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become law-breikers. No 'ob)sýrvant pBrson cin doubt

that a higli tariff produces these effects. There are mul-

titudes of people in good standing as honest and reputable

citizens in Canada and the United States, who do not hesi-

tate when occasion offers to do a littie smuggling on their

own account or to oblige a friend. They (Io it without

compunction, or if tbey have any qualms of conscience

tbey allay themn with the plausible fallacy that they have

honestly boughit and paid for the goods in question, and

that it is unfair and unjust that they should be required

to pay a second time. It is needlesq to go on to show how

the habit thus formed of cheating one' s conscience with

fallacious reasoning, to say nothing of the virtual and too

o! ten actual falsehood into which the petty smmggler is

s0 frequently driven, tends te lower the whole moral

tone of a community or a nation. Is not this really a

point worth more consideration than is usually given

to it~l

A N article on "Mr. Gladstone and the Welsh Land-

Slords," in a recent number of the London S1 ectator,

suggests a question of far reaching im port wbich every

fair-minded citizen, in these days of social revolutions and

revolutibnary ideas, would do well to think about. In a

correspondence which took place between Mr. Gladstone

and the Secretary of the Welsh Landiords' Association,

the Prime Minister, in the opinion o! the great Unionist

weekly, Ilstruck, in reality, against the whole idea of pri-

vate property in land." Jnstead of telling the Welsh

landiords that tbey were making a great economical mis-

take in not reducing their vents, and proving it by various

arguments wbich readily suggest theiiselves-wordls te

which no one could have objbctýd -Mr. Gladstone, the

Spectator says, Ilin eifect attacked the Welsh landiords as

bad mon for not having reduced their rents, and, by infer-

once, placed the Welsh tenants in the position of persons

suffering a moral wrong, and enduring inýjustice and

oppression." Il But if property in land is to le' main-

tained," the writer goea on to say, "lthis is about as roason-

able as telling a hatter that lie is a tyrant because he

charges for his bats a suin which you consider exorbitant."

This sentence gives the key to the whiole argument, which

is to the effect that the ownier of land bias the samie

right as owners of any other kind of property to Ilact in

accordaLco with man's dominant instinct in matters of

exohange," and obtain the higlhest price which the law of

competition may enable him to exact. The only way in

whicb he can be legitimately intluenced in the matter iB

by appealing to his property-loving instinct by chwn

that it will be better for him pecuniarily in the end to

reduce bis rents. This welI-worn argument maises two

questions of primary importance to the social weli-being.

In the first place, taking the above illustration as typical,

is it true that under ail circunistances it would be wrong

to cail the hattor a bad man and a tyrant because hi

deemed the proper price for hi2 hats to be what the law of

compotition might onable him to obtain, or hope to obtain

Suppose the hatter to bie thrown witli a large numnber cf

companions upon an unvisited island, and to have with

him a large supply of bats, and suppose further that thesE

were the only bats to bo had on the island and that nc

material or means for the manufacture of others could bE

found. Wbat kind of man should we deem that batter tc

be, who under such circunistances should consider thE

proper price of bis bats to be what the absence of comp.

tition migbt enable him to obtain ? Or, to put the ques

tion ln a still stronger light, suppose tbe wbole supply o

any article o! food or clothing absolutely neceseary to liig

or Comfort to be placed by some chance of fortune, or b

the operations of some shrewd combine, in the bands of

givon nunibor of traders, in a given country. It is ei

dent that these men might, Ilin accordance with man'

dominant instinct," decide that the true price of thei

commodity was the utmost that their fellow-countrymfen'

necessities might compel theni te give. These dealer

niigbt thereby possoss tbemselves of the whole propert

of the country, and reduce their fellow-citizens to beggar

for their own enrichment. Would the impoverisb<,

mass suifer Il any moral wrong " in such a case î

W HILE it is manifestly flot very difficuit to tura t

Spectator'8 reductio ad absurduma against theo

sumption wbich underlies and supports its own argumen

it js obvions to a little further tbougbt that this mode

reasoning does not go to the root of the matter. Doos r(

all sucb reasoning leave us dissatisfied ïi Do we not almo

instinctively feel that the cases cited are not truly parall
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that there is a diffoeonce in kind between property and in tre

land, and every species o! what we eall "personal" property Î PI

This is, after ail, the crucial question. Some such funda- grc

mental distinction seenis te be hinted at by eut use o! theo'p

terms Ilreal " and Ilpersonal " in law and in common par- cer

lance. If there ho suds a distinction, if it ho the fact for

that, by reason o! its natural limitations la quantity and wl

otber peculiarities, property in land is really sui generis,

it follows that aIl such supposed analogies as that above

considered f ail, and the solution o! the problemn must be

sougbt in somo other direction. Wbat that solution is, or

in wbat direction it is to be sought, it is no part o! our

present purpose to attempt to discover. t is obvieus,

nevertheless, that those wbo seriously make the attempt T
must not allow theniselves to ho frightened f rom the path sul

o! searching and f earless investigation by the tern Il"social1- an

ist," or any other sicare-word with which tbe prejudiced ah

or the timid may seek te dter thon f rom tborough explora- un

tion. That which struck us on reading the Spectator's wf

article, and wbich it seemed te us wortb wbile te point th.

