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PATRIOTISM AND POLITICS

ANADA is fond of advertisement. At the moment we

are receiving more advertising than we desire, and it

is not just of the quality we would choose. “You like eggs,”

said the farmer to his boy. “Well, eat eggs,” and he handed

him eggs, which were not precisely of the kind one would
pilfer from the nest for one’s own use.

For many years Canada went quietly, doing a safe, snug
business, meeting conditions as they arose, cultivating old
markets, and finding new markets when old ones were closed.
Then the spirit of finance came upon us and delivered us over to
the delusion that a man becomes rich by spending, and a
nation great according to the greatness of the burden of
taxation which it bears, when, in reality, the only source of
national wealth is the labour of the community.

And all this was done in the name of development of the
country, under the influence of leaders whose idea of develop-
ment was the expenditure of money, so that they themselves
might retain a share. Having little money of our own, we
were induced to borrow it, and the way to borrow was to
advertise. Croakers and niggards were reminded that ome-
lets cannot be made without breaking eggs. Now, we have
all discovered that breaking eggs does not in itself make an
omelet. ;

Everything we did was regarded not as a thing in itself
but for its value as an advertisement. “A good advertise-
ment,” was the general comment when the government pro-
posed to spend thirty-five million dollars in the endeavour
to perform an obvious duty. It was a spectacular affair,
“that the sword of Canada was about to be cast into the
scales of empire.” All the world now knows that there was a
discrepancy between the advertisement and the fact, that even
this weapon, as certain critical persons pointed out at the
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time, was made of paper in the form of a promise to pay
with a promissory note, which was dishonoured before it
was drawn.

We could stand all this. We are not an especially sensi-
tive people. We are capable of a good deal of cynical un-
concern, but now we are wounded in that ‘‘“honour which is
honour’s scorn.” For a gang of American detectives to come
to Quebee, and hold us up to the derision of Tammany Hall,—
that is a little too much to bear. To have sold legislation
for a few thousand dollars, which, on the confession of the
purchasers themselves, was worth millions, is a mark of petty
and picayune minds. What hurts is that legislation could
be acquired so easily and so cheaply, as an enterprising trader
would buy a concession from savages in exchange for a few
beads. The legislators of a South American republic could
have taught us better terms.

For a generation we have been the thank-Gods of America.
We were not like those republicans and sinners, as they are
described elsewhere on these pages, who lived to the south-
ward, with whom it was dangerous for simple-minded people
like ourselves to have any truck or trade. The United
States at the same moment presented us with a standard of
democracy and of political corruption; but now we cannot
say that, if not holier, we are at least no worse than they.
Within the past five years events have demonstrated that their
public conscience was not dead but sleeping; and any one
who thinks to the contrary may ask of their numerous makers
and administrators of law, who are now in gaol. That there
should be a country in the world, and actually on our borders,
in which all contributions made to political parties should be
made publicly, would be incredible to us if we were not aware
that in the election following that enactment the dominant
party carried only two States.

And yet the incident will not be without value if it
serves to emphasize the evils which flow from the interming-
ling of business with legislation, and the divorce of patriotism
from politics. Political corruption is not peculiar to demo-
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cracy; but it flourishes most in democracies, since communi-
ties which enjoy that form of government are always composed
of men with business habits, to the exclusion of men with
abstract ideals of right and wrong. On the other hand it is
most easily extruded from democracy, since corruption is
acknowledged not to be good business.

For, in truth, business and politics are in direct anti-
thesis. The ethic of the one is love of money; the ethic of
the other is love of men. Business deals with questions in
narrow detail: politics considers them abstractly in relation
to the well-being of the community. Self-interest is a sure
guide for business, and the man whose whole life is governed
by that principle is utterly lost in the world of politics, where
abnegation of self-interest is the first law.

The essence of democracy is the proportional representa-
tion of all interests in the community. The weakness of all
democratic legislatures lies in the predominance of the busi-
ness element. The predominance of lawyers makes the
disparity all the greater, since political lawyers are themselves
business men, and upon their entrance into public life abne-
gate their proper function of applying general principles to
specific cases.

By a strange perversion the term ‘‘business’’ has come to
be restricted to secondary occupations, to stock-broking,
money-lending, distributing goods, and making tools for
meeting primary needs. The man who really does the busi-
ness of the world is the original producer, the farmer, the
fisherman, the miner, the artist. These men are too busy to
govern. They leave the task to others, and in return are
willing to be exploited,—but only up to a certain point.
Governments always miscalculate where that point lies. It
always lies short of eating grass. It was this miscalculation
which caused the French revolution of 1789, and the American
revolution of 1912.

A government has no concern with business. Its fune-
tion is to maintain a state of affairs in which each person shall
be as free as possible to manage his own affairs in his own way.
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When a government allies itself with industrial corporations,
it is on the high road to political corruption. When it pledges
the credit of the people for private gain, the people are sure
to be robbed and their credit destroyed, as many a Canadian
community discovered last year, when they went into the
market for money to supply their perfectly legitimate corpo-
rate needs. Having once committed itself by diverting
public money for private enterprise, a government is no longer
free. It is in the situation of a man who is partner in a busi-
ness over which he has no control, or of a father who has once
paid the gambling debts of his son. He is liable to fresh
demands; and to save his investment or his credit he is com-
pelled to yield. The situation is still more difficult when
the gambler assumes the role of blackmailer. Occasionally
a lucky coup is made, but the very foundation of business
itself is destroyed.

When a group of speculators go to a government with a
demand for protection, and receive it under threat that they
will close their works, the way is easy for another group of
speculators to go to the government with a demand for actual
money to be paid directly from the treasury, without the
bother of extracting it from the consumer’s pocket, under
threat that a bank which they have involved will close its
doors. From that it is an easy step for the legislator to demand
that he be paid a part of the price. The situation becomes
almost hopeless when the government owes its very existence
to the men who make these demands and threats, who, indeed,
have placed it in power for that very purpose.

The government is overwhelmed by its public under-
takings. A minister of public works or of marine, for example,
when he assumes office, is suddenly face to face with problems
which a man in private life has been trained to meet by years
of experience of a most specialized kind. He is faced with
one of two alternatives, either to take into his own hands
matters of which he knows nothing, or to leave them to depu-
ties whose salaries would not procure the services of a chief
clerk in other corporations doing a similar business. In
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addition, the minister is hampered at every turn by the inter-
ference of local politicians, by demands from provinces for
the expenditure of money within their borders merely on the
ground that money has been spent elsewhere for similar
purposes, and the still more urgent demand that public
works be undertaken not in response to a real need but in
view of the balance of political parties in any given area.
The wonder is not that the public service is so inefficient but
that it is so good.

Each organism develops other organisms to destroy it.
Democracy in the United States bred political corruption,
and political corruption in turn developed enemies of that
form of evil. In the fulness of time investigators and exposi-
tors were brought forth. They held up a mirror to democracy,
and revealed to itself a face in the crowd, which was hideous,
and democracy struck at the hideous face in its own brutal
way.

Of these scientific expositors of political corruption Mr.
Lincoln Steffens will serve as a type, and he has just told us,
in the Metropolitan Magazine, the cause and the cure. The
cause and the cure hatch in the same place, and often in the
same person; the “best man” and the “worst man’ are
often identical; wherever there is a bribe-taker there is also
a bribe-giver. In search of the evil he sought upwards
through the ranks of policeman, of the low-down politicians,
of the rich politicians, and he came upon the political boss.
But he discovered finally that the political boss was merely
an agent of the business boss, the captain of industry, who
desires for himself what nearly everyone wants, but desires
it more earnestly and more courageously. The cause then
lies in the community; and the cure lies in the hands of the
few, who, as Mr. Steffens puts it, care less for the apples and
more for the trees.

For some years past the government of Canada has been
carried on by a politico-business alliance. An election
cannot be held, because elections are bad for business; and
if a new government came into power it would take some time
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to bring it into alignment with vested, financial interests.
The imperial relation itself was dominated by the spirit of a
Birmingham business man and the Canadian speculator
freebooting for money; but the fabric of imperialism which
was inspired by mercenary motives is now pretty well shaken.
Preferences, ease of borrowing, readiness to lend, turned out
to be too insecure a foundation. The union was not organic.
In due course it will disappear and make way for a fabric
which cannot be shaken. In the meantime there is nothing
to be done, no permanent policy for defence, no plan of union.
Certain things must first be forgotten; and hardest of all to
forget is the betrayal of the larger patriotism by politics in
that great moment of temptation, during the campaign in
Drummond-Arthabaska, when the nationalist party was born
and the imperial cause for the time was reduced to the likeness
of a zero with the rim removed.

A year or two ago, when a Canadian went to London, he
was vociferous in declaring the country of his origin, and he
acquired thereby certain solid advantages. His very loyalty
was an asset to him, and he made the most of it. Under
cover of imperialism a humble person might obtain a desirable
invitation, an astute person might place some very doubtful
securities. A person who was both astute and ambitious
might even attain to the dignity of a title, especially if his
financial record precluded him from a seat in the Cabinet at
home. But all that is changed, and the way of the Canadian
adventurer is not now so easy. For a time we were taken at
our own valuation. There is a disposition now to listen less
to what we say than to what we can prove. The truth is,
we have made ourselves somewhat ridiculous, and people in
London are telling each other funny stories about us.

The stage was set to attract the English investor, and,
considering our inexperience, it was well done. But things
have changed much since those halecyon days. The English
investor has learned many things. He has learned to his
amazement that many of the Canadian industries in which
he had invested his money were managed by men who knew
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nothing whatever about the business in which they were
ostensibly engaged, and that they had been employed on
account of their skill in finance, that is, of manipulating the
securities of the corporation so that they would realize the
greatest amount of money. The transformation of a railway
manager into an iron-master, again to a contractor, and again
to a maker of bricks, is too rapid for his slow wits; but he
has a dim perception that a financial prestidigitateur cannot
concern himself usefully with the meticulous details of an
exacting industry. It cannot have escaped his notice either
that these business men regarded Canada as too small a world
to conquer, and extended their activities to the ends of the
earth, to Mexico, to South America, and he could not be very
favourably impressed by the results of their exploits in those
regions.

It is a common delusion that England lends money, that
there is a kind of Mr. Mothercountry who buys and sells.
All such transactions are carried on by individuals who live
in England for convenience, and are not invariably Englishmen.
They are the astutest and boldest of lenders and traders 5
and if they prefer doing business with persons who live under
British institutions, the reason is that experience has taught
them that the politics of communities enjoying those institu-
tions are inspired by a patriotism which guarantees liberty,
ensures legislation which is undefiled, and justice which cannot
be bought. He will decline to lend to a South American
Republic, and he will lend to Canada, not from any political
consideration in itself. He will decline to lend to any country
or to any corporation or individual in a country whose legis-
lators accept bribes, whose judiciary recruited from a corrupt
legislature itself becomes suspect, whose municipal services
break down through inefficiency and neglect. When he hears
of a country whose capital is habitually ravaged by a prevent-
ible disease, whose chief city of six hundred thousand inhabi-
tants was without a supply of water, and lived in a state of
squalor for ten days in the depth of winter, it does not matter
to him whether that country is Patagonia or Canada.
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There is a sense, too, in which patriotism and politics
are in antithesis. The election of 1911 was a triumph for
politics; it was a triumph of patriotism too; but it is doubtful
if ever again patriotism will lend itself to exploitation for
political ends. It was a splendid patriotic play, but the end
came when the Senate referred the Naval Bill to the people.
Now the farce is over; the lights are out, and the players have
gone home. The collapse of other forms of speculation
occurred at the same time, and now we have leisure for calm
reflection after our essay in world-polities.

Nothing is so useful, because so sobering, as to see our-
selves through other eyes. We have been playing the part of
the young man from the country, whom Matthew Arnold
described, earnestly talking to the house-maid who had got
the perambulator into danger. This young man was voci-
ferous in suggestion; but he was not at the heart of the situa-
tion; and his discourse did not touch the crisis vitally. Yet
he was in earnest. We made a great show of earnestness
during that election and in the consequent debate. Even the
elect were deceived, those, namely, who were signed with the
imperial seal. But no one now supposes that we were ag
much in earnest as we seemed to be. The old gentlemen
who compose the Senate did not profess to think so,—and old
gentlemen who go to bed at eleven o’clock get up in the
morning with very clear heads. They have no electors to
trouble them; their salaries are safe; their number cannot
be diminished or increased; they fear no enemy but death, so
their judgement is fairly sure of being unbiased. ©When the
charge of being partizan was uttered against them they made
as if they did not hear; and when the word, disloyalty, was
mentioned they gave no sign. The session was at an end.
Like the witch in “Macbeth,” Mr. Borden cried, “I'll do,
and I'll do, and I'll do,” but he did nothing. He did not
appeal to the people. He did not re-introduce the Naval Bill
at the present session. He has not even mentioned the
subject of a permanent naval policy which was at one time
so much discussed. He could not.
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It is hard for the people of England to understand such a
situation; and yet the explanation, to us at least, is very
simple. Politics has got the better of patriotism, and the
business interests have got the better of both. To the people
of England defence is their supreme care, and they cannot
understand how our defence should be a matter of so much
unconcern to us; for we as well as they must know that if
England “received a Baffle, England is neither able to Sup-
port its Self, nor the Plantations that depend upon it, &
then consequently they must erumble into So many distinet
independt Governts and thereby becoming weak will be
a Prey to any Stronger Power wch shall attacque them.”
Our behaviour must appear to them as a piece of fooling.
Let us assume that the English government had devised a
measure of defence against an emergency, which may have
existed merely in their own imagination, and that the House
of Lords declined to pass it. We could not imagine Mr.
Asquith retaining office, and contenting himself with a deri-
sive pantomime behind their backs.

But the people of England have a distinet understanding
that our performance not only embarrassed their government
but that it has cost them dear. We created the impression
in the world that three new ships were to be added to the
English navy. Foreign governments acted on that assump-
tion, and now England is obliged to build them for herself.
They have a confused remembrance that there was much
talk, that Sir Wilfrid Laurier cried aloud, “Give us self-
government;” that Mr. Borden insisted, ““Give us represent-
ation;” that, at an earlier date, the demand, “Give us a
preference in your markets,” was raised by Mr. Chamberlain
in the name of Canada, and to it was annexed, as a reason,
that we would leave the empire if the demand were denied.
There would be no cause for wonder if John Bull should fly
into a passion and retort: “You want self-government: well,
have self-government. Keep your inexperienced counsel to
yourself; and if your loyalty is for sale at the price of a pre-
ference, take it to another market.”
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And when John Bull has his sea-boots on, as Professor
Macnaughton once warned us, he is capable of a most devas-
tating kick. John Bull always has his sea-boots on. He
sleeps in them. He does not hang them up to dry for two
years because certain old gentlemen, who are suffering from
cold feet, advise him that wet boots are dangerous to the health
and expensive besides. In such a mood he is very quick to
recommend a young apprentice to fish, cut bait, or go ashore.

To the more philosophical English mind there would be
nothing strange in this hasty outburst. The doctrine of
Empire in which Dominions over the sea should have a share
is quite new, and even yet is not generally accepted as a dogma,
or a law of nature. Up to the middle of the nineteenth
century it was taken for granted that the colonies would fall
away; and the utmost that was hoped was that they would
depart in peace. With the exception of Durham, Charles
Buller, and Elgin, Whigs and Tories alike were in agreement,.
“Why,” Peel asked, “if the people of Canada are not cor-
dially with us, should we contract the tremendous obligation
of having to defend, on a point of honour, their territory
against American invasion?”’ “Let Canada, if she be so
minded, establish her independence and cast off her character
as a colony, or seek refuge in the extended arms of the United
States,” declared Lord John Manners. And last of all there
was Disraeli himself, expressing the belief, “these wretched
colonies will all be independent too in a few years, and are
a millstone round our necks.” Mr. J. L. Morison from the
historical department of Queen’s University has marshalled
all the evidence, and politicians who read anything except
the daily newspapers would do well to read the record he has
made. So far as England is concerned, Canada is quite free
to commit suicide if it likes.

Even in business the business spirit eventually defeats
itself. It cannot understand that there are whole categories
of subjects beyond its control. With its passion for organiza-
tion it destroys what it touches. Everything fine,—religion,
friendship, love, education, literature, art, newspapers even,—



PATRIOTISM AND POLITICS 11

wither and die at the first touch of its breath. To combine
the newspapers of a great city for the sole reason that they
might all be printed by presses of the same width on wooden
paper from the same mill betrays an ignorance of everything
which lies beyond business, and even of business itself. The
people have some intelligence left, even after reading a news-
paper manufactured after this method. They may take
their news and advertisements wholesale: they will not take
political opinions by the ton.

In times gone by the activities of the business man were
held in check by the expectation that at some time the city in
which he lived would be sacked, either by an invader whose
cupidity was aroused, or by the inhabitants themselves when
they found the price of bread too dear. Fear of the invader
inspired patriotism, and fear of the citizens set a limit to
interference with their politics. War is the price which a
nation pays for salvation from its internal exploiter. The
Revolution saved France in 1789. Germany saved France
again in 1871. Politics in Canada is unreal because it is
dissociated from the fundamental reality of life, the obliga-
tion of self-defence, the hazard of war, because, in short it is
without the mainspring of patriotism. In this lies the distine-
tion between the parasite and the host.

