne,
thougli I should hesitate to say that they
have not liad enough of moral denun-
ciation of Dr. Newman and lis opinions.
The latter part of the business, I should
say, lias been as much overdone as the
' glittering generality' part lias been
underdone.

When, in my last contribution, 1
dliarged J. G. W. witlh confusion of mind,
the grouinds on which I did s0 were ob-
vious, I think, to the meanest intelli-
gence. I would begr, therefore, any
reader who cares to estimate the candour
of nîy opponent-a 'liberai' assailant
Of Dr. Newman - to turn to wliat I
wrote-3rd paragraph-and then to J.
G. W.'s statement that 1 char '-e him with
Mental confusion partly because lie
believes in certain niew systems of mor-
ality. It will be found that the state-
ruent in question is utterly without foun-
dation. The ' confudiion ',' as any one
cari sec-as, J. G. W. must have seen-
Weas in adducing as a 'generality' what
Was flot a generality, in criticising it, not
a8 a generality, but as an example of the
ballef n effect of ecclesiasticism, and then
'Passimg on to considerations wholly
foreigu to the matter in hand.

The Editor is possibly of opinion that
thls discussion lias lastcd long, enougyh

b, if lie allows it to go on a little
longer, I trust that some liglit may be
thrown upon the question whetlier or
111)t Dr. Newmjan lias been imposing, on
the literary world with 'glittering gen-
11ralities,' giving us in fact a false rIe-
'tricinstead of the careful, mneasured
and significant utterances which were
s"PPOsed to be cliaracteristic of lis style.
If J. G. W. can expose him to the world

48a litcrary trickster, instead of the
serions8 thinker and writer lie has liad

t'Credit of bcing, the achievement
wl eoeof some moment. A caution,~ho.eG. , seems here to be neceasary.J.G .appears to imagine that every
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historical statement with which hie doem
nlot agree, may be cited as a 'glittering

1generality' ; but, iii the language of the
Edinburgh Rev'iew, 'this will neyer do.'
We want the ' generalities,' and we
want the 'glitter' :less than this will
flot meet the case.

TINEA.

A PARALLEL.

Mr. Goldwin Smith was mucli berat-
ed by sonie of the party journala for
having described Canada as 'rough, raw,
and dernocratic, but our own.' An able
American writer, however, 'm. W. H.,'1
iii the New York Suib, does not hesitate
t,) speak in ternis, at loast as plain, of
American civilisati )n and literature.
Criticising( Mr. Henry James's 'Life of
Hawthorne,' and accusing the author of
an over-refineinent of style and thought,
this writer says :' There is a ludicrous
incongruity ini the application of Saint-
Beuivian methods to a raw and chaotic
society, to a puny, cailow and anorph-
Oue literature. To be in the least ap.
propriate or helpful our Amnerican criti-
cism nmust borrow the mariner of the
pedagogue, and not that of the courtier;
we need plain speech and îiot pretty
speech; the truth must be hammered and
flot filtered inito us. . . We are al
provincial, perhaps vulgar, and why
should we be scared by words which Mr.
Matthew Arnold intimates are also ap-
plicable to contemporary England? '
Now in ail this there is not the least
disposition manifest to underrate things
Anierican. On the contrary a certain
honest pride is shown in avowing the
limitations of a civilisation and a litera-
ture which, with ail their fauîts, are yet
dear to the writer's heart. It is easutrecognise when the truth is spoken in
love, and when compliments are paid in
malice ; and we may thank Mr. Goldwin
Smith that hie lias sincerely, and in a
spirit of truc friendship, told us the
truth about the country in which hie has
cast his lot. The evil-minded mnay find
fault and try to arouse ignorant preju-
dice ; but the conimon sense of the
country will be with the man who, un.
deterred by fear or favour, speaks fromn
moment to moment the truth that i8 re-
quired. 
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