out, is that the ine of argument it adopts, or rather the ex
mi

assumed promise on which that argument is based, may ho a

se easily reduced te absurdity in the case o! a littie prin- th,

cipality like Wales that it is a marvol that it should find a

a place in the colunins o! se able a journal. Cà
tM

(1OMMENTING on the remarkable charge given by the t

CUCh ief Justice o! the Supremo Court o! Pennsylvania T,

to the Grand Jury in the case o! the Homestoad neots, a pu

writer wbose articles have considerable prominence in one as

of the leading Toronto dailies says : "The address o!n 'di
Chie! Justice Paxson is se eaum, clear, and logical that ne au

unpreýjîsdiced person can traverse bis conclusions, wbich gr

are likaly te lead te important results."l And again :,ce

"There is ne doubt but that the doctrine advanced by

1Justice Paxson niakos a decided advance in clear and

wbolesomo reasoning and thinking." ibis strong com a

inendation, and more especially the important resul i

whicb would assurodly follow te society should Justice si

Paxson's arguments and conclusions be generally accepted, m

miakes it worth while te giance for a moment at some o! (

the peculiarities o! bis highly-praised logic. Lt will be I

remeinbered that the surprise in connoctbon with the trial ti

was that the strikers were arraignod, net for rioting orJ

fevon for murder, but for treason. That this wasca

Estartling innovation will ho seen when it is remensberedU

ithat net even after the Civil Wàr were any o! the leaders &

8o! the Robollion indicted for treason azainst the Nationala

Government, ansd that ne trial for treason against a State1
" bas been lîad for nearly hall a century. The crime o!

" treasen is defined by the Penasylvania statuto as !ollows:

* If any persen, owîng allegianco to the Commonwealth of!

1,Pennsylvania, shaîl levy war against the sanie, or shall

9 adbere to the enemies thereof, giving thrni aid or comfort

le within the State or elsewhere," etc. The task, thon, to

f which the Chie! Justice applied bimsolf was te bring tho

1 acts o! the llonestead strikers fairly within the scope e!

f this definition. Ho was equal te the occasion, i.e., s!

b bis promises ho admitted. Hia first distinction is

3e between an unorganized and an organized mob. While the

io offence o! the former is rioting, the sanie act committde by

)e the latter is treason. To the contention that in order te

eo malte a givon act treason it must ho shown te bave been

Oe done with treasonable purpose, bis reply was to cite the

O.- legal niaximuthat "la man must be presumed >tohaveintended

>- that wbich is the natural and probable consoquonce o! bis

of act." Wbon met with the common-sense objection that

fo the overthrow o! the State Govrament could not bave

by been intended, or ho regarded as the natural or probable

a consequence o! the act in question, ho replied that Ilsuch

's- intention need net extend te every portion o! its territory.

ls t is sufficient if it ho overturned la a particular localty."

3it To meet the further obvieus objection that net even the

2'8 overthrow o! the local governient was contemplated. the

ýrs Chie! Justice laid down the doctrine that forcible resistance

,ty te any law in any particular, aims at overtbrowing the

iry Gevernment froni whioh that law enianates. t is protty

ed clear that, by a precisely simlar line o! argument, any

haîf-drunken rowdy on the street who reRsts arrest by the

nearest peliceman or the village constable may ho con-

ýh victed o! troason and punished accordingiy. The case is

&s« well put by an influential American weekly which says :

nt, "lThe criticism te be made upon this course o! reasoning

o! is net the absence o! ancient precedent for eacb particular

ot stop, but the absence et the modern American spirit, which

ost has repudiated the refinemeats by wbich truckling courts

el, converted commen offences against public order into high

reason against the State . . . Chie! Justice Paxson coin-
lains of ' the diseased state of public opinion which is

owing, up' witb regard to lawlessness on the part of the

oor. There is nothing which does so much to spread the

ontagion as tbe spectacle of courts serving as the defenco

r the rich, and as prosecuting attorneys againat the poor,

bhere the offence is identicai."

PROFL'SSOR CLARK',S LECTURES ON
TENNYSON-III.

IN MEMOIt01IAM4.