Tae Epitor



MR. BALFOUR AND HOME RULE

R. Balfour’s article on “Nationality and Home Rule,”
in the UNIVERSITY MAGAZINE of October, 1913, con-
tains one admission for which we should, perhaps, be grateful.
“There is,” he says, “‘an Irish problem.” He even italicizes
the verb. If we were still in the fortunate days when he
could send to gaol those, like myself and my colleagues, who
do not share his views on Ireland, I question whether the
admission would have gone the length of italies. The prob-
lem, according to him, consists in the fact that Irish patriot-
jsm—the spirit of Irish nationality—persistently expresses
itself in a demand for self-government. What is Mr.
Balfour’s solution? It is, characteristically enough, to do
nothing.
Mr. Asquith has recently been emphasizing the value
of patience in statesmanship. He is willing to wait for a
matter of months. But Mr. Balfour’s patience is on a much
larger scale; it deals in generations. ‘Those who think as
1 do,” he says, ‘1ook forward to a time when Irish patriotism
will as easily combine with British patriotism as Scottish
patriotism combines now. In the meanwhile, they hold that
no change should be made in the constitution of the United
Kingdom for other than purely administrative reasons.” In
go far, that is, as the demand for Home Rule rests upon
national sentiment, his plan is to disregard it and wait until
another sentiment takes its place.
To us who know Ireland this is equivalent to deferring
a settlement “till laws can stop the blades of grass from
growing as they grow, and till the leaves in summer-time
their verdure dare not show.” It is a proposal which would
have no relation to reality, even if Mr. Balfour’s friends
were in power and likely to stay there for a generation. But
coming in the circumstances of the present situation, it
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displays a detachment which is not so much admirable as
amazing.

Let me recall the facts of the case. The Home Rule
Bill has been twice carried through the House of Commons
by majorities of over a hundred. Every attempt to arouse
the British electorate to protest against it has failed. Since
the Bill was first introduced it hasbeen again and again admitted
in the Tory press that at bye-elections no electors could be
influenced by an appeal to them to defeat Home Rule.
Even as I write, the result comes in of an election in the
north of Scotland, where an appeal made to the old anti-
Catholic and anti-Irish bias on specially favourable ground
has resulted in a doubled majority for the Home Rule
candidate. In the natural course of things, Home Rule will
become the law of the land, under the operation of the
Parliament Act, within the next six months. The consider-
ations which Mr. Balfour urges have no relation whatever
to the actual political situation.

It used to be argued that Home Rule was against the
interests of the British Empire. That is argued no longer,
for the simple reason that the British Empire outside of
Great Britain has plainly declared by its representative
institutions and its leading statesmen, that it desires, in the
interests of the Empire, to see self-government extended to
Ireland. The real question men put to themselves is whether
the general opinion of Ireland, the general opinion of Great
Britain, and the general opinion of the British Empire at
large, is to be overborne by the resistance of what Mr.
Balfour calls Ulster.

You cannot consider the question of Home Rule to-day
in the abstract. So far as the democracy of Great Britain
has power to grant it, it has been granted already, and to
think that in these conditions you can rescind a vote of the
representative House, treat the parliamentary struggle of the
past three years as though nothing had happened, and go
on quietly as you were before, is simply a fantastic imagin-
ation.
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Ireland, Mr. Balfour thinks, would then, sooner or later,
fall into line as Scotland has done, and acquiesce in her
position under the Union. But the thing which would have
been made plain in Ireland once and for all would be this—
that Ireland can never hope under the Union to be treated
as Scotland has been treated. Scotland has throughout
been dealt with in a spirit of reasoned consideration; Ireland’s
claim has persistently been overborne by violence. When the
crowns of Scotland and England were united, Scotland
provided the monarch. At that same epoch Great Britain
was occupied in Ireland with an attempt to extirpate all
traces of the old kingly houses, and, indeed, of the Irish
people themselves. When the Union of Parliament was made
with Scotland, according to Professor Dicey, that eminent
Unionist, the Act of Union ‘“embodied what was not in
name only, but in reality, a treaty of contract freely made
between two independent states.’”” But the Union with
Ireland (again in Professor Dicey’s words) ‘“lacked all that
element of free consent between independent contracting
parties, which lies at the basis of every genuine contract.
Of the deliberate negotiation, of the calm, satisfactory,
business-like haggling for national advantages which marked
the negotiations between the Scotch and the English Com-
missioners, of the close consideration of minute details by
competer® representatives of both countries, there is not a
trace in the negotiations, if negotiations they can be called,
between England and Ireland.”

But beyond all, and above all this, is the cardinal fact
that the Scotch were allowed to keep their religion. It
was even established for them by law. The religion of four-
fifths of the Irish people was penalized by persecutions, by
confiscations, and finally by civil disabilities which have
never been completely done away with. Nothing signifies
in this struggle to-day, nothing is left of the opposition to
Home Rule, but the resistance of Sir Edward Carson and his
following. That resistance is a resistance to religious equality
in Ireland. The logical expression of it is to be found in g
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resolution adopted by the Synod of the Reformed Presby-
terian Church of Ireland which runs: “It will be for ever
impossible to fight Home Rule successfully so long as it is
contended or admitted that the Romanists and other open
enemies of the true religion ought to have political power.
We regard the so-called Catholic Emancipation Act as the
first ‘ plague spot’ of the Home Rule evil. From the time
of the passing of the Act, which gave the Romanists the
franchise, dates the beginning of their power to threaten the
liberties of the Protestants of Ireland.”

More dexterous politicians express the same sentiments
in another form. Mr. Kerr-Smiley, M.P., for instance,
declared on July 12th last: ‘“There were no faint-hearted
Protestants there that day, but a resolute body of men and
women determined to sacrifice everything rather than submit
to the rule of a Roman parliament.”

I could accumulate citations to show that the real
contention against our cause is that Home Rule must not
be given to Ireland because the majority of Irishmen are
Roman Catholics. Otherwise the whole argument of “Ulster”’
would fall to the ground. Presbyters and bishops, cleries
and laymen, have reiterated that they will not submit to be
ruled by an assembly of their fellow-countrymen, and the
reason alleged is religion. What they claim is that there
shall be within the British Empire a discrimination practised
against one particular form of Christianity. This argument
is not heard in the House of Commons, because even those
who use it in Ulster are aware that modern democratic
civilization does not tolerate such a contention. What we
are told at Westminster is, that there must not be Home
Rule because to grant Home Rule will produce civil war in
Ireland. When we ask a reason, we are told simply that
“Ulster will not have Home Rule,” and that Ulster does not
choose to argue.

England has been responsible for making Ulster what
it is. In Ireland the religion of the majority was first pros-
cribed by law, then penalized so that all political power was
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placed in the hands of the minority. Catholic and Pro-
testant were deliberately kept apart by the creation of an
arbitrary political division. ‘“When Catholic and Protestant
combine,” said one of Ireland’s English rulers, ‘“farewell to
the English interest in Ireland.” When the Irish parliament
had its brief period of freedom, Catholic and Protestant
showed dangerous symptoms of combining, and the Irish
parliament was strangled out of being.

When the Union came, Catholic Irishmen were told they
would have full political equality with their Protestant
fellow-citizens. Thirty years’ struggle was needed before an
Irish Catholic could represent his fellow-countrymen in
parliament; and then the concession was made, not to argu-
ment, or the plea of justice, but to the threat of civil war.

Thus, under the Union, for thirty years Irish Catholics
were kept in a position of helotry as an inferior class of
citizens, and in all that time the influence of this political
division, augmented by every political device, taught Pro-
testants to consider a position of privilege their right, and
every measure of justice to Catholics as something taken
from themselves. They were taught to believe that their
liberties would only be safe under a parliament where Pro-
testants controlled the majority. Such a spirit does not
easily yield to reason. But is it, therefore, to be tolerated?
Is it to be laid down as a part of Imperial statesmanship
that Catholics, because they are Catholics, should be under
a disability within the British Empire? And, further, is the
assertion of this principle to be conceded under threat of
civil war?

Mr. Balfour’s policy of doing nothing in regard to Home
Rule must be considered in relation to the facts. It is a
decision to do nothing after the House of Commons has
twice decided by very large majorities that a definite measure
of Home Rule shall pass; and it is a decision to do nothing
after a section of the Irish people has declared that if any-
thing is done they will resist by force of arms. Suppose the
British government decide to do nothing, what will be Mr.
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Balfour’s attitude if four-fifths of the Irish people declare
their intention to take up arms in order to claim that settle-
ment which the representative House has offered to them,
and has only withheld under threat of violence?

These are the realities of the situation, and I observe
that they are not touched upon in Mr. Balfour’s interesting
dialectic.

I may perhaps be allowed to advert to some details of
his article. He notes that Ireland cannot be oppressed at
present because it has ‘“far more than its fair share’ in the
councils of the United Kingdom. It has the share laid
down by treaty under the Act of Union which provided that
Ireland should have a hundred members in the Imperial
parliament; but it is no thanks to Mr. Balfour that Ireland
retains this stipulated proportion, because he endeavoured
to set aside this provision of the Act of Union, and was
defeated by the Irish party. It is, further, an article of faith
with the Unionist party to reduce Ireland’s representation;
and, in short, Mr. Balfour says we have no grievance because
he has not succeeded so far in creating one in this respect.

He says, again, that Ireland pays less than her propor-
tionate share of taxation to Imperial objects. It is quite
true that per capita Irishmen do not pay so much as English-
men or Scotchmen. The theory of the Act of Union is that
there is a common system of taxation, unless Mr. Balfour
wishes to lay stress on the fact that dog-licences are cheaper
in Ireland than in England. But our contention is—and
here again we base ourselves upon the Act of Union—that
Ireland pays, and has paid, out of proportion to her ability,
and that the payment should be in proportion to it. It is
quite true that at present more money is spent in Ireland
than Irish taxation amounts to. The main cause of that
lies in the fact that for upwards of seventy years far too great
a proportion of the revenue raised in Ireland was spent
for so-called Imperial purposes. From 1817 to 1870, accord-
ing to the Treasury figures, there was raised in Ireland 287
millions of taxation and there was spent in Ireland only
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92 millions; and a great part of the other 195 millions ought
to have been usefully and profitably spent in developing
the resources of a country which then lay like a derelict
farm.

When we are told that, under any system of Home Rule,
Ireland ought to “pay her own bills,” it should be asked
what is meant by her own bills. The present revenues of
Ireland are some £10,500,000, amply sufficient to finance a
country with Ireland’s population; but in taking over Home
Rule we have to take over the establishment which English
government has created, the most expensive thing of its
kind in the world. It is reasonable, therefore, that there
should be a provisional system of finance until we can adjust
our expenditure to our means, and until we have succeeded
in developing the resources of a country on which an undue
drain has been made.

There are some other points to which passing allusion
may be made. Mr. Balfour speaks of the hostility to the
Union which exists in the southern and western portions of
Ireland. This is an odd way of interpreting the fact that
geographically seven-eighths of Ireland is represented by
Nationalist members. He thinks also that Ireland’s geogra-
phical distinctness is of little consequence. I would answer
with a question: Is there anywhere else in the world a
country inhabited by over four millions of white men, with
a complete maritime frontier, which does not govern its own
affairs? Mr. Balfour knows very well that the effect of a
sea-frontier is potent and far-reaching. You cannot get a
better proof than in the fact that all natives of Ireland,
however deep their political, or racial, or religious divisions,
think of themselves as Irishmen and vie with one another in
pride of their country.

But, finally, I come to the main head of my disagreement
with Mr. Balfour. “Ireland was divided into two eamps,”’
—by English action, he admits,—“and divided she remains.”
“The Roman Catholics of the South and West,” he says,
“certainly would not have considered themselves secure if,
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under whatever paper safeguards, they were placed in the
power of the Ulster Protestants.”

QOur answer is that for eighteen years the Roman
Catholics of Ireland were in the hands of Irish Protestants,
and that from a parliament of Irish Protestants the Catholie
majority obtained justice and satisfaction which England
had always denied them. Ireland has never ceased to regret
Grattan’s Parliament, and has always believed that under
its care the seed of religious equality would have ripened
quickly. Mr. Balfour thinks otherwise and asks: “Why
should the Ulster Protestants be content to be placed in the
power of Leinster, Munster, and Connaught?”’ Here, at all
events, we have got beyond the stage of talking about
Hottentots or declaring that Irishmen are congenitally unfit
for self-government. The modern aspect of this argument
is to state that England has so mismanaged Ireland in the
past that she must for ever go on controlling Irish affairs.
Irishmen have been taught under the Union to hate each
other so bitterly that they can never be trusted to live
together in harmony without England to keep the peace.

My answer is to quote a sentence from one of the wisest
and best colleagues that we have known in the Irish party,
the Quaker who for so many years represented a constituency
of Irish Roman Catholics, the late Alfred Webb: “So long
as the centre of power lies in a people, parties and interests
learn to accommodate themselves to each other. Otherwise
they seek to gain their ends, not by mutual agreement and
accommodation, but by working on the feelings, the fears,
and the prejudices of those amongst whom is the centre of
power.”

At the present moment all the activities of Unionist
Ireland are devoted to working on the feelings, the fears, and
the prejudices of England: and all the activity of the Unionist
press of England is devoted to teaching Irishmen that under
Home Rule they will certainly cut each other’s throats.
Under Home Rule we shall at least be relieved of the play of
English parties and the ceaseless exploitation of every petty
incident in Ireland by the English press.
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I note, further, that Mr. Balfour thinks the Bill before
the House of Commons ‘‘financially, administratively, and
constitutionally indefensible.” It may be of interest here to
quote Professor C. F. Bastable, Professor of Political Economy
in Trinity College, Dublin, a Unionist, in summing up the
financial aspects of the Bill: “I may express the opinion
that the financial plan on the Government of Ireland Bill,
alike in its provisions for Irish expenditure under the check
of due responsibility, in those for affording the revenue neces-
sary to meet that expenditure, and finally in its arrangement
of financial machinery to secure the working of the system,
is carefully adapted to the conditions of the problem, and
though certainly by no means perfect is quite capable of
being worked satisfactorily by reasonable human beings.
Amendments will be called for if the measure comes into
being; but, unforeseen contingencies apart, no radical alter-
ation of the financial basis is required.”

Administratively and constitutionally Mr. Balfour has
full liberty of prophesying; but I have sufficient experience
of the House of Commons to be aware that any large and
complicated scheme admits of criticism which will prove very
speciously the total impossibility of its working in practice.
I think I could undertake to prove, from a House of Commons
point of view, that the British Constitution, as we know it,
could not possibly go on without a dead-lock for three months.
I may perhaps be allowed to quote one of Mr. Balfour’s
earlier excursions into prophecy dating from 1906. Here is
what he says: “I think the Government are attempting an
experiment of a most dangerous description. No human
being even thought of such an experiment before, that of
giving to this population—a population far more homo-
geneous than our own—absolute control of everything civil
and military. I refuse to accept responsibility when the
Government offer what I regard as the most reckless exper-
iment ever tried in the development of a great policy, and
only from a wisdom that we can hardly hope for from the
people of the Transvaal can that danger be avoided.”
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Three years after these words were spoken, Mr. Balfour
admitted in the most unqualified manner the success of this
“reckless experiment.” He said: “The leaders of opinion
in South Africa have never allowed the bitterness incident
to such a strife as that on which they entered in 1899—they
have never allowed, on whichever side they fought, that
bitterness to interfere with the clear vision of what was neces-
sary for the good of the whole population of the country,
and you have men of the most divergent past, and possibly
of widely divergent opinions as to the present, men who
actually fought in battle, meeting now round the same
Council Board in South Africa, and agreeing as to what
was best for the men of their own race, and coming to the
conclusion, which has been the common property here, from
time immemorial, that the only possible way in which South
Africa was to play its part in the world, as it most assuredly
will, was by a system of equal rights and that freedom which
we have given now in full measure to every Colony in which
the British race is predominant in the Empire to-day.”

I venture to draw a hopeful augury for the future state
of Ireland from the present state of South Africa, and I am
sure that Mr. Balfour will live to rejoice as sincerely and
openly over the failure of his predictions in the latter as in
the earlier case.

