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« Rubs by Rambler.

To those who 1n a cursory manner, even in an
indifferent way, have taken notice of the political
situation in Britain, the cominents of the Halifax
Herald, in reference thereto, display the most a-
mazing ignorance, or a most pitiable petty spirit.
For the life of it the Herald can’t be consistent.
It denounced, or damned with the faintest of
praise, Birrells first education bill.  Then when
the third bill was dropped it chuckled and said
there was only one way of dispelling the chaos,
and that by the adoption of a national system,
such as we have in Canada, Does the Herald
not know that the first bill especially tended in
that direction? The bill demanded public con-
trol of schools, supported by public rates. It de-
nied the right of entry of any Tom, Dick or Harr,
to the school house whenever he liked, and teac
his creed—not rveligion. It abolished tests for
teachers, which meant that a Mcthodist or a Bap-
tist could teach in any school supported by the
rates. The first bill did not go far enough ; it did
not give justice to the non-conformist, it still gave
privileges to certain creeds, and yet the Lords
threw it out because it interfered with the sup-

osed prerogatives of the Bishops and the relig-
ous nabobs. The Herald truly says that the ed-
ueation question was an incubus inherited from
the preceding tory government, That is right,
It was Balfour who put the monstrous rrsmnt
bill on the statutes. The Herald is right too,
though it didn't know it, in saying that the Birrell
and McKenna bills pleased nogudy. The bill
as first introduced pleased the non-conformists,
but it was so mutilaved before it got to the Lords
that they were not enthusiastic.  Asquith ought
first of all to have tried to please the nonconform-
ists, for they put him in power. But he coddled to
the bishops and the Cecils and the classes,and if the
non-conformists stay at home at the next election
they cannot be blamed, And then the Herald, a
great temperance and prohibition paper, has not
a word in favor of the licensing bill, a courage
ous and excollent measure. The Herald says the
bill was not popular, or to be exact, that the
Lords in throwing out the bill were backed by the
publie. What & glaring mis-statement. 0
were backed by the brewers. Many of the Lords
are themselves shareholders in breweries, and
for that reason it was thrown out, Not popular!
Three hundred and fifty of the peoples represent-
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atives were in favor of it to 113 against. There
was one big demonstration against the bill ; but
who éngineered it, and who paid the bills ? Why,
the brewers. The Herald editorials are rertuin{
not distinguishable for either fair or brom{~
mindedness. Lord Landsdowne, the leader of the
opposition in the Lords, received a thousand
telegrams asking him to pass the bill, and yet the
Herald tells us it was not “popular.”

The editor, who, as everybody knows, is harm-
less and guileless and a peace at any price man—
almost—has handed me the following article
written by my good friend David Hearn of Syd-
ney. I had almost written ‘my good old friend”
Dave, but that while correct, in one sense, in the
sense that I have known him for a quarter of a
century, would have been wrong in another, for
Dave, as I have been bold enough to call him at
times, is one of those men who uever grow old.
His valet, if the emoluments of his office enable
him to employ one, may know that Dave is not
wholly a hero; be that as it may there is some-
thing ubout him that always attracted me, and
which caused me to have for him, after a bashful
lover's wug;. a sneaking regard.  Ouly in one re-
spect has he disappointed me, Having reached
a certain point he may have been too apt, like
formor British Statesman Lord John Russell, to
sit down and say ‘Rest and be thankful'. Had he
been afighter of the ‘never let go' kind he might
to-day, instead of being Attorney Dvplllf’ for the
City of Sydney, been Attorney General for the
Province of Nova Scotin.  That at least is where
I would like to land him In reference to the let-
ter itself I have just to say that the use of the
word ‘amalgamation'—referendum or no referen-
dum-—was inappropriate. There was to be no
‘joining of hands', the bodies, souls, and spirits of
the P. I{’V A. men were to become subject to the
caprice of the U, M. W. willy—nilly. The Judge
said the action should never have been brought.
That to my mind conveys the idea thut there was
not even presumptive evidence. If the prosecut-
ing attorney has tosupply a motive, which might,
buat which even he believes, does not exist, all I
have to say is I am as far as ever from grasping
the ethies of the bar. From the Judge's romarks
I take it there should have been » ‘nolle poseque’
I imagined Mr, Hoarn was a P. W. A man, and in
giving him opportanity, and cause, by my mild
criticism last issue, to declare where he stands, I
give demonstration that my regard for him beats
warm as ever. Here 18 Kir. Hearn's letter :—

“I am afraid you ive my arg in
the Moffatt case as much as you misconceive my
duties as a prosecuting officer. The word “amal-
gamation" may be appropriate or not in the use
made of it, but it.{\ certamnly not a misstatement
of facts. The word ‘union’ might be more appro-
priate, or the word ‘absorption’ might be best of
all, but it is a fact that a referendum was tried
for this purpose of deciding whetherthe ®. W. A.
should in some way, whelger by ‘amalgamation’
or otherwise, join hands with the U. M. W, You
think I went out of the way to impute motives
to Mr. Moffatt. Why, my dear sir, I was only
supplying the motive which it was necessary for
the Crown to show in order to prove the corrupt
intent—something tlat is necessary in the charge