~HE exposition of I l Memoriami " presonts a task of
no ordinary difficulty. It is not merely the frequent

ibtiety of thought, the obscurity o! some of the allusions,
id the ditficýulLies o! the language wbicb we feel. It is
lso the peculiar nature of the subject which requires a

)culiar state of mind in order to secure sympathy and

iderstanding. Yet, on the other hand, it is a poem
hich appeals most strongly to those who are in sympa-
1y wifli its theme, and is by rnany regarded as the higbest
epression of the geniu4 of Tennyson. Readers, therefore,
nust not be disappointed if they do not care for tbis poerm
6a whole, or for special parts of it, nor need they, on
1is accounit, thinit worse of theniselves or of tihe poot.

Tbore are few o! the ahIer crities who bave net appre-
iated this great pooni. Among these few may ho placed

Il.T'aine, lit is this very consgiderabl e writer who comnplains
bat Mr. Carlyle judged o! French character and lifo by
English standards. Perhaps we miight, in turn, accuse M.

7aine of judging Il In Memoriani " fromn a French
oint of view. Mir. Stedman speaks of Il In Memoriami
is 'renyson's muogt clîaracteristic and significant work
ot so ambitious as his epic of King Arthur, but more,
istinictively a porn of this century, aînd displaying the
uthor's genius in a subjective forin. [t i8, lie says, Il the
creat threniody of our lamn'~age, by virtue o! unique con-
option. and power." Thon, after roerring to the exquisite
Lycidas " o! the miighty Milîton, anîd the scarcely inferior

"Adonais " of thîe snblime Shelley, and tlie beautiful
Il hyrsisi" o! Mlatthew Arnold, lie ducs isut hesitate to
add "StilI, as an original and intelloctual. production,
Ln Miemoriami ' i8 beyond thens ail, and a more import-

ant, tbough posiibly no more enduring, crea tion of rhytb-
mic art." Dr. John Brown, author of Il R-b and lus
F'riends," one of the usost beloved of the sons of moen, says
in his article on A. H-. liallaiu, in Ilori e, Sbsecivcw):

We know of nothing in ail literaturo to compare withi

the volume ( ln Menioriaus ') since iDavid lamented over
Jonathan." Speaking of IlLycidas," ho says : I We inust
confess that thse pontry--a.nd we ail know bow consunimate
.t is-and not, the afeotion seem'4, uppermost in Multorî's
flind as it is in ours. But tîsere i8 no such drawback in
laI Memnoriam.' There is no excessive or snisplaced

affection bore ; it is ail founded on fe.ct."
This statement is based upon the memoirs o! Arthur

llallam prefixed to a private volumeofo poemns and essays
by bis father. There can be no doubt tlîat to many the
p)ategyrics bheaped by Tonnyson on bis departed f riend in
this book have soý'iiied strainied and exaggerated. But we
may well hesitate to form such a judgmient wben wo re-
member wbat mariner o! inan ho was who wroto "Il I
Memoriam," and that the poun was not publisbod and a
great part o! it was not written unti1 many years a! ter the
great loss whicli ho suotained in the death o! bis f riend.
Arthur ILallam was a rare soul, one o! tho choice ones o!
the earth, and îîîighit have done great things in literature.
At the time o! bis deatîslho wa8 projocting the publication
o! a volume o! poonis in unison with Alfred Tennyson, who
was two years older than binisoîf.

The memnoir o! young llaiu by his father is for the
most reproduced in Dr. John Brown's article, and froin
this wo make a few extracts. lie was born at Bedford
Place, London, February 1, 1811. lis father afterwards
removed to Wimpole Street, wbiclî is re!erred to in the
linos :

I)ark boeuse iiy which once more 1 stand,
itere in the long uinlovely street;
I)oors, wlsere îoy heart wa4 wo,,t to bea

Su quickly, waiting for a hiand.

Very eariy-we learu f romn the memoir-there was dis-
cerned in biu Il a peculiar clearness o! perception, a facility
o! acquiring knowledge, and, above ail, an undeviating
sweetness o! disposition, and adberence to bis sense o! what
was right and becoming. As ho advanced to another stage
o! cbildhood, it was rendered stili more manifest that ho
would ho distinguished froni ordinary persons by an
increasing thougbtfulness and a fondness8 for a class of
books which in general are so little intelligible te boys of
bis age that they excite in theni no kind o! interest."
Young Hallani was nover, in the ordinary sense o! the
word, a flrst-ratto classical scholar, yot ho possessod a real
and wido acquaintance with ancient literature and witb
that o! foreign lands, particularly o! Italy.

Hoele!ft Eton at the age o! sixteen, and at thia
time had a great interest la Fletcher and other Eliza-
bethan writers; "«but it was ini Shakespeare alone that ho
found the fulness o! soul which seomed to slake the tbirst
o! bis own rapidly-expanding genils for an inexhaustible
founitain o! tbought and onsotion. lie krsow Shakespeare
tborougbly ; and indeed bis acquaintance witb the early
pootry o! England was vos-y extensive. Among the
modern poets Byron was at thi8 time f ar above the test, and