J. E. RepmonD



IMMIGRATION AND AGRICULTURE

HERE are four facts staring Canadians in the face.
(1) The basic industry of the country is agriculture ;

yet, in only one province are a majority of the farmers attempt-
ing to conserve the fertility of the soil and cultivate their
holdings with a view to increased crop production. Agricul-
turalexportsare small compared with the country’s possibilities
and the price of food stuffs has risen in twelve years 51 per
cent. (2) Canada is attempting with a population of eight
million people of diverse races to assimilate an annual
immigration of more than four hundred thousand, while the
United States with a population of eighty million failed to
assimilate ap equal number. (3) The Canadian governments,
—federal and provincial—are advertising for farmers, farm
labourers, and domestic servants, and only these classes are
guaranteed employment on arrival; and yet, (4) the propor-
tion of population on the land is decreasing. From 1901 to
1911, notwithstanding the organized efforts of the governments
to place immigrants on the land, the rural population increased
only 17.16 per cent, while the urban increased 62.25 per cent.
The total immigration of Canada has grown from 21,716

in 1897 to 402,432 in the fiscal year 1912-13. In 1897 there
were, in round numbers, 11,000 British, 2,000 from the
United States, and 8,000 from other countries. During
1912-13 the British-born aggregated 151,000, the new-comers
from the United States 139,000, and from all other countries
113,000. As the tide of immigration started with a rush in
1900 and has continued with increasing volume since that
date, it may be worth while to state briefly the total people
entering Canada from each of the main sources of supply.
In the ten years we have received 973,730 English, Welsh,
Scotch, and Irish; 891,129 from the United States; 656,285
from other sources; as, for example, Austro-Hungarians
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164,527, Chinese 25,016, French 21,085, Austro-Germans
30,762, Hebrews 61,384, Italians 88,008, Japanese 14,617,
Polish 24,396, Russians 67,378, Finnish 17,535, Swedish
24,220, Norwegian 17,322, and smaller numbers of Belgians,
Bulgarians, Greeks, Roumanians, Swiss, Danish, Icelandie,
Turkish, Syrian, Hindus. The total immigration in this
period was 2,521,144. Our population in 1901 was only
5,371,315.

In the last ten years, that is, between 1903 and 1913,
some 866,916 farmers and farm labourers were received, but
this is not much more than a third of the total number whose
occupations are recorded. There were approximately 32,000
more general labourers and mechanies than there were farmers
and farm labourers, and, in addition, there were 174,896
clerks, traders, miners. The greater part of the total immigra-
tion is crowding into urban centres. The Canadian cities
had a total population of two millions in 1901 and have
received an average immigrant influx of nearly 165,000 per
annum since. These are the people who have to be employed,
fed, housed, policed, educated, and Canadianized. They are
the classes of people who are creating slum conditions in our
cities similar to those that prevail in the cities of the United
States and in the Old World.

The accentuation of the urbanizing tendencies and the
creation of slum congestion in the United States have brought
forth from the thinking people of that country loud and angry
protests against immigration in general, while societies have
been formed and restrictive legislative enactments passed
with a view to stemming the tide of humanity which threatens
to destroy the foundations of their political and social
institutions. In 1907 the United States Immigration Com-
mission was appointed to make an exhaustive ‘‘inquiry,
examination, and investigation” of the whole question. The
material collected and tabulated, the special reports of experts
and the data on which the commission based its conclusions
fill forty-two printed volumes. The records of the inquiry
are worthy of careful study by every Canadian who is
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interested in this vast and complex subject. While the
United States have nearly twelve times our population, the
Canadian people are not one whit behind their great neighbour
in producing social and economic conditions that are, perhaps,
without parallel in all history. If Canadian immigrants were
all British and northwestern European their assimilation
would, in the long run, be easy; but hundreds of thousands—
and the number is increasing—are alien in blood, traditions,
and ideals, and are transplanting in this new soil some of the
worst social and economic views and practices that prevail
in the countries from which they come. The United States
had ten times as many people as we have before they
endeavoured to absorb 400,000 people a year, therefore, we
are undertaking to solve a problem ten times as big as our
neighbours attempted. Shall we succeed better than they?
There is a striking similarity in the distribution of rural
and urban population in Canada and the United States. It
has been known for a long time that the Republic was putting
too much emphasis on industrial development and was
making tremendous sacrifices to become a manufacturing
country. Many students of economics in the United States
were certain, years ago, that the time was not far distant when
there would be a scarcity of food stuffs, and the United States,
instead of exporting enormous quantities of grain and meat,
would be importing them. That time has apparently arrived.
The United States government has obeyed the injunction,
“‘let not the right hand know what the left hand doeth,” and
with the left hand has made comparatively meagre appropria~
tions for experiment stations and agricultural education, while
with the right hand it has encouraged the farming classes to
rob the soils both east and west, and then has encouraged the
cities to rob the country of its population. These facts are
patent to every one. Canada has not been so definite in its
aims or so conscious of its policy; but it has arrived within g
much shorter period at practically the same result. The
percentage of urban to rural population in the United States
and in Canada in 1900 and in 1910 shows that the difference
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between these two countries in this respect, at the present
time, is infinitesimal. In 1900 Canada had 37.6 urban and
62.3 rural; the United States had 40.5 urban and 59.7 rural.
But in 1910 the urban percentage in Canada was 45.55 and the
rural 54.33, while in the United States the urban was 46.3
and the rural 53.7, showing an increase of urban percentage
in Canada of 8.78 and in the United States of 5.8. The urban
percentage ratio of population in Canada is to-day within one
per cent. of being as great as that in the United States.

The industrialism of the United States, like the industrial-
ism of Great Britain, has built up great cities at the expense
of the rural communities. The cities of Canada are being
built in much the same way and at no less cost. In this
country the situation is complicated by the fact that there is
not only an extremely heavy exodus from the farms to the
cities, but in addition the major portion of the huge tide of
annual immigration is crowding into the ecities. With
millions of acres of free land and all the pure air and sunshine
of half a continent at our disposal, it seems an outrage that
there should be duplicated on Canadian soil all the physical,
social, and economic evils that have grown out of industrialism
in countries less richly endowed.

The people of Great Britain realize the character and
magnitude of the problem they have on their hands, and are
devoting to its solution an amount of thought, energy, and
financial resource that we can scarcely appreciate. Industrial-
ism in Germany, for example, has had nothing like the same
disastrous effects as are found in England, for the simple
reason that the whole of the German people are under
discipline; the foundations of individual health, of community
sanitation and hygiene, and of industrial and commercial
efficiency are laid year by year into the warp and woof of the
nation’s life by the physical and military training and
education of the whole youth and manhood of the empire.
As Germany is scientific in her dealings with industrial
conditions, so she is scientific in providing for her agricultural
necessities. This is where the statesmen of Great Britain,
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Canada, and the United States have so far failed. In Germany
there is something approaching equality of opportunity ;
every man and woman has a chance; the social, civil, and
military responsibilities of the Fatherland are evenly dis-
tributed. The Germans who are coming to Canada are not
from the German Empire, but from Austria-Hungary.
Germany is conserving her energies and saving her people.
In England, Canada, and the United States human life is
cheaper. There is no national policy formulated for the
express purpose of developing and utilizing manhood and
womanhood. On this continent, it seems that life is, for most
people, one wild scramble for gold, and silver, and bread.
Every man is for himself. Industrial achievement transcends
every other consideration. What is the result? The open
spaces where men may live, develop, thrive, and multiply are
being stripped of their people, and the cities are being packed
with human beings who do not know where the next meal isg
coming from, who are giving birth to a degenerate race, who
are filling the hospitals and asylums for the insane with
“brain fidgets” and nervous breakdowns, who are rapidly
stratifying social classes, complicating social intercourse,
impeding development, and putting an endless burden on the
state. What do such people care about government, or nation,
or empire? What they want is pure air, sunshine, and bread.

Officially the governments of Canada seek immigration
only from the British Isles, the United States, and the
countries of northwestern Europe; but employers of labour
and the great transportation companies use a drag net over
the face of the European continent, north, south, east, and
west, and allow no one to escape who can pay his passage to
this country. The government advertising, the illustrated and
~ descriptive lectures, free maps, product exhibitions, salaried
officials, and bonuses to booking-agents and steamship
companies only serve as a sort of leader for the real forces at
work inducing the people of Europe to come to Canada. If
the majority of the new-comers, or even half of them, were
identifying themselves with agriculture, there would be less
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cause for anxiety as to the future. Our own Canadian-born
people are not especially interested in multiplying the products
of the soil or in enriching rural life, and certainly the new-
comers show no marked desire to help us to solve the farm-
labour problem or establish and maintain progressive rural
communities. Very often the new-comer quickly tires of life
in the country, and the children of those who have settled on
the land drift rapidly to the towns and cities. The reason is
that the ignorant majority, in both country and town, believe
that the brilliantly lighted streets of the city lead directly to
the gates of paradise. The story of the rural exodus is told
with emphasis in the census returns, but the appalling results
are manifest in every rural community and in every city in the
land. The call is loud and clear and strong to every public-
spirited man and woman in Canada to grapple with this
problem to-day. No nation can be great or permanent that
neglects the claims of agriculture or ignores the interests of
the rural dwellers. Lord Milner was right when he said,
“ Great Britain would never have been able to withstand the
strain of the wars with Napoleon if it had not been for the
stability, patience, and endurance of the agricultural classes.”
Germany and France get their strength,—economic, social
and political,—not from the superficial, effervescent, nerve-
wracked dwellers in Berlin or Paris, but from the normal
people who till the soil and live on the land.

The Agricultural Survey made by the investigators of
the Canadian Commission of Conservation during 1912
reveals conditions qf farm practice in eight of the nine pro-
vinces which are not reassuring to the economist, hopeful to
the man of business, or satisfactory to the statesman. The
neglect of agricultural education is almost everywhere evident,
while the lack of system in crop rotation and the ignorance of
the first principles of the successful management of soils,
seeds, and fertilizers, make farming operations unreliable,
the conservation of soil fertility difficult, and the investment
of capital in land and implements, live stock and labour of
questionable utility.
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The Dominion government did not undertake one day
too soon the work of assisting the various provinces with
money and expert advice in promoting agricultural education.
An appropriation of a million dollars a year for ten years for
this purpose is little enough considering the need. The
climate and local conditions in the various provinces are so
diversified that it is difficult to formulate a general scheme of
agricultural and rural development that will apply to all.
Dr. C. C. James, special commissioner of agriculture for the
Dominion government, says: ‘‘The typical Canadian farmer
has no existence. There are Canadian farmers of several types,
varying so widely in their farm holdings, their methods of
farming, and their results that a stranger would scarcely
believe them to belong to one country. The maritime farmer,
with his diked meadows reclaimed from the tide waters of the
Bay of Fundy or Gulf of St. Lawrence, is one type; the
French-Canadian habitant of Quebec, often farming in the
quaint methods of two centuries ago, is another type, distinet
and interesting; the Ontario farmer, with his modern methods,
and having the advantage of improvements in machinery and
methods of transportation, is a third type; the prairie farmer of
the central provinces of the west, full of enthusiasm and
activity, who, within a year, turns the virgin prairie into a
golden wheat field, is still another type. There are types
intermediate between these combining the peculiarities of
two or more. Other types are rapidly being added, as from
the four corners of the earth there come streaming into the
North-West the tens of thousands of settlers from somany lands
and with so many different inclinations. What the future of
the agriculture of the Dominion will be, is a difficult question
to answer, but it is safe to predict that probably for centuries
to come agriculture will be what it has been almost from the
first, the most important industry in Canada.”

One gets a quick insight into the reasons why Canadian
agriculture does not appeal more strongly to the immigrant
by glancing at the report for 1912 of the Committee on Lands,
Commission of Conservation:
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Prince Edward Island—“Crop rotation enters into the
programme of very few farmers. Systematic seed selection is
not followed. Very few farmers take good care of their
barnyard manure or use it to the best advantage. It is often
thickly applied to the small area planted to roots, while the
fields farther away receive none at all.”

Nova Scotia and New Brunswick—* Much of what has
been said of Prince Edward Island is also true of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick. The principal crop is hay, with oats as
the chief grain crop. Systematic crop rotation is rarely to be
found. Seed selection is practised by very few.

“In the Maritime Provinces, it is all too evident that
weeds are everywhere on the increase; and what the outcome
will be is hard to predict. New weeds appear each year and
the old established varieties continue to thrive.”

Quebec—*“ Systematic rotation, except in the case of a
few farmers, is entirely overlooked. The cause of this
negligence is that nearly all the farmers ignore the importance
of hoed crops. In many districts very little attention is given
to the growing of clover. In nearly every instance the amount
of seed sown to the acre is too small to get good results. In
Quebec the weed problem is a serious one.”

Ontario—"“ Almost every known weed is found. Farmers
generally are too lax in the prevention of the seeding of the
bad weeds, and contaminated farms are the result. In many
parts of Ontario, weeds are so numerous that space will not
allow the mere enumeration of them. In the county of
Norfolk, within three miles of the town of Simcoe, one of the
collectors gathered sixty-five different kinds of weeds from one
farm.”

Prairie Provinces—‘“In its truest significance there is no
real rotation of crops. Practically all summer-fallow, and then
take off two, or occasionally three, cereal crops; a portion of the
last may be oats or barley. In this sense all follow a more or
less systematic ‘rotation,” but hoed crops, grass crops, and
legumes are almost entirely absent on al] farms. For wheat
farming on a virgin soil these men know and practise methods
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that, in the past, have given large and profitable returns.
The fallow conserves moisture, kills weeds, and insures the
succeeding crop against drought, but the ‘rotation’ does not
keep up the humus supply, nor cope with the spread of weeds,
nor add nitrogen to the soil. It merely provides a mighty
lever to pry wheat from a willing soil.”

The weed menace is everywhere, even in the new and
only partly cleared province of British Columbia. The soils
on thousands of Canadian farms are treated as if they were
inexhaustible mines of plant food. When poor farmers cannot
get good crops, agriculture as a calling in this country falls
into disrepute and the young people leave. The old people
left on the land cannot do the necessary work, do not manage
well, and find it difficult to hire help because of labour scarcity .
Is it any wonder that the new-comer is not enamoured with
¢arm life? The skilled farm labourer from Great Britain finds
the lack of system and intelligence in farm management in this
country an obstacle to him, while the unskilled worker hag
10 one to teach him, and he hears the doleful note of pessimisny
on all sides. Is it right to blame him for seeking the city
where more people are cheerful and aggressive? Butwemusg
have farmers and farm labourers and there is no quicker source
of supply than immigration.

The soils of this country are by no means exhausted. If
intelligent methods were used, the crop yields on nearly aly
the farms of the eastern provinces could be doubled in ten
years. If the majority of the farmers of Canada followed the
practice of the best farmers in Ontario, crop yields would be
four times as great in twenty years as they are now, and nog
one acre more need be brought under cultivation. Weedsg
would not be so numerous, soil humus and plant food would be
more abundant, and large crop yields more certain. Iarmy
work is not, or should not be, the grinding toil of a few yearg
ago. Horse and mechanical power with implements ang
machinery of every description can be used with effect; buyg
more brain power and greater knowledge are required. The
labourer on a well-managed farm has a better job in every way,
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than the artisan of the city. He does not work so many hours;
his tasks are more varied; he works under less pressure; his
health is not sacrificed; his home is more comfortable, and he
has more money in the bank at the end of the year.

Judging from the experience of the United States, the
government of Canada is not making a mistake in trying to
get farmers and farm labourers from northern and north-
western Europe. They make good settlers and good farmers
if they are given some assistance and instruction at the
beginning; but there is no assurance of the success of the
immigrants from southern or eastern Europe. The Asiaties,
especially the Japanese, have a good deal of skill in agriculture;
but there are valid reasons for limiting their immigration.
It is to be hoped that Canadian winters will be sufficiently
severe in the near future to discourage the coming of classes
of people who will not add to the strength of Canadian citizen-
ship. Mere numbers only add to our perplexities. What is
wanted in this country is a class of immigrants who will increase
the physical, moral, and intellectual vigour of the Canadian
people. The mistake the Federal government has made so
far is in throwing open the gates to all comers and in allowing
them to form colonies and isolate themselves on Canadian
soil. Such a policy is indefensible and only piles up difficulties
for the next generation.

When one studies the immigration returns for the last
decade one must be impressed with the fact that it is not going
to be easy to supply food for all the people who are coming to
Canada to identify themselves with non-agricultural pursuits,
especially in view of the food scarcity and open markets of the
United States. The Canadian farmer has a splendid oppor-
tunity to show his mettle. The sources of food supply in other
parts of the world are not greatly increasing their output.
The thorough-going tenant farmers of Great Britain, northern
France, Germany, and the Netherlands have in the older
sections of this country the greatest chance of a life time,
They can buy any number of farms at reasonable prices and
cannot with the best skill and industry produce more each
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year than the markets demand. Now is the time also for
people of means to put capital, and brains, and business
organization into the production of meat, dairy products, and
fruit. There are unlimited possibilities awaiting those who
are forehanded in taking an interest in agricultural develop~
ment. No one desires the evils of European landlordism
transferred to this country; but the landlords of Europe will
be welcome if they bring with them capital and farm labourers
who will, under Canadian management, turn thousands of
acres of untilled or partly tilled land into productive areas.
There are scores of able and scientifically trained young men
in this country who would give a good account of themselves
if they had the opportunity to assist in getting the maximum
profits from live stock and orchards. It is doubtful if there is
anywhere a field for investment offering greater security or
more certain dividends than commercialized farming, stock
raising, and fruit growing in Canada.

The great problem in connexion with immigration and
agriculture seems to be to give the new-comer the assistance
and instruction he needs to get him adjusted and established as
a Canadian farmer or farm helper. There are thousands of
immigrants coming to this country, who would make excelleng
farmers and good farm labourers, if they were given a chance_
So far the various governments have been devoting their
energies to getting people to come here; but they have been
largely heedless of what became of them after they arrived _
The policy of official carelessness is not good for the immigrang

or for the country. Why could not each province have g

training school where the new-comer who desires to become
identified with agriculture could be taught in a short course
how to do the ordinary mechanical things about a farm? Ix
such a school good instructors could lay the foundations in the
minds of these men and women for successful agricultura}
careers and could also prepare them for the process of adjust—
ment and for their future obligations as citizens. Such schoolg
would help to classify the new-comers and be a means of
placing them on farms where they would have sympathetia
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treatment. Then, as a further step, why could not the people
who are homesteading, or who come to this country and buy
farms, be advised and instructed for the first year or two by
agriculturists under government employ? It is all very well
to get farmers and farm labourers; but the real problem is to
make good farmers and good Canadians of them.

Demonstration farms, training schools of all kinds,
government instructors, and literature in the mother tongue
of the people getting it, will all aid in making it easier for the
new-comer to identify himself permanently with Canadian
agriculture. Perhaps, the man who needs most of the
instruction by experts in agricuiture is the Canadian farmer
himself, that he may grumble less and do more. The pity is
that under the present system the tide of immigration consists
of too large a proportion of those who have no intention of
becoming agriculturists, and they are filling the cities at an
alarming rate, while those who would become agriculturists
are not given a fair show, and they too in vast numbers go to
the cities; then, to make matters still worse, the young men
and women born and raised op the farms of Canada are in
many instances educated away from the farm, and go to the
city to compete with those already there who are struggling
for a living.

It is a singular situation that Canada faces to-day with an
immigration influx of four hundred thousand a year. For
generations the people of this country felt that they had a
splendid future before them. They were vaguely conscious
of the greatness of the gifts of nature; they had confidence in
their ability to build free and permanent institutions ; and
they believed that, with proper education and reasonable
opportunities, their children would attain to positions of
leadership among the races of men; but times have changed,
and to-day the destiny of Canada depends more on the
character of the new-comer than on the training of her own
children. The gifts of nature are still ours, but we offer them
for the exploitation of the alien hand. The institutions of
the land have their foundations well and truly laid, but we
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ask the foreigner to erect the superstructure. Our forefathers
cleared the land of trees, stumps, and stones; we have erected
houses and barns, planted orchards and sown the fields with
seeds, but are waiting for the stranger to come and reap the
harvest. Is it not time we called a halt and ascertained where
we are going? It is true we need men and women on the
land. The whole country is calling for workers; but we ought
to be concerned as to the health, intelligence, and morals of
those whom we ask to assume the obligations of citizenship,
and make their homes on Canadian soil. Can we, an Anglo-
French people with our defective school systems, educate and
assimilate the multitude of foreigners who are encumbering
our shores year after year? Why this mad rush for industrial
supremacy? Why crowd the cities of this land with people
who are not our kith and kin, whom we cannot feed?

WALTER JAMES BROWN



THE AMERICAN TARIFF

MEN who hold strong opinions of the tariff question, on

the one side or the other, persuade themselves, and
endeavour with some success to persuade others, that laws
preseribing rates of duty on imported goods put upon the
welfare of a country a magic spell. No doubt they—they,
at least, gentle reader, who are on your side of the question—
believe what they say and write, however wicked and insincere
are they upon the other side. When the controversy is
stimulated by the presentation of the tariff issue in an acute
form for the decision of the electorate, no man is regarded
as having higher political capacity than a mere woman unless
he takes the free trade view that a radical reduction of duties
will instantly usher in a period of unprecedented prosperity,
or the protectionist’s view that it will bring about depression,
distress, and disaster.

The United States passed through just such an acute
crisis a year ago. The note of alarm, should the tariff policy
of the government be changed, was sounded by the Repub-
licans on their platform : “a tariff for revenue only would
destroy many industries and throw millions of our people
out of employment.” The promise of the Democrats was
implied in their denunciation of President Taft for vetoing
bills reducing duties on textiles, metals, chemicals, and agri-
cultural produce, ““all of which were designed to give immediate
relief to the masses from the exactions of the trusts.” Observe
the word immediate. Those who used it were victorious in
the election and have now enacted their principles into law,
without encountering any obstacle they could not easily
surmount, without being under any pressure as to general
principles or details—as were their predecessors in 1894—
which they could not overcome. The avowed basis of their
action was the establishment of a system of competition on
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equal terms between home and foreign producers, so as to
reduce the cost of living by emancipating consumers from the
monopoly of trusts and the rapacity of protected manufac-
turers. What has been the result in the United States ;
what is to be the result hereafter?

That is the question which, less than three months after
the approval of the Act by the President of the United States,
I am about to consider. It would be a true and compre-
hensive answer to the first part of the question to say that as
yet no general result can be detected; and as to the second
part, that it requires great audacity to undertake any predic-
tion. Nevertheless, it may be permissible and possibly
useful, to develop the first part of the answer, and even as to
the other part, to disregard the admonition of an American
humourist, ‘““don’t prophesy onless ye know,” and try to peer
into the future.

The new tariff marks a departure from a national policy
that has been adhered to for a full century, with the exception
of the years from 1846 to 1860—for the abortive Wilson-
Gorman Act, 1884-97, does not count—a policy of ‘‘protec-
tion” originally of manufactures chiefly, secondarily of
agricultural products. Since the enactment of the McKinley
tariff of 1890, the farmers have been protected equally with
the manufacturers. The Act of 1913 was intended so far to

abolish protection as to permit free competition in all raw

and manufactured products, at no disadvantage, by all foreign
producers. That principle was applied to every clause of the
Act,so far as the information at the command of the two
committees enabled them to apply it. Indeed, in some cases
they went further, and placed the home producer at a disad-
vantage. For example, the clause making fish free gives an
advantage to the Canadian, for he can build fishing schooners
cheaper than they can be built in New England; he has
greater freedom in manning his vessels, and pays his fishermen
lower wages; and he enjoys privileges in the procurement of
bait denied to his American competitor. Favoured thus
both in his plant and in current expenses, he is enabled to
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land his fares in a free market on better terms than are accorded
to the Yankee.

According to the tenets of either school of thought on the
tariff question, a law of such scope should have far-reaching
effects in many directions. It should make its influence felt
in the revenues of the government, on the one hand reducing
them by reason of lower duties on some imported goods and
by transfers to the free list; on the other, by stimulating
importations. It should be felt by manufacturers, deptived
of their protection, and therefore forced to reduce prices of
their commodities to meet foreign competition, and to reduce
production by reason of a diminished market,—that which
they had previously held entire being now shared with for-
eigners. It should be felt by the men and women in the
factories, if production were curtailed, in either a loss of
employment or a reduction of wages. It should also be
felt by farmers for similar reasons, subjected as they are to
the free entry of Canadian produce, causing in their case,
as well, lower prices and a contracted market. It should be
felt above all, in their case beneficially, by the great body of
consumers whose cost of living would theoretically be reduced
by the withdrawal of favours heretofore granted to the
protected industries, by which they were enabled—so the
authors and supporters of the Act maintained—to hold prices
at an artificial level.

Yet nothing of all this has occurred, up to the present
time, except that the reduction of duties has diminished the
receipts from customs. Even a part of that effect has been
masked thus far by a certain temporary increase, due to the
holding in bond of a large amount of dutiable goods in antici-
pation of the reduction, and the withdrawal of those goods
and the payment of the duties when the Act became operative.
Queerly enough, the tariff did not even have the effect of
increasing imports. Of course it did not cause g diminution;
but the United States returns show that there was a decrease
of $49,987,452 in the value of importations in October and
November, 1913, the first two months of experience under
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the Underwood tariff, as compared with the corresponding
months of 1912.

There has been no reduction of price whatever, as a result
of the tariff, on any agricultural products or manufactured
goods. As to a great many classes of such commodities, it
would be absurd to expect an immediate result of a modifica~ 5
tion of duties. Take the case of textiles for the clothing of
the people, where theoretically the greatest benefit to the
consumer should be experienced. The foreign mills have been L
fully occupied, for the past year or two particularly, in sup<
plying markets that are accustomed to take their goods,
They have had practically no surplus to send to America,_
Save for such fine and high-priced fabrics as have had a markeg
in the United States in spite of the former high tariff, they
are not producing cloth that is in demand in that market
that is, the cloth that is ordinarily purchased by the average
consumer of moderate means. What may happen hereaftey
is a fair subject for speculation; manifestly the new tariff
has not yet had time to develop its ultimate effect in such g
field as that of cotton and woollen goods. Similar illustrationg
might be given if it were necessary.

But surely we might expect that the change of policy
would have had already a material and perceptible effecg
upon the price of certain other articles. The law transferreqq
to the free list a great variety of food products of which
Canada, bordering the country on its entire northern frontier
has an exportable surplus. It has been a standing grieva,ncé
of the tariff reformers that the American hen was protecteq
and they have attributed the high price of eggs to the rapaeit,s;
of those who exploited that hen to their own exceeding profig_
Now it does not take long for a poultryman to seize an advan_
tage given to him in a nearby market. Three months jg
ample. Yet that very three months has seen the price of eges
at a higher level than ever before in the country, which is now,
happily freed from the sordid monopoly of the domestjq
poultryman. In many communities not remote from the
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Canadian line organized abstention from eggs has been a
feature of the current silly season, the excuse being the prohibi-
tive price of that breakfast delicacy. There is a disposition
to attribute the high price to cold storage; which is an admis-
sion that the tariff was not the only nor the chief cause.
If statements in American papers are to be believed—they
are not always to be believed—it was not a cause at all. For
we are told that the effect of the opening of the market to the
free entry of Canadian eggs was to raise the price in Canada,
so that innocent consumers in the Dominion suffered once more
from the wicked American tariff. But why not ? It is much
more sensible on the part of Canadians to take advantage of
a higher market than their own, than to depreciate their wares
by underselling. And if they can get one cent or five cents
more per dozen in the United States than at home, why should
they sell in the home market at the lower price? Whether
the statements referred to be true or false, they ought to be
true if Canadians are as shrewd as Yankees are reputed to be.

Nearly the same position can be taken with regard to all
the other classes of food products which Canada was expected
to introduce into the country at a lower price, to the relief
of the consumer. No one has been able to discover any
reduction in the cost to him of food stuffs, as an effect of the
law. The fishermen of the provinces have not, to any great
extent at least, availed themselves of their new privileges.
If they have done so at all, they have not attempted toundersell
their American competitors but have, naturally and wisely,
taken all they could get. At all events the wholesale and
retail prices of fish at Gloucester and Boston have given no
indication of unusual competition. But Gloucester reports
an exodus of fishermen, originally from the provinces, who are
now going home, anticipating a decline in the business in the
States and an increase of it to the eastward. Beef has been
imported from Argentina and has sold for less than the native
product. But it had to be sold for less because it is distinctly
inferior. Cheap beef can be had, if one is not particular
about the quality, without going across the equator for it.
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It may be said then with perfect truth that in the first three
months of experience under the new tariff the average con-
sumer has found no variation in price of any article of ordinary-
use in consequence of the ‘“‘new freedom.”

Before leaving the first part of the question here discussed
it should be said that, whether it be an effect of the law or not,
there has been a decided lessening of business, industrial, and
transportation activity, in all departments. To put the case
fairly, the slackening began about the same time that the
probability of tariff revision approached the point of certainty
and although it has continued in recent months it cannog
be said to have become more pronounced since the law weng
into effect. So far as it is fair to attribute it to the tariff
agitation, it signifies apprehension on the part of those engageq
in industrial enterprises rather than any injury as yet realized.
It is the sentimental effect that links the consideration of
what has already taken place—practically nothing, as we have
seen—with the inquiry as to what is to take place hereafter.

It is necessary to cover a broad field, but certain genera}
facts will enable us to forecast some probabilities withoug
great danger of serious error. The leading fact, which the
academic free trader and also the academic protectionist wil}
regard as the controlling fact, is that the policy of protection
is abandoned substantially, and the principle of free compe<
tition introduced. They are both right, if either it be true, ag
the protectionist believes, that it was the abandoned poliey-
that secured and held the home market to the home producer ;
or, on the other hand, if the free trader is correct in his theory,
that a protective duty adds itself automatically to the home
price of the protected article, and that the removal of protee<
tion ensures a lowering of the price, as it must if protection
enhances it. But if neither of these propositions is more
than half true, then the tariff loses much of its importance ;
and the effect—meaning now the ultimate effect of the change
of policy—may be, surely not negligible, but far less thagp
either the supporters or the opponents of the law now anti<
cipate.
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So far as the question of food is concerned, Canada is
the only country that can injure the farmer or benefit the
consumer by his competition. The fact that no perceptible
effect has been produced thus far either of injury or of benefit,
in respect of such articles as eggs, butter, cheese, vegetables,
and meat, suggests that the effect hereafter will be slight.
On many of these articles Canada could not, under the most
favourable conditions, be an effective competitor as far
south as the north line of Pennsylvania. But Canada is a
great wheat-growing country, and if there were no market for
breadstuffs across the Atlantic, and no grain-carrying steam-
ships, the Dominion could demoralize and wreck the business
of the American farmers. Inasmuch as both countries now
raise a surplus of all kinds of grain, and since the price of the
entire crop of both is regulated, and regulated to the same
degree, by the price in England, it is difficult to see how any
large or permanent influence can be exerted upon prices by
the tariffs of the two countries. In any event, should the
price of wheat at any time be higher in the United States
than in Canada, the Canadian farmer, exporting his crop,
would not wisely undersell the market to such an extent that
the reduction would reach the consumer.

The question as to manufactured goods is more compli-
cated; but an examination of the history of American trade
and of the present industrial situation will throw light upon it.
We shall see that the United States has been advancing
steadily to a position where it can compete on equal terms
with other countries, and is consequently less in need than ever
before of a protective tariff on its manufactured productions.
That statement, it may be admitted, is not true of all manu-
factures to an equal degree, but it is so true that a great many
branches of industry have outgrown the tariff altogether.
Whether there are some that are still so dependent upon it
that they must disappear under the influence of the new
law, time will tell.

Take the great iron and steel industry, and consider what
the statistics of the foreign trade indicate. Twenty-five years
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ago, in 1888, the imports of iron and steel manufactures into
the United States were valued at $48,992,757; the exports,
at $17,763,064. In 1913 the imports had a value of $33,636,~
358; the exports, of $304,605,797. It is hardly necessary
to point out the significance of such figures. In a quarter
of a century the imports have fallen almost one-third; the
exports are nearly seventeen times as much as they were,
Then the United States was dependent upon Great Britain
for a large part of its consumption of iron and steel goods,
and its export trade was insignificant,—more than an eighth
of it was in sewing machines, of which it had practically g
monopoly. Great Britain, on the other hand, was so clearly
the leader in the steel trade of the world that it surpassed
in amount of exports all other countries combined. In 1912
the value of the exports of such merchandise from Greag
Britain was £48,629,000, or $243,000,000, and of that amoung
it sent only $10,263,407 worth to the United States, according
to the American returns (though the fiscal years do not
coincide.) The Canadian returns show that the Dominion
imported dutiable iron and steel manufactures from the
United States in 1912-13 to the value of $116,812,454, and tq
the value of only $11,259,616 from the mother country, in
spite of the preferential tariff. How explain such facts ag
those? It is no question of dumping. The trade with the
States exceeds greatly that with the United Kingdom on
almost every class of articles except cutlery, although the
average preference on all iron and steel products works oug
at 29.3 per cent. Either American manufacturers produce
more cheaply than Englishmen, or Canadians and the people
of other countries prefer American to British goods. So fay
as Canada is concerned the preferential rate is several timeg
as great as any difference that might be accounted for by lesg
freight rates and promptness of delivery. In any eveng
there is no escape from the conclusion that the Americ .
steel trade is able to take care of itself, tariff or no tariff.

How about the clothing of the people, the employmeny
of those who make the material, and the opening to foreigy,
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textile manufacturers to compete? It may be stated as a
general proposition that American manufacturers, now that
their prognostications of evil, addressed to the heartless
congressmen and senators, have been disregarded, and the
blow to their industries so much dreaded has fallen, have
adopted a much more cheerful and hopeful tone. With the
exception of a few who have special reasons for alarm, they
express confidence that they can hold their own against the
foreigner. While the protective tariff had been operating,—
some economists would say in consequence of the protection,—
the capacity for production has been stimulated certainly
up to the domestic demand, and domestic competition has
held the price of fabrics far below the level of foreign prices
plus the percentage of protection. On practically all the
coarse and medium cotton goods that form the bulk of con-
sumption, American wholesale and retail prices are as low as
the English. A few months ago a Fall River millman sent,
on order, a consignment of ten thousand dollars worth of his
cloth to Montreal. When that merchandise crossed the
frontier a thousand dollars more duty was exacted than if
the same goods had come from Manchester. After all allow-
ances are made it is impossible to see how the transaction
could have been profitable to the Canadian importer unless
the goods were actually cheaper in Fall River than in Man-
chester. Some of the spinners of fine cotton yarns are
apprehensive but courageous. So far as their optimism is
justified, the effect of the tariff on manufacturer, on consumer,
and on foreign trade is to be inconsiderable.

The manufacturers whose material is wool are even more
hopeful than the makers of cotton. They have the benefit of
free wool; the price of their fabrics, like those of cotton
manufacturers, has been brought down by being subjected
to long years of domestic competition; they know that the
capacity of foreign looms is not sufficient to furnish more
than a trifling fraction of the consumption of ninety million
people; they notice with glee that already prices abroad
are advancing, which diminishes the power of the British
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and continental houses to undersell American products_
That some weak concerns will be forced out of business
quite probable. That the makers of fine textiles, where
element of labour cost is highly important, will suffer f
foreign competition and will find their profits curtailed,
also likely.

But,—repeating the original answer to the question p
with an addition and speaking with theaudacity of an unlicenseq
prophet,—that American industry has experienced or is -
experience disaster, that the country is to be deluged witlh
foreign goods, that unemployment is to increase, or that the
average American is to discern the slightest alleviation ipy
the cost of living as a consequence of the Democratic tariff
the present writer, a Republican and a convinced protectionist
in principle, does not for one moment believe.

EpwWARD STANWOOD



CANADA AND THE AMERICAN TARIFF

THERE are many signs that the truce in the tariff con-

troversy is coming to an end. Not since the nineties
has there been so much questioning of our existing fiscal
system. The reasons are not far to seek. The freer trade
party is once more in opposition, where parties are wont
to find time to become reacquainted with their ideals. At
the beginning of its long tenure of office, the Liberal party
made substantial reductions in customs rates, and it went out
of office in the attempt to do more. But midway it rested
on its oars. The country was prosperous as never before.
In the United Kingdom the Tariff Reform movement threat-
ened free trade in its inmost citadel. In the United States
the Dingley Tariff had banged, barred, and bolted the door
in the face of Canadian advocates of better terms. The
opposition, more protectionist than itself, provided no stim-
ulus. But now real changes in the situation both in Canada
and abroad, and the fresh drawing of lines at the time of the
reciprocity struggle, have revived in a measure Liberal zeal
for freer trade.

The combination of high prices and business depression
has brought the consumer to a more critical mood. It would
be a fanatical partizan who would hold the tariff solely or
mainly responsible for higher prices. Increasing gold supply,
the waste of war, inefficiency in production and in marketing,
changes in the ratio of producers to consumers, have obvious
weight. Yet it is equally fanatical to refuse to apply one
remedy because it is not a cure-all. The gold supply we
cannot materially alter; cooperative marketing, agricultural
education, require time for any marked effect. Better roads
and the parcel post are good steps towards efficiency, but not
the whole way. If the advocates of a lower tariff can show
that their proposal will bring immediate improvement, in
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wider resources of supply from abroad, and further improve~
ment later, through lowered costs of production at home,
they will have made out a case for action.

But it is mainly the lowering of the American tariff
which has changed the situation in Canada. Whether we
like it or not, we cannot deny the wide and pervasive influ~
ence which the United States has exerted on our economic
development. From the United States Canada derived its
later land system, the methods of surveying, the homesteaq
policy, the land grants to railways, the activities of the lanq
company and the subdivision expert. The cheese facto
and creamery and the fall fair have been borrowed andg
bettered. Later came the steam plough and the gasoline
tractor, the elevator and the manipulation of elevator grades_
“The railroads, from gauge, rolling stock, and organization’
to construction company methods and political inﬂuence,
show the power of American example, equally with the decima}
currency, the system of commercial accounts, and the pateng
law. Machinery and methods in factory and shop show,
close connexion. Organized labour and employers’ associations
mergers and methods of high finance, reveal the same in_:
fluence. The early waste of the United States warned, its late
repentance stimulated Canada to adopt the policy of con_
serving natural resources.

Doubtless, much of this parallel development has been
due to repetition of similar conditions rather than to imitation, .
doubtless Canada’s statesmen, manufacturers, merchants:

bankers, have in turn exercised no little influence on the %

development of the republic. Yet the fact of that influencg
remains, however neglected by most of our historians, an
it shows no sign of lessening. Consider simply the past year>
developments. We imported the parcel post via the Unit

States. For over thirty years it has been an establishe

and successful feature in the British postal system; ultrg_

imperialists as we are, we made no slightest move to adth
it. Then the United States took it up, and in a month eag
of our political parties was trying to beat the other to it
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The experience of Switzerland or Australia with the refer-
endum awakened few echoes here, but once Oregon had
adopted it Alberta followed suit, and Saskatchewan gave
its people the option of so doing. Rural cooperative
credit has been a commonplace in Europe for generations,
and in Ireland for over fifteen years, but it was not until the
United States had sent a commission abroad that the Saskat-
chewan government introduced its bill on the subject.
Commission government, and also the bad habit of multi-
plying civic authorities and dividing responsibility, which
commission government was devised to remedy, have come
north. Toronto, to take stock of the efficiency of its muni-
cipal government, summons a New York bureau, and a
Montreal newspaper probes or creates legislative corruption
through a New York detective agency. Then we thank God
modestly that we are not as these republicans and sinners.

The outstanding features of the new American tariff
are the abolition of duties on many foodstuffs, on sugar
(by 1916), on wool and on lumber, the sweeping reductions
in the textile and metal schedules, and a general substitution
of ad valorem for specific duties. Upon Canada the direct effect
has been, and will continue to be, to stimulate exportsin
a very marked degree. In the month of October, for example,
more cattle were exported than in the four fiscal years pre-
ceding. The farmer fares well on the whole, though not
so well as under the reciprocity proposals of 191 1, which would
have abolished, instead of merely reducing, the rates on horses,
hay, oats, butter and cheese, fruits and vegetables, and
would have given him an exclusive preference. The miner
is also benefited. Nova Scotia’s and British Columbia’s
coal is given free entrance, while the reduction on lead and
iron ore, gypsum, cobalt oxide, and building stone will still
further increase our rapidly expanding mineral exports. Sawn
lumber, laths, and shingles are made free; logs and pulpwood
remain free, as before; wood-pulp is made free, though a
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countervailing duty is still levied on paper coming from coun-
tries or provinces which impose export duties or license fees.
Our manufacturers of agricultural implements and of leathex
are among the notable gainers from the open market.

This outflow of exports has revived in miniature the
reciprocity controversy of 1911. There is little flag W&Ving’
it is true, but the economic arguments advanced are muech
the same as of yore. Again, we are told that the new tarify
arrangements put a premium on the export of raw products
and are thus deplorable on conservation and on protectioﬁ
grounds. The reciprocal free entry of wheat and flour jg
opposed because encouraging wheat mining, while the exporg
of cattle is said to have drained the country of young stoek
It may be recalled incidentally that the imperial preference
proposals, usually put forward as the alternative to an opex,
American market, avowedly looked to the colonies to remajy,
producers of raw materials and consumers of manufactureq
products. Doubtless, again, it would be highly desirable
if the western farmer would adopt the mixed farming theorieg
of his numerous advisers. But with labour supply scarce
with capital often lacking for the fencing, building, and stoclke..
buying which mixed farming demands, with a climate iy
many sections handicapping stock-feeding, progress musg
needs be slow, and grain growing must remain for years the
chief resource. As a matter of fact, the finished product
is now in most cases admitted to the United States on
favourable terms as the raw material. Cattle and swine areg
free, though oats and barley and peas are taxed; papey
enters free if no discrimination is imposed upon wood-pul
and flour follows the fortunes of wheat. And if the farme;-
has misjudged and shipped too much young stock, a supposj_
tion denied by Mr. J. A. Ruddick, Dairy Commissionex
who declares that it is chiefly the culls of the herd that hav¢
gone, time will bring prudence in estimating the foreign
well as the domestic market. One valid complaint on this
score may be made. Under the new tariff, milk and cre
enter the United States free while butter and cheese pay duty, .

>

e T
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it is not difficult to understand why forty cheese factories
in Eastern Ontario closed down this past fall. Under the
reciprocity proposals, it may be noted, butter and cheese
would also have entered free.

It is the city consumer, compelled to pay American
prices, who is pitied. Some farm journals have found poetic
justice in the fact that the city voters who defeated reciprocity
are now paying reciprocity prices for what the farmer sells,
while not enjoying the lower prices reciprocity would have
involved on other commodities. This feeling is natural
perhaps, but not justified. It is sympathy rather than recrim-
ination that is called for; the average city voter was, equally
with the farmer, only clay in the hands of the patriotic
politician. Wherever the responsibility lies, the city consumer
cannot now dam the outward flow. He must seek compen-
sation in wider sources of supply, and, in common with the
consumer in American cities, look to better farming methods,
a more adequate rural labour supply, more efficient marketing,
to bring permanent improvement. The pinch of high prices
has at last awakened us to the seriousness of the rural problem.

The vested rights of our railways to haul Saskatchewan
wheat to the Atlantic seaboard are again brought forward.
Canada owes much to its railways and its great railway
managers, it is true, but it has paid the debt in ful] in the
past, and given a mortgage on much of its future to boot.
Why build a Hudson Bay Railway or seek an outlet via
Vancouver and the Panama Canal if these vested rights
of eastward carriage exist? Canadian railways, with their
seven thousand miles of road in the United States, have never
hesitated to seek north and south traffic when it paid them.
In view of the fact that over half the Canadian grain ex-
ported to Europe this past year was shipped by United States
routes, it would be more fitting to investigate why Canadian
railroads and steamships secured less than half of the traffic
that did offer than to demand that the Saskatchewan farmer
be compelled to ship his wheat a wasteful five thousand miles
eastward—as like asnot by Buffalo and New York orBaltimore.



50 THE UNIVERSITY MAGAZINE

The indirect effect of the lowering of the United States
tariff will be to strengthen the demand for a reduction in our
own tariff. Example counts for much. In the United
Kingdom the Tariff Reform movement has fizzled out. Ten
years of industrial prosperity and rapidly growing foreign
trade have opportunely seconded the theoretic arguments
offered in defence of free trade. In face of the wide oppo-
sition to a tax on food or raw materials the Unionisg
leaders have now dropped this part of their programme, :
and with it the basis for the proposed preference to the colon~ %
ies which was to cement the empire. Add the defeat of g
protection in its chief stronghold, and the Canadian advocate B
of freer trade has reason to believe that he is in the main curreng
of progress, not fighting against it.

But the United States influences us not by example alonea
but by direct connexion. Hitherto any one who wished tq
discuss the advisability of protection, not in a vacuum, bug
with definite relation to existing Canadian conditions, hag
been forced to recognize the special difficulties created by—‘
the neighbourhood of a great protectionist nation. It mighg
well be argued that if the United States barricaded its own
borders, and we left our doors open, the United States many< 3
facturer would have a market of a hundred plus eight millioy,
people, while the Canadian would have only a share of the
eight million market, with consequent smaller scale o
production, higher prices, and inability to compete. In gq
far as the American market becomes open to our own pro._
ducers, this, the strongest argument for protection, is we ‘
ened. Are there any qualifying considerations to be bornQ
in mind? :

First, there is the consideration that the reduction ju
the American tariff may not be permanent. A Demg_
cratic party, under the leadership of a Wilson, once beer&,
put through a measure of tariff reform only to see it SWept.‘fi
away three years later by the Dingley Bill. Yet history is ngy
likely to repeat itself. The whole attitude of mind of t},
American public has changed. Tariff protection is noyy
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looked upon as one of the special privileges of wealth which
are under suspicion. The means by which the sugar and
woollen and steel schedules were manipulated are too well
known to permit repetition. The producer has come to be
identified with the great corporation. Probably it will be
some years before further sweeping reductions are made;
possibly the. Roosevelt party, if victorious, will endeavour to
adopt some form of Australia’s new protection, safeguarding
employer, workman, consumer, and everybody else; but
a reversion to high protection seems most improbable. In
any event, before important changes can possibly be made
in Canada, the permanence of the Underwood tariff will have
been tested.

Again, it will be urged that even after the reductions
that have been made the United States tariff is no lower
than Canada’s. It has been pointed out that the average
rate adopted in the United States is 26 per cent., and that the
average duty levied on dutiable imports brought into
Canada is only slightly over 26 per cent. Such a compari-
son, however, takes no account of the free list in either case,
while the percentage levied on the goods which actually
enter is no indication of the rates fixed on goods whose en-
trance is practically prohibited. Let us compare some of
the more important articles which enter into the ultimate
consumer’s budget or are of primary importance in pro-
duction. The first three schedules include most, of the impor-
tant commodities but the fourth is naturally less complete,
though fairly representative. Where not otherwise indicated,
the figures are ad valorem percentages.

Foop Srturrs UnrteD CANADA
STATES  PREFERENTIAL GENERAL

Wheat flour, perbbl. ........ .. Free .40 .60
Oatmeal, perewt............... .30 .40 .60
Biscuits, unsweetened......... ... Free 159, 25%,
Sugar, per cwt. above 16 Dutch

sandard. S s e Free i 1.08

(after 1916)

T e R T S e e Free Free Free
B I T e RN S e Free Free Free

Eggaperdosen. ... 000 Free .02 03
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Foop STUFFS UNITED CANADA
SraTEs PREFERENTIAL GENERAL,
Butter,perlb..i.........cciiennn 023 .03 : :
Cheese,perlb.....0.. oo iias 20% .02 .03
Meats, fresh perlb.n.o.p......... Free .02 .03
FishperIb.. .. ... .iiincinspiie Free .05 .01
fresh water
and n.o.p.
Fruit, tropieal. . ........c.c.enne Duty, Free Free
varying
Fruit, apples, peaches, pears, etc.,
per bushel.............c.cnt .10 Varying
CLOTHING
Woollens, tweeds. . . ....ooovnvnes 35% 30 35
Woollens, dress goods, n.a.p...... 35 30 35
Woollens, blankets . ............. 15 20% 35
Woollen clothing. ............... 35 30 35 5
Cotton fabrics ......... S 7% to 30 15-25 25-32%
Cotton clothing ........c...oo0n 30 25 35
Boots and shoes.............o.nn Free 20 30
Qille fabries o .. ... iviids e 45 17% 30
Yoo c iy aay ol e e T 60 25 35
DeInondR. .. v o v e b e 10 Free Free
House FURNISHINGS
Furniture, wooden............... 15 20 30
Mable odtlary. -0 i Ui, 15 20 30
Aawoare s nE ot L ey 20 15 25
CRrpets. i .o o dwy v ampaignadi e 20-35 25 35
PropucTiON MATERIALS
Bricks, common. ..............-- 10 123 223
Clepent, PEIOWL. .. 0. o ui L Free .08 123
Structural iron and steel. ........ 10 22% 35
Paiodae: o ch Rassialiinnss nl sl 15 20 30
Lumber, dressed both sides. ... ... Free 173 25
TLumber, dressed one side......... Free Free Free
Steel rails, perton.......... .0 20% $4.50 $7.00
Steel bridges. ......cvvviireen. 20 22% 35
Railway Cars......ccovvevirae-es 20 20 30
Toocomotives & v i, . il e 15 22% 35
Casoline engines. . .............. 20 15 27%
Mining machinery............... 20 Free Free
Hided T i o S e oV Free Free Free =
Tonther ™ . ool Siasa s aiver s Free 10-12% 15
Harness and saddlery............ Free 20 30
Mowers, harvesters, etc. ......... Free 12% 17
Ploughs. i . ..evnsnsrasiicaias Free 12% 203
WAZEODS. o0t st essr navnasion ennse Free 17% 25
Cream Separators .............:- Free Free Free

Coal, bituminous, ton............ Free .35 53
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Except in clothing, the balance is weighted against the
Canadian consumer and the Canadian producer.

Henceforth it will be necessary for those Canadian pro-
ducers to whom the American market has been opened to
offer convincing reasons why they should not be content
with equality in both markets. True, there may be obstacles
in the way of their entrance even with tariff bars down.
Canadian millers complain to-day that they could not com-
pete in the United States because of the duties levied on their
milling machinery ; the contention is a suggestive one. Adver-
tising expense or settled trade connexions may make it
difficult to secure a footing; but this is one of the difficulties
which every industry in the western or southern states, com-
peting against established eastern establishments, has to face.

The time has come for more detailed and discriminate
study of the tariff. In the first place, whatever stimulus be
given to the freer trade movement by recent developments,
it will be many a day before Canada will have free trade as
they have it in England. Protectionist ideas are strong in
eastern Canada; the radicalism of the western farmer is
balanced by the standpat tendencies of the east, where the
centres of industry and finance have gained in numbers and
political strength at the expense of the country districts.
Quite apart from this fact, the need of dealing tenderly with
vested interests, and the desire to see how the changes in the
United States work out will prevent any immediate sweeping
changes. Even the out-and-out free trader, therefore, should
not refuse the half-loaf of amore scientifie, or at least a more
discriminating tariff, while waiting for the whole loaf of the
future.

Again, we cannot hope or afford to produce everything
in Canada. The Manufacturers’ Association, two years ago,
it is true, committed itself to the ambitious programme of
“not admitting that there was any article that could not at
some point in Canada, and in time, be successfully manu-
factured.” If the capital and labour at our disposal were
unlimited, if we were equally equipped for producing every
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article, it might be good economy to pursue this high aimng_
But as facts are, it simply means neglecting the work in whick
we have superior advantages to take up work in which we
are handicapped. When the president of a great Canadiap
industry makes it his ambition to do the work of the book_
keeper, the typewriter, the salesman, the office-boy, as wely
as his own, it will be time enough to apply the same principla
to the national economy.

If we accept as elementary facts, for some years to come,
then the existence of a strong protectionist sentiment in ea.sf,.s
ern Canada, and the need for discriminating as to whielk,
industries are to be given the benefit of this sentiment, the
case is clear for studying the tariff schedule by schedule, in_
stead of lauding or denouncing it in bulk. Whether by g
tariff commission or otherwise, we should have available
the facts as to the possible market for an industry, its rela.ti.:.ll
to other industries, any permanent or temporary handica,
under which it labours, prices here and abroad, the ex1stenee’ :
of combines in the industry, the capitalization and proﬁt,a
or losses of the chief establishments. Even with this infop_
mation there will be room for differences of deductlon
Without it our tariff framers are guessing in the dark, playin
blindfolded against experts who know every card. Doubtlegg
this evidence will often be difficult to get, and some claiman
of protection will not be anxious to give it. Yet the theory 2
of protection demands that we have it. Surely if an
wise government is to be relied upon to counteract the effee
of laissez-faire nature, the government must be all-knowi
as well, and must be aware just how much handicap the hom
producer endures. It will be a good many years before w
will live up to the theories of the free trade minority. Meax, _
time, why not really live up to the protectionist theories of
the majority?

The second part of the United States Tariff Act introdue
the income tax as an important feature of the federal taxatio
system, which, also, will be not without significance f()‘_
Canada.

-~

0. D. SkKELTON



THE BEGGAR AND THE ANGEL

AN angel burdened with self-pity,
Came out of heaven to a modern city.

He saw a beggar on the street,
Where the tides of traffic meet.

A pair of brass-bound hickory pegs
Brought him his pence instead of legs.

A mongrel-dog to the seat was tied,
Poodle—upon the mother’s side.

The angel stood and thought upon
This poodle-haunted beggar-man.

“My life is grown a bore,” said he,
““One long round of sciamachy;

“I think I'll do a little good,
By way of change from angelhood.”

He drew near to the beggar grim,
And gravely thus accosted him:

“How would you like, my friend, to fly
All day through the translucent sky;

“To pass beyond the planets seven,
And even to enter the orthodox heaven?

“If you would care to know this joy,
I will surrender my employ,

“And take your ills, collect your pelf,
An humble beggar like yourself.
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“For ages you these joys may know,
While I shall suffer here below;

“And in the end we both may gain
Access of pleasure from my pain.”

The stationary vagrant said,
“T do not mind, so go ahead.”

The angel told the heavenly charm.
He felt a wing on either arm;

“@Good-day,” he said, ‘“‘this floating’s queer,
If I should want to change next year—?"’

«“Pull out that feather!” the angel said,
“The one half black and the other half red.”

The cripple cried, ““Before you're through
You may get fagged, and if you do,—”

The angel, superciliously—
“My transformed friend, don’t think of me.

“T shall be happy day and night,
In doing what I think is right.”

“So s0,” the feathered beggar said,
“ Good-bye, I am just overhead.”

The angel when he grasped the dish,

Began to criticize his wish.

The seat was hard as granite rocks,
His real legs were in the box.

His knees were cramped, his shins were sore,
The lying pegs stuck out before.
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In vain he clinked the dish and whined,
The passers-by seemed deaf and blind.

As pious looking as Saint Denis,
An urchin stole his catch-penny.

And even the beggar’s drab-fleeced poodle
Began to know him for a noodle.

“It has an uncelestial scent,
The clothing of this mendicant;”

He cried, “That trickling down my spine
Is anything but hyaline.

“This day is like a thousand years:
I'd give an age of sighs and tears

“To see with his confectioned grin,
One cherub sitting on his chin.

“The cripple was by far too sly.
I wish he’d tumble from the sky,

“That things might be as they were before.
I really cannot stand much more!”’

The beggar in the angel’s guise,
Rose far above the smoky skies.

But, being a beggar, never saw
The charm of the compelling law

That turned the swinging universe:
"T'was gloomy as an empty purse.

Often with heaven in his head,
He blundered on a planet dead.
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And when, with an immortal fuss,
He singed his wings at Sirius,

He plucked the feather with his teeth,
The charm was potent, and beneath

He saw the turmoil of the way
Grown wilder at the close of day,

With the sad poodle, can in hand,
The angel still at the old stand.

“My friend,” said the angel, hemming and hummin ¢

“Truly I thought you were never coming.”’

“That’s an unhandsome thing to say,
As I have only been gone a day.

“But there’s nothing in all your brazen sky
To match the cock of that poodle’s eye.”

“Take your dish and give me my wings,
"Tis but a fair exchange of things.”

The beggar felt his garments’ rot,
The horn ridge of each callous spot;

He clinked his can and was content,
His poverty was permanent.

Duncan CAMPBELL ScoTT

M ‘



MUST WE BE AMERICANS

IT has always been somewhat of a surprise to me that

amongst the numerous international questions, great
and small, which from time to time engage the argumentative
talents of the people on both sides of our southern boundary
that of “America” and “American” is so little discussed.
When it does happen to be discussed how little finality there is
about the argument! Nobody seems equipped with any re-
liable historical data on the subject: no one, whether Canadian
or inhabitant of the United States, seems to regard the usage
of the term ‘“American” as anything but arbitrary; and one
side commonly charges the other with an arrogant assump-
tion of what should be amongst a nation’s proudest senti-
mental possessions, that is, its national title, which arrogation
the other, to the amazement of certain students of history,
would seem tacitly to admit.

Now, of course, all this is wrong. Not only is the attitude
wrong and the consequences productive of error, but I think
I can show that the misunderstanding and misuse of the terms
“America” and “American” are seriously damaging to Can-
adian, Brazilian, Mexican, Argentine interests, and indeed the
interests of all the nationalities in the western hemisphere,
including, though in a lesser degree, America itself.

In the last clause of the foregoing sentence the reader will
find the phrase which is at the bottom of the whole trouble.
It seems to beg the question at issue. Let us, therefore, state
at the outset, what America artually is.

No student of national nomenclature needs to be remind-
ed that the popular titles of tribes, races, and countries are in
their origin obscure, arbitrary, indeterminate, and transient.
In one age a nation is called one thing; in another age another,
In his enumeration of the German tribes Tacitus does not
even mention the Franks; yet this tribe came to give its name
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to Gaul. It was not until the reign of Charlemagne that ¢,
Goths, Bavarians, Germans, Thuringians, Swedes, and Ngop
wegians received the general denomination of Germans. Yo
there was still no Germany; nor Deutschland nor Allemagy, o
nor any of the names by which the subjects of the Germ
Kaiser know themselves or are known to-day by other natioy,
The origin and limitations of a national title have very little
do with the popular application of it in subsequent ages. T
point need not be laboured: every European country furnish
an example. We will pass on to the case of America.

The name America was applied (first in 1507) to all
vague territory south of the equator, the northernmg e
limits of which Columbus thrice visited, and died believwj
to be India. “It is the strangest accident in the history,
geographical discovery,” writes Admiral Markham, “that ¢
greatest continent discovered by Columbus should not hg
received his name, even the name of any other discovere,
but that it should be known by the Christian name of a g
vision merchant whose short experience of the sea began =
advanced middle life, and who never even commanded
expedition of discovery.”

As time wore on, however, and the vague territe,.
began to be explored and settled, we find the use of the te 3
‘““ America” by no means so general as that of separate te
for particular countries in the western hemisphere. Thus,
find Peru, Mexico, Guiana, Chili, Hispaniola spoken of univ
sally in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, and Amerl
but rarely, and then only as if it were improperly applj.
Indeed, Peter Heylin, in his ‘“Cosmographie ” (1666) rem
that “America’” is an improper name for the New Wgqyo
“Since Sebastian Cabot touched at many places whs
Amerigo Vespucei never saw and Columbus first led the vy
it might as properly have been called Columbana, Sebastig,
or Cabotia.”

Amongst the English, with the growth of the Eng
Atlantic sea-board colonies, we note the gradual tendil
in the speeches and writings of the late seventeenth

=
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early eighteenth centuries to apply ‘“America’” to those
colonies collectively. Nor is this practice confined to the
English alone. In the dispatches of the French Minister
Colbert and his successors, “ America” is frequently accepted
as a term to denote the English-speaking colonies in contra-
distincetion to Canada or New France, Florida and Louisiana,
Examine books, letters and speeches in George II’s reign and
you will find ‘“America”’ constantly employed in this sense.
Any student may multiply instances for himself. But if any
one wishes to see a concrete illustration let him look at the out-
line of the North-American continent on the Louisbourg
medal of 1758, reproduced in Sir John Bourinot’s “Canada.”
There the, continent is occupied by two distinct countries,
Canada t(;Xhe north and America to the south. Other maps
are extant in which the continent is shown faintly labelled in
wide-spreading capitals “North America,” while Canada,
America, Louisiana, and Florida, and sometimes California
are denominated as divisions thereof. Coming down a little
further we find in the discussions in the British parliament on
the Quebec Bill (1774) Thurlow saying, ‘‘The cause of America
is not the cause of Canada ; nor are the origins and the insti-
tutions of Canada those of America.” I rejoice,” ecried
Chatham, in a famous speech, “that America has resisted.”
Now, if America were considered at that period to be the
continents of North America and South America, instead of
thirteen English colonies, occupying less than a twentieth part
of the territory of those continents, he would hardly have used
that precise phrase. Moreover, we must remember that long
before this the inhabitants of the English colonies had taken
‘““America” peculiarly to themselves. Their country was
America par excellence and they were Americans.

Some people have supposed, I cannot imagine upon what
grounds, that the assumption of the national title America by
the Americans is of recent date. True, when the American
Republic was founded there were some purists who questioned
the restricted use of the title “ America”; and there were even
some who suggested to Jefferson the “ United States of Colum-
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bia.” Others, erroneously supposing ‘ United States of Americg?»
to refer to the continent, proposed ‘‘United States of North
America’’ in the Declaration of Independence. But Jeffersay,
knew precisely what he was doing; and his friend Ad
approving, wrote, ‘I see no impropriety, inasmuch as the title
is now commonly conceded to ourselves.” ;
The Articles of Confederation were framed in the followg_
ing year. United States is there a mere political term: thy, -
title of the country is America. ‘‘Whereas, the delegates of the‘"‘;
United States of America, in Congress assembled did,. . . .. e
in the second year of the independence of America.” If at th&i; :
period America was not a country but a hemisphere, what '
sort of phraseology was this? Was Canada independeng9
Was Mexico independent? Was Brazil? or Peru? or the W&St"\"
Indies? S
Then, at the close of this notable document, we find ¢ :
words: ¢ Done at Philadelphia.......... in the third Year
of the independence of AMERICA.” The capitals, I hasten .
add, are those of the official seribe who engrossed the Artieles;’
of Confederation. So convinced, indeed, were those earyy
patriots that their country was America and they themselv;;
the Americans, that they would probably have taken it as "
additional grievance, had any other nation questioned their ri
to do so. True, other nations in the western world might hayx,,
challenged this right; but why should they? Did any Canadj 5
Mexican, Brazilian, or Peruvian, dissatisfied with their o
national epithets, envy the revolted colonists their ity
and demand some share in the eponymous glory of Amerj, -
Vespucci? No, America was America, Canada was Ca,n ;
and Mexico was Mexico. ‘‘I was born an American, I live =
American, I shall die an American,”’ fervidly declared Da,n?u '
Webster. The custom of the best writers and speakers in ¢ N
language, Gibbon, Burke, Fox, Pitt, Washington, H :
ton, Macaulay, Carlyle, Dickens, Sydney Smith, Emerge,
Longfellow, and Hawthorne, for a full century sanctio:
the exclusive adoption of *America” by the United Stg,
of America. As the late Mr. Whitelaw Reid, in his addpe
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before the American Society in London on November 30th,
1905, replying to the toast of “The American Ambassa-
dor,” said, “Are you going to reject the name sanctioned by
generations of use and embedded in the best English literature?
‘Let us learn,” said Edmund Burke in his speech on American
Taxation, ‘to leave the Americans as they anciently stood, and
all these unhappy distinctions willdie out.’ I venture to suggest,
I even presume to assert, that a use in three centuries confers,
even in England, a title that will hold as long as grass grows
and water runs.”

Convinced of this truth, the late John Hay issued, in
1901, his famous order to the embassies and consulates
of the United States of America, that thereafter they were
to be denominated officially American Embassies and
American Consulates, and the occupants thereof to be de-
nominated American Ambassadors and American Consuls.
“It will be subject to misapprehension,” he wrote, “on the
part of many ill-informed persons, who will conceive that we
are arrogating to ourselves the title of the continent. But we
are not: our country is one thing and the continent is another;
and we are now merely formally asserting what the fathers of
the Republic bestowed and which we inherited.”

After this, it should seem strange indeed that any English-
man or Canadian, or, indeed, any co-partner of either of the
two great divisions of the western hemisphere, should challenge
the right of the Americans to the national title of America,
For, strangely enough, all seemed agreed that the citizens of
the republic situated between Canada and Mexico were
Americans. Canadians long resented being called Americans.
Mexicans and those of the other Latin races objected to being
described as “los Americanos.”

But ignorance and prejudice are powerful factors to
combat. There, for instance, was the fallacy of the American
continent or the continent of America. Is there a continent
of America? If so, what are its boundaries? For North
America and South America no more, even before the cutting
of the isthmus, constituted a single continent than—parvis
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componere magna—Northampton and Southampton conjoine a &
made Hampton.

All this would be tolerably manifest and the world woul -
not be submitted to the present titular confusion if there hag
not been, within the last decade, an accession and growth of
new conditions all tending to revive the old fallacies. Fil‘sﬁ
came the Pan-American idea, a strictly American inventig,
itself formulated to exploit the Monroe Doctrine, which ;.
turn means, if it means anything, the control by the Unj n
States of America of the destinies of the countries 0CCUPy iy,
the continents of North America and South America. M rg B
Elihu Root and other shrewd American public men were 0;
slow to perceive that, having taken the title America to them o
selves and having established their right to it, they Wer;%
thereby placed in a most favourable position, owing to ¢ o2
existence of the continental designations North America g p
South America, for occasionally enlarging the scope of its
finition so as to cover their own ulterior objects. Thus it
be noticed, Mr. Root, Mr. Roosevelt, and President Wiy ay
at one time speak of America as if the term were strig ﬁ
limited to the United States of America. “America,” Saj d 3
Mr. Roosevelt, “‘regards with satisfaction the efforts of By 2
to establish a lasting peace and prosperity within her borde

“ America,” says Mr. Woodrow Wilson in his “ Histo
the American People,” after referring to Russia, England,
Germany, ‘“ America, with the other nations, sent troops to
relief of the legations.” ‘‘America played her part with
spicuous success.” ‘“The new functions of America in
East were plain enough for all to see.” And his president.
addresses are full of similar references to America and <« s
functions,” and ‘‘ her destiny.”

At another time, contingencies arise when it is politiqs.

America, Central America, Latin America, and South Ame )
are imported freely into documents and discussions as if g3
were cognate terms and the peoples of those regions W .'

cognate with Americans. If I were to say that this practice .
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policy were perplexing to international spectators of events
in our half of the universe, I should use too mild a term. It
obfuscates them. Knowing nothing of the prescriptive and the
subsequent formally-asserted right to which I have alluded,
their public men and newspapers flounder about ludicrously
in their efforts to extract the real America from all this welter
of Latin Americas, Anglo-Saxon Americas, British Americas,
Central Americas, Pan-Americas, and North and South
Americas. And now, to complete this picture, comes along the
Berliner Tageblatt with a not-too-flattering description of
“Canadian America.”

Surely, this last is too much. The worm, long patient,
long uneasy, long restless under irritation, will turn at last.
Canadians must protest. The Brazilians, Argentinians, the
Bolivians, Mexicans must protest. America must be told and
told plainly, Britain must be told, France, Germany, and the
politicians, company-promoters, and geographers of the entire
universe must be told, that America is the country of the
Americans, and that the nations of these two mighty continents
have no more in common with each other, because the names
of those continents serve to celebrate the mythical exploits of
Amerigo Vespucei, than have the nations of any two other
continents. There is a bond, and a very intimate bond, be-
tween an Austrian and a German: there js a bond between a
Norwegian and a Swede ; but what possible nexus—racial,
political, lingual, or moral—is there between Peruvians and
Canadians? Why should the London T'imes or the Berliner
Tageblatt call them both Americans?

America cannot eat her cake and have it, too. If she is
firmly fixed and rooted in her resolve to be America, it behoves
all the other nations, but chiefly our own, in this hemisphere
to guard jealously the limitations of the title; to see that it
expresses a strict geographical entity, and does not continue
to be a loose and convenient expression for the hemisphere
itself. For Canada, it is my firm conviction, after twenty
years’ observation from the vantage-ground of Europe, stands
to lose far more from this confusion of nomenclature than those

b e
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others. Pan-Americanism can rob them only of their politie,
freedom: us it ecan deprive of our character and our markeg
If Canadian products are to pass as American; if our securitj,
are to be quoted in the London press under the headqj
“ American securities” ; if no care is taken to insist at all tixg,
and in all places on a distinction which is of the utmost g,
portance to our national pride and our national future, wi,
guarantee have we for our moral and commercial integrity-
a people?

It is a thousand pities, as the old cosmographer, Pe
Heylin, lamented, that this northern continent at least sho
not be re-named Cabotia. No one would object; not even 3,
map-makers, not even the owners of obsolete maps. To plygey
—nay, not to pluck, but to remove gently, part of the mag,, ;
strous laurel-wreath that encumbers the brows of one ;
never set foot on this continent—‘‘a provision merchant,>>
quote again Admiral Markham, ““whose short experience of
sea began in advanced middle life and who never even ecqy,,
manded an expedition of discovery,” would cause no hesg
burnings anywhere.

Alas, I fear it is too late; as the same writer says, “hap,
and the map-makers eventually overcame justice,” both
Columbus and to Cabot. o

But let us not exacerbate the injustice. Conditieq,.,
change, national titles evolve, new nations emerge into bejy,
old names contract or are swallowed up by others.
graphy is always in a state of flux. The labours of the ca
graphers are ever being erased and modified. Which of the
a century ago would have dreamt of Canada, which begay,
a collection of huts on the banks of the St. Lawrence, bej
writ so large on the map of the Western world—the C on ¢
Pacific coast and the final A on the Atlantic! %

Even in 1867 the title did not embrace Nova Scotig,
British Columbia, New Brunswick, Manitoba, or Prj
Edward Island. Yet since that date the name Canada y =
grown dear to us. It is our homeland, and milliong 3
Canadians watch with pride the growth of the rising na.tiQ

-
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We will, if necessity arises, ardently defend our title. We have
no use, as a distinct branch and division of the British
Empire, for another, and least of all have we need of the
titles “ America’” and ‘“ American.”” These are employed and
are capable of being usefully and appropriately employed
to describe another and a neighbouring nation.

BeckLEs WILLsON

RODIN’S ADAM

He stands, new-moulded from the drowsy dust,
Full-grown to all life’s savage mysteries,
Feeling the stuff of self in struggling knees
And sagging limbs; still burdened with slow lust,
—Earth’s dazed desire for nescience neath the crust
Of Earth! His strength unfolds, ev'n as the trees
Unfold their young, bewildered leaves; he sees
Not yet, from heavy eyes, God’s imposed trust.

O Adam, myth-crowned father of our kind,
I did not dream that thou couldst be so faint,
Nor feel humanity as some dull shame
That bound an eagle-spirit in restraint.
Who shall oppress that massive brow with blame,
Although Jehovah’s warning found thee blind?

MaRrY LiNpA BRADLEY

e



VOTES FOR WOMEN

HIGH authority on constitutional law says that it_:
requires a great deal of time to have opinions. The
object of every reformer is, therefore, not so much to conve
people to any particular way of thinking, as to make them-
realize that in the vast mass of ready made statements—__
many of them handed down from generation to generatiqy,
for centuries—there is a great deal which, in the light of g =
advanced or altered social and spiritual condition of society,
no longer applies. In other words, the reformer’s objeet 25
to make people realize that there is a problem, that there in
something to think about with reference to matters Whieh
the average man and woman have taken for granted. :
The question of women’s suffrage falls into this catego :
Some centuries ago it was the question whether the individyy gy
was to possess the liberty of holding, and of professing, ¢
religious faith which answered to his individual spirit ’
needs. Luther’s claim that the masses should have the righ :
and the opportunity to read the Bible met with the mc-&t
ardent opposition, not only on account of heresy but because o
the sincere conviction in the minds of many that it woyy
not “be safe to trust the common people with the word _ o
God.” For many centuries religious liberty for the individ of
had been held as utterly incompatible with the keeping upw
any established social order and government of a state. b
Far more recently the political privilege which freg, =
times immemorial had been held by the aristocracy of S
nations, the privilege to make and to administer the laws an,
to exercise control over conditions by which unrepresen
classes were to be governed was questioned, denied, an,
abolished by the common people. d
The right of a dominant race to exercise absolute
prietary powers over other subject races; the right to buy, &:é

£8

LE
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to sell human beings at will, a right which the strong
exercised over the weak ever since the remotest days of which
historical records have reached us, which the Bible even
seems to accept without comment, this immemorial right was
challenged and finally abolished less than fifty years ago.
Antiquity is not a proof of finality.

The problem of woman suffrage which, though only a
part of a general movement, is its culminating point, has its
roots in, and grows directly out of these problems. It is
indeed but a further, perhaps the last, chapter in the great
history of the emancipation of the individual, black or white,
rich or poor, male or female, from social and political
disability imposed upon him or her on account of birth alone.
This is the true meaning of democracy. It is not that all
persons shall, or indeed ever can, be absolutely equal in
intellect, moral power, influence, and wealth, and in the
position among their fellows which is determined by the
possession of these qualities. Democracy does not imply
identity or equality in social status. The essence of democracy
is the removal of all artificial restrictions which bar the way to
the progress, development, and advancement, be it economic,
social, or political, of any individual or of any class on account
of birth, colour, religious creed, or sex alone. Democracy
does not deal with people in herds or in sections. It says to
each individual: “The road is clear. Go forth, and in your
struggle onwards no one shall have the right to say to you,
these are the limits of your sphere,” or, “a further advance
will injure your peculiar disposition and qualities, and I shall
therefore take it upon myself to prevent your exceeding what
I consider to be your limits.” As one of the most eloquent
preachers asked half a century ago: “Hag God made woman
capable, morally, physically, intellectually, of taking part in
all human affairs? Then what God made her able to do, there
is strong argument that He intended her to do. Our divine
sense of justice tells us that the being who is to be governed
by laws should first assent to them, that the being who is
taxed shall have a voice in fixing the character and amount
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of the financial burden whieh it is to bear. Then, if woman
made responsible before the law, if she is admitted to
gallows, to the gaol, and to the tax lists, we have no T
to debar her from the ballot box.” -

Practically all the arguments against women’s suffrs
fall under three categories: Some people say that they do
believe in women’s suffrage, when really what they do =
believe in is representative government. They observe
deficiencies created by our system of party government; th

watch the abuse of electoral privileges; the comparaty

civic incompetency of a considerable portion of the existj

electorate, the periodical occurrence of unseemly proceedir
in the various parliaments, and they are disgusted. .
persons will do well to study the probable conditions ung
which they themselves and the class to which they belo:
would have to live to-day if the three Reform Bills and
British North America Act had never been passed, and w
the whole population of Great Britain, Ireland, and
Colonies still governed exclusively by the privileged class
land-owners of Great Britain, who until then controlled ‘
election of the House of Commons, whilst they themselves th,
as to-day, occupied a majority of the seats in the House
Lords. ‘
The British Constitution allowed this state of thim
but the people arose and claimed that the spirit of the Brit
tradition of fair play, justice, and liberty was against it.
claimed that every class should have the right to pro
its own interests directly instead of having to depend o
the sense of justice, generosity, or protection of another ¢}
And they won on all points—where men were CONCery
Women to-day still continue to live under condi
denounced as “a stigma’ by Mr. Gladstone, when speal
of the then unenfranchised status of the agricultural labo
«Tt is an intolerable injustice to inflict the stigma of elect,
disfranchisement on any man,” he exclaimed in 1884,
on the same occasion, he caused his supporters to aban,
an amendment to the Bill which was to enfranchise won

(1)
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This brings us to the second category of the anti-suffrage
arguments. Some people think that they do not believe in
women’s suffrage, when really what they do not believe is
that women are persons. They have thought of women as
“wives,” “mothers,” “daughters”; and though they have
been obliged to admit the existence of the female stenographer,
shop assistant, clerk, physician, even of the female mayor and
city councillor, they cannot as yet fully grasp the fact that in
addition to her private relationship to some man, a woman
is still a social unit, a citizen, a subject, a person. The fact
of her being somebody’s wife, or daughter, or sister, has
nothing to do with her being a tax-payer. She remains
personally responsible for her observance or non-observance
of the law of the land. She is equally affected by war, con-
ditions of climate, finance, industry, national prosperity or
adversity. All these matters affect women as well as men,
and women should have the right to help decide all questions
of policy for precisely the same reason that men possess this
right. Yet how deeply rooted this androcentric view of
society still is was illustrated again on the occasion when the
Naval Bill was before the House of Commons. “Shall it be,”
said the premier on that occasion, ‘‘that we, contributing
to that defence of the whole Empire, shall have absolutely,
as citizens of this country, no voice whatever in the councils
of the Empire? I do not think that such would be a tolerable
condition.” Unless the premier contemplated a measure for
the enfranchisement of all the adult women of the Dominion,
it is perfectly evident that he had, as many others had before
him, entirely forgotten at the time, that women in Canada
are one-half of the people and that the condition which he
describes as ‘‘not tolerable”” for the male half of the population
of Canada is one under which the other, the female half,
habitually has to live. “To exclude all women, a whole sex,
from representative government,” said John Stuart Mill,
““is tantamount to saying that women are not called upon to
take an interest in the affairs of the nation.” Yet, what
nation can hope to possess public spirited men as long as it
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discourages its mothers from taking that interest in its collea_
tive concerns which only direct responsibility can create ang
keep up?

But, comes the great objection, woman must remgaj
within her sphere, which is the home. If, by one’s sphere ;
meant the place where one’s daily occupation lies, then the
place of those women who are wives and mothers, and ha""e
husbands who can, and will, support them and their childrel1 _
will certainly be within the four walls of their home. In this’
same sense a man’s place is the office or work-shop or farm oy 3
pulpit. Nobody’s place is the polling booth. To be a Votey
does not mean sitting in parliament. Only a small number of
voters are able or willing to stand for election to that au
body and, if duly elected, parliament becomes their Propey
sphere. For the rest of the electors the recording of theirb =
ballots once every few years represents not so much the Powey =
to govern as the power to indict, to call to account th
who govern them. This power to call the government
account, if it should fail to pursue a policy acceptable to
majority of its electors, an unenfranchised portion of ¢
population does not possess. Where women are not electo,
parliament is not responsible to women, and their interests
wishes are not directly represented. Even when legislation N
passed affecting the special interests of women,—for instan :
the hours and time of work in factories, their admission ¢.”
or exclusion from, certain trades and professions, and th, .
minimum wage,—such laws are dealt with entirely as See!):.:-
best to the representatives of the male electorate, and in B
case are the women themselves consulted. This inabilit“k
to control legislation brings with it hardships which incre&%t‘
with the advent of every newly enfranchised male sectjey.
of the population. It becomes increasingly hard since, durg ll
this last century, the introduction of power-driven machingy. >
has forced the woman of the working classes to the facto
in order to continue to do that share of her economie oy
productive work which she used a century ago to do at honl ¥
by which she then, as now, contributed her share towal‘?;

a
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the support of herself and of the household to which she
belongs, as wife, mother, or daughter. She has, thus, reluct-
antly in many cases, become the competitor and the rival of
the working man.

And this brings us to the third category of arguments,
which assumes that there is such a thing as a dividing line
between the sphere properly belonging to men and the sphere
belonging to women. There is no such thing in modern
days. And if we make it our business to inquire into the
exact circumstances relating to the obliteration of this
dividing line, we cannot but come to the conclusion that
the invasion of men into what was properly considered to be
““woman’s sphere’” not only preceded but overwhelmingly
exceeds the invasion of women into “man’s sphere.” It is,
in fact, not too much to say that the former resulted in the
latter.

A hundred years ago the home was not only a family but
also an industrial unit. Woman was the spinner, the weaver,
the provider of the food and of the clothing for the household;
and the impelling motive behind these home industries was
love and service. The linen that was “homespun,” the cloth
that was “home woven,” the stockings which were “home
knitted,” were produced as strongly and as well made as it was
possible to make them, in order that they might be of service
as long as possible. The milk was pure and the butter sweet,
for this was most profitable to the health of the household.
There were no other profits to be considered.

Then it gradually began to dawn upon humanity,—and
to be just, almost entirely upon its male half —that it would
be profitable to extend the principle of collective enterprise,
a principle which had already been applied in matters of state
and city defence and in the rudiments of public means of
communication, to the feeding and to the clothing of society.
Whilst the invention of power-driven machinery led to a
rapid application of the principle to the latter needs, an
improved system of the means of communication and
transport soon revolutionized the principle of the former.
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Food, from being a thing to eat, became a thing to sell.
became more profitable to sell dirty and watered milk, cle
liness being a costly matter. It became profitable to sea3
adulterated food and adulterated cloth and shoddy al'ticl
of clothing, deliberately manufactured so as not to last an
in order that the consumer might have to purchase agaj
It became profitable to carry on these collective industry
by the sweated labour of men, and especially of women sy,
children, and the most profitable forms of collective industrj
enterprise left, and still leave, behind them a trail of broke
health and broken lives and broken morals as inevitable Ly
products. “Let women attend to the work which still remagj
within their home-sphere,” says the opponent, and leaxr.
thereby entirely out of account that the remaining hoyy.
industries of cooking and cleaning and washing to which hQ
or she presumably alludes are already in the significgy,

transition stage between individual, or private, and collectivé”
or social, enterprise. “Laundry interests,” and ‘“‘bakj
interests,” ‘canning interests,” “jam and preserving P!,
terests,” ‘‘dairy interests,” have invaded the individ
housewife’s immemorial ‘‘sphere,” and have wrenched frg,
her hands her exclusive control and responsibility for ¢
health and for the well-being of the household. And in
cases the “socializing” of a home industry meant

employment, of many men where women used before to
exclusively employed. To sit at the domestic spinning whe
to stand at the domestic wash tub or at the domestic kitch,
range was esteemed to be an exclusively female privilege g4+
esteemed to be degrading to a man. To attend the powe
driven washing machines, spindles,7and weaving loom, >
bakeries is now not only ‘“man’s work,” but the presence
female labour in this socialized formYofifemale industriesy <
condemned, in many cases successfully abolished, and in alm ¢ :
all cases diseouraged by an arbitrary payment of a lower we

for an equivalent amount of work. Recently the Lonq
County Council established training classes for boys who w
to become cooks and waiters. To,these classes no girls
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admitted, the training which is offered to girls being of a
“domestic” nature, for their own husbands and children,
whilst the boys are trained to be specialists and social servants.

On all sides we hear this outcry that the inevitable advent
of women into the socialized work of the world will react
injuriously on the home. If the adaptation of the home to a
new stage of social development is to be branded as injurious,
it is the inoffensive looking baker’s, dairy or laundry man’s or
department stores’ delivery cart, stationed at our back door,
that is the real offender against which the wrath should be
directed with presumably as happy results. And let us
remember that there is another side to the whole question.
For centuries the home was almost the only humanizing centre
where the spiritual ideals of love and service were kept alive
and handed down from generation to generation. It was the
inevitable result of the entrance of women into all the
departments where the public business of the nation is carried
on that there should steadily manifest itself a new but ever
growing desire, peculiar to woman’s nature, a desire to assist
the weak, to make dirty places clean and crooked places
straight. Those who attack this new phase of social develop-
ment seem to be unable to comprehend that women wil] remain
women whatever their occupation, and that if a woman’s
delicate feelings and susceptibilities have survived the realities
and trials of a weekly “wash’ for a family of six, they are
likely to triumph in the face of her direct contact with any of
the duties of her occupation in office, store, or factory.
Women, instead of becoming unsexed, have g way of infusing
their own home view into business, industry, and politics.
Imperceptible at first, but increasing by degrees, this
“indirect influence,” though it cannot take the place of the
direct power of the ballot, has yet placed its unmistakeable
stamp on all the departments of social work to which it has
been admitted. Hence the wave of reforms and enquiries
into conditions which had previously been accepted with
unquestioning acquiescence. It is this home-side, this human
side, which has, wherever women have been granted the
ballot, at once come to the forefront of politics.
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The world is in a transition stage. Everywhere privg e
and amateur service is being replaced by social and specializ
service. We have discovered that it is more profitable a-lld~tﬁ¥-«"
less wasteful for social purposes if the man who makes bog g
does not also kill pigs or build his own house. We ha o
realized that, because a man is a good father or a womax, ;o
a good mother, they are neither of them necessarily able to
instruct their children in mathematics, Latin, or art, ox
remove their adenoids; and the employment of speciza.,li8158
to instruct their children and to treat their ailments is e
longer a matter of privilege for the few but open to all CIa-Sse&
Our railways and mail service, our lighting and drainage,
press, our art collections, are for general use, and they are the
results of collective enterprise and could never have existed | e
for it. :

Our failure lies not in the replacement of private Dteg
prise by collective and social enterprise, but in our slow S
to grasp that just as private control and responsibilit ‘
accompanied the former, collective control and collecgy x
responsibility must accompany the latter. And colleeti Ve
control is exercised through legislation, through the admih.is-
tration of laws, and through the control of public funds. By, <l
this collective control, in countries which do not possess WOXy, m‘§
suffrage, women are completely excluded. They have =
voice in the councils of the nation which decide whethel_
“pure milk bill” or a “housing bill” or a “mental deficieay, .
bill” shall save the lives of millions of babies born and unbg,. >
and mercifully protect the feeble-minded from society o
society from the feeble-minded. They have not at tw
disposal the only effectual means of persuading a governg, o |
that to offend the ““dairy interests’’ or ‘‘the canning intere&,
will not mean disaster to the party in power. They have :
the means of stamping upon the statutes and regula,tina
referring to the meat trade the uncompromising poing,
view of all mothers and housekeepers, that meat which ig
good enough for export purposes is not good enough for
consumption. At present the Canadian and Amexg ‘
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householder consumes, as is known to those familiar with
blue books, a large proportion of the meat classified as “unfit
for export.” Unenfranchised women cannot effectually say
to unscrupulous employers and slum landlords: you can make
money, but you shall not make it at the expense of the
physical, mental, and moral welfare of our children, or by
excluding light and air and breathing space, and by causing
the deadly perils of overcrowding. “The average man,”’
as an eminent professor of political economy said, ‘‘thinks in
terms of dollars, the average woman in terms of home, husband,
and unborn babies.” With the average man property interests
come first. Man is the restless explorer, inventor, and
conqueror. He roams the seas and the air. He bridles the
forces of nature to do his bidding. He orders Niagara to grind
his corn and to milk his cows, and he chains the lightning to
his desk and to his toast rack. But there is just one industry
from which he is forever excluded: it is the women who hold
the monopoly of producing the people who are to benefit by
all these great achievements, and without which the world
within one generation would become a desert.

To be able to adequately protect human life from the
onslaught of property interests, women must to-day have the
ballot. The individual interests of yesterday have become
collective interests to-day. The individual responsibilities
of the home-maker of yesterday have become the collective
interests of the home-maker of to-day. And collective
interests are controlled by parliament, by legislation, and by
the expenditure of public funds which are all in turn controlled
by the elector’s ballot.

It is on this account that women to-day say to the
governments of all the world: You have usurped what used
to be our authority, what used to be our responsibility. It
is you who determine to-day the nature of the air which we
breathe, of the food which we eat, of the clothing which we
wear. It is you who determine when, and how long, and what
our children are to be taught and what their prospects as
future wage-earners are to be. It is you who can condone
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or stamp out the white slave traffic and the starvation v
Tt is you who by granting or by refusing pensions to
mothers of young children can preserve or destroy the fat
less home. It is you who decide what action shall be conside
a crime and how the offender, man, woman, or child, shall
dealt with. It is you who decide whether cannons s
torpedoes are to blow to pieces the bodies of the sons which
bore. And since all these matters strike at the very he
strings of the mothers of all nations, we shall not rest until -
have secured the power vested in the ballot: to give o
withhold our consent, to encourage or to forbid any poliey~
course of action which concerns the people—our chilg
every one.

Sonia LEATHES



ON CERTAIN ASPECTS OF FEMINISM

EVERY generation has its own problems, and each

generation creates problems which it leaves to a
succeeding generation to solve. The fathers eat the bitter
fruit: it is the children whose teeth are set on edge.

The nineteenth century was rich in experiment; and the
people who lived in those ancient days have left to us the
task of reaping as they sowed and gathering up what they
strawed so recklessly. They tried everything. They invented
machinery to free the world from labour, and we are bound
in a hard mechanical routine. They gave liberty to the
people, and a new slavery has arisen on the ruins of the old,
They freed men from superstition, and we are left without
religion, according to the degree of their success. They
enfranchised adult males, and we vote wrongly or corruptly,
or will not vote at all. They introduced free education, and
now the educated ones bewilder their minds by reading not
the best, but the worst. They emancipated women, and the
women avenge themselves by brawling in public places.
They opened every trade and every profession to women;
yet women will persist in marrying and giving in marriage,
and encumbering the earth with their progeny.

From the beginning of time men have done their best in
their poor, blind way to make the world a better place for
themselves and their womenkind to live in ; yet they hear on
every hand that the first misfortune for a woman is to be
born, the second to be married, and the last to become a
mother. Everything in these days seems to turn out wrong.
If a law is made that women shall be paid the same wages
as men for doing work which seems to be the same, it quickly
follows that the women are driven out of that field of employ-
ment entirely. We insure workers against sickness, and
sickness increases in duration and intensity. The aged
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receive pensions, and in the time of youth they make no Pro_
vision for themselves. In pursuit of the excellent ideal &g
pure food it is soon discovered that impure food is bette 3
than no food at all, except in the estimation of utterly cynicg)
minds. :

At this worst moment of scepticism, when men
assailed by the conviction of failure, they are met with ¢
temptation of help of a new kind from a quarter to whj
they have always looked for consolation, and rarely faileé
to find it. Women are offering assistance of a less passiyqo
nature. Instead of contenting themselves with binding up the
wounds of those who fight, they are demanding that they 3,
given a place in the forefront of the fray. :

The first equipment they demand is the right to vog
On the part of the gentler it is an appeal rather thax
demand. They ask that they be allowed,—if one may-
permitted for the time being, without offence even to :
most petulant, to interpret their mind by the employn]w&ll
of a term which is hortative rather than mandatory,
assume the privilege and undertake the duty of casting
ballot, so that they may work side by side with men
comrades in social service for the uplift of humanity, if :
may be permitted again to employ those flamboyant te .'
with which constant iteration has made us all so fami]i 5 3
There is something pathetic in the appeal, and none but -
most hardened can be insensible to it.

If men have shown little alacrity in welcoming th
volunteers to their ranks, it is because they are not convin
of the value of the “work” which is proposed to be de
Enough committee meetings have been held, enough repQ
discussed, enough public assemblages where the conveyy
have been preached to and the righteous called to repent
If women choose to walk in the slums doing social work ra,
than in the parks to make themselves healthy and beautj 5
if they elect to visit the vicious poor rather than the viey
rich, and offer unsolicited and ill-considered advice to the
who are too humble to resent it openly as an impertingy,

R
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the result of their enquiry may be a revelation to themselves.
It will present nothing new to the world at large. It will
only be new to them by reason of their inexperience.

The whole controversy turns on the meaning of this
word, “work.” Voting only occupies a few moments each
year. Law-making is an employment for the very few. The
world of work is free to all who show desire and capacity to
undertake it. No profession or trade is closed to women.
They may be sea-captains, farmers, or plumbers. They have
proved their capacity as physicians, lawyers, and ministers
of at least one form of religion. One woman is now at the
head of the prison system, and another at the head of a
department of hygiene in New York. Still another has so
completely mastered the practice of law that she has been
indicted on the charge of taking a false affidavit and of alter-
ing a complaint in an action. In the same city, and else-
where, too, women monopolize entirely the business of sing-
ing certain operatic roles. All these have succeeded by sheer
capacity and by long years of industrious preparation. Such
women are everywhere received as comrades. It is the
incapable, idle women who, neglecting the work which lies
ready, come forth with wild cries, and seek sanctuary as soon
as they are opposed—it is these who are received, first with
anger and then with open contempt. The women who really
work are solving the problem for themselves. They are
freeing themselves from conventions which grew up in a
different environment, and are creating an atmosphere in
which they can move more freely. They only require to be
left alone by the professional agitators, the show-women, the
““m’as-tu vus,” since there is a limit to the patience of men,
when they have serious business in hand.

Certain conventions have grown up in the world. It is
agreed that a gulf shall be fixed between the abattoir and the
dinner table. One who visits an abattoir for the first time
is likely to come away wide-eyed with horror. If the visitor
is a woman, and especially if she be surfeited with food, one
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of two things will happen. Either she will forswear the 3o
of meat and condemn herself to a diet of acorns and eq
water, or she will ease her conscience at a well-spread tak
by talking of the dreadful things which she has seem.
women who has made an experiment of hunger and hes
her children crying for food will contemplate the death
an animal with glee. She will have little patience with g
well-fed woman, and will advise her to keep away from thg
slaughter-house if the spectacle which she witnesses is ;
harrowing to her soul.

It is conceivable, of course, that under the influence
emotion “a movement”’ might be commenced to make
abattoir where a butcher destroys animal life as daintyg‘@“
place as an operating room where a surgeon destroys humw
life; but the main result would be that the poor would
reduced from a condition of hunger to a condition of Stary,.
ation. Men are nervous about the incursion of women iy,
the affairs of the world because they know how complicata 3
those affairs really are, and they dread the result of in_
perience, coupled with emotions which are uncontrolled 3
reality. They have schooled themselves into a suppressje .
of wrath against things as they are, because they are fiyziy
aware that a wrath which is righteous is even more destruetj-
than the saeva indignatio which is inspired by malignj¢
It is the untempered enthusiasm of women which ale
. them. They are afraid, too, of the reformer’s zeal. Whj
they are aware that many reforms and many changes nn
querading as reforms have been accomplished in the face
opposition, they do not forget that opposition has put
end to much foolishness as well. Faddists and cranks o
reformers in their own eyes. If they were suffered glag
all civilization would long since have come to an end. .
the moment the world is suffering from too much reforp,
tion. When a ship is labouring in a heavy sea, that is
time for increasing the top-hamper; nor does a man chg
the occasion of a hurricane for repairing his house.

-
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All the world is a stage. The men and women play
their respective parts; but even on the circus stage the per-
formance is a very complicated affair. The function of the
clown is tc demonstrate the embarrassment which is caused
to the players by the intrusion of good-natured, enthusiastie
inexperience. Occasionally, however, it turns out that this
foolish person discloses himself as a most finished performer;
but he must first strip himself of his queer clothes, his foolish-
ness, and his intention to please by antics alone. The world
is a more serious affair than the comic stage. It is very old
and very wise. No legislative expedient has gone untried.
It may well be excused for doubting that these new volunteers
are in possession of a magical remedy for things as they are,
which will be put into operation so soon as they attain to a
political vantage. It is easy to mistake for a panacea an old
fallacy in a new guise.

The great problem of the world has always been poverty.
It is the mother of all social evils excepting those which arise
from wealth. The cry of women is that there is a mystical
efficacy in the legislation which they will devise in which the
material resources of the rich will be made to play a part.
The real remedy is in the moral resources of the poor, and
that is not governed by any parliament which has yet been
assembled. Money may save the poor: it gives longer life
to pauperism.

There is something pathetic in this appeal by emancipated
women to men for comradeship. They have so little in
common with normal women that they are condemned to
solitude or to the company of each other; and they are not
sufficiently like men to make them preferable to a man itself.
The more they strive to become so, the less likely are they to
succeed; and, besides, a man’s own immediate womenkind
always have something to say on the subject of his choice of
friends. A man and a woman must be something more or
something less than friends. The poor man cannot be a
friend of the rich man, so long as the rich man does not share
his possessions; and when he does the two are friends no
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longer. That brilliant Frenchwoman whose achievement in
the world of science has made her an everlasting argumen¢
for the enfranchisement of all females, failed in the relation o
friendship with her fellow laboratory-worker. At least thg¢
was the opinion of the man’s wife, and it was endorsed Ty,
the judge who awarded her a bill of divorcement. e
Women as well as men demand an outlet for their energs
Idleness is the worst form of misery, but relief of the idle
is purchased too dearly when freedom to make mischief i
the price. By the shifting of economic conditions Wholé
classes of men as well as of women find themselves in theq
backwater of life, but the first lesson in wisdom is to mga,
the best of things as they are. This desire on the part of £}
few women, who are otherwise unoccupied, to share in t},
work of government arises from sheer conscientiousness. The
honestly wish to atone for their failure, through no fauls
their own, to perform that function which is exclusively theiyg
The failure of a man in life is covered up by various littl 2
activities. The failure of a woman is there for all the woxy
to see. She magnifies its importance: he deprecates Jy
futility by ironical laughter at himself. These women wig :
their fine natures, approaching the masculine type, are deg.
cient in the instinet for husband-getting. They are oblige
to turn to other avocations, and they find them already p
empted by men. Coarse women always marry. N
What complicates the situation is that the persons wy, -
are appealing for the votes are of higher intelligence, Ty,
with shallower instinets, than the average of the sex to whie
they apparently belong. They are not typical. They belay,
to a higher, a more masculine, type. Their fate is a tragiaoy
one. The heart of all tragedy lies in this—even the tra,g
of Shakespeare’s kings—that all those are destined to perjg
who do not conform with a type that is lower than themselv¢
The Falstaffs are of the earth earthy, and they come to thass
end babbling of green fields. The exceptionally kingly pery S
on the scaffold or in the dungeon.
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It is due to no preconceived plan that so little attention
is being paid by men to the performance of those ardent
spirits even in England where they are the most ardent.
This neglect is based upon the profound belief that the type
itself will in due time deal with the aberrants who have risen
above the line, by reason of superior intelligence and lessened
instinets, as faithfully as it has dealt with the aberrants who
have sunk below the line on account of diminished intelligence
and too grossly animal passion. The cruelty of the female
is wisely ordained, and may be trusted to award impartial
justice to excess, no matter upon which side of the line it is
to be found.

And this hesitancy to sanction or advocate so revolu-
tionary a measure is increased by the lack of agreement
amongst women themselves. It is a matter of common
knowledge that the feminist propaganda is confined to a small
number of persons. Indeed it is their continual complaint
that they cannot arouse their married sisters to a sense of
the enormity which they endure. The average woman goes
upon her way unmoved, loving and capable of being loved,
now. as beforetime, the subject of all verse, strong because
she is weak, secure in the ideal, content to leave undisturbed
that high, pure atmosphere in which men have decreed for
themselves that she shall live and move and have her being,
The explanation which is offered of this anomaly is that
slaves grow to love their chains, and the necessity is all the
greater for enlightening their minds and strengthening their
wills. If all women were anxious to have the franchise, and
were willing to exercise it, they could have it to-morrow,
Even the bachelor would not oppose the measure, although
he was fully aware that a man who had a wife and daughter
would then have three votes, whilst he himself would continue
to have only one.

It is not from mere prejudice or from any frivolous
reasons that men display so little alacrity in undertaking the
large experiment of enfranchising women. There are, of
course, prejudices and reasons against such a measure, but
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the underlying one—it may be reason or prejudice—is fear
that they would attempt to achieve by force what can ony
be effected by persuasion or, failing that, cannot be achieved‘f‘f_
at all. Their militancy in the one cause is proof that it wowugyg
be employed in others; and if a woman should begin to st :
herself when she is contradicted, what is a man to do?
Political perfection or progress is never attained by fo
It was not by pulling down the palings in Hyde Park th ey
the franchise for men was enlarged. It came about beca,uaé
men were persuaded and convinced by the peaceful la.bo“_'tjaf;
of John Bright and his fellow Quakers. =
There is a field of social service into which the origina
of this new movement believe that it will project itself With
peculiar force, because it is a field which another class of
women has made inevitably its own. They profess that the :
will exercise a new skill in the harrying of the harlot, a ¥
for which men have always proved themselves unﬁtted
because they would persist in remembering that a womay,
a woman after all. b«
Without claiming any superiority for either sex it mg,
be affirmed that the pleasures of the world appeal to the ony, :
and to the other with different force. The effort to be cert&ig
on this point would be hopeless, since at times women g -
found indulging in such masculine pleasures as playing :
drinking alcohol, and smoking tobacco, whilst men sit jq
by taking tea and contemplating the beauty of their appa,. ¥
From pleasure to vice and from vice to crime is an eg
descent; but to maintain a just attitude towards a diversj
which one does not enjoy, towards a vice which does
allure, or a crime which does not tempt, is difficult for WO,
or for men either. When a pleasure or a vice is classj
as a crime the way to all public corruption is straightye,o
opened. This explains the curious phenomenon that it ig <
communities where this puritanical confusion of thoyg
prevails that the worst municipal government is withesg,

There is a state of affairs specifically known as the 50(3

™
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evil. Where it is treated as a crime, the briber and
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black-mailer flourish. The officials entrusted with the pre-
vention of a factitious crime are corrupted, and they quickly
learn to accept bribes from criminals who are so in reality.
Gambling is always a pleasure: it may become a vice. When
it is treated as a crime, both gamblers and police are turned
into murderers, and a community where murderers are in
control of the execution of the laws is not a good place to
live in. This social evil is in the same category. The recent
history of New York substantiates the fact and proves the
inference.

Women do well to be angry over this evil. They have a
just and instinctive dread of the competition which is offered
by the members of that ancient and dishonourable profession,
those women who toil not nor spin, especially at a time when
the desuetude into which these occupations have fallen leaves
80 many other women also in a condition of idleness. But
there is always a danger in allowing any one class to execute
its own private vengeance. As these outcasts are pushed
further down into the underworld they descend into real
criminality and lure their followers after them. The lower
strata of humanity are always supplied from above. It is
difficult to apportion the blame justly between the man and
the woman. The mother of the man entertains one opinion.
The mother of the woman entertains another. Probably the
truth is that in every case of misfortune the woman is charge-
able with contributory negligence at least. i

It is hard for these intelligent super-women to understand
in the first flush of their enthusiastic ignorance that there are
some evils which cannot be cured, and are made worse by
talking about them, especially when the talk must of necessity
be a mere repetition of hearsay. The rescue work which
they describe is not very encouraging. It is hard to rescue
those who do not desire to be saved. Saved to what?—they
may well ask in their own ribald way, as they behold a band
of those saviours of society on the rampage through the
streets of a great city.
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How little they know of the subject is well illustrag
by the word which is in the mouth of every earnest Wonn g
whose life work is social service for the uplift of that porty
of humanity which they describe as white slaves. The hg,
they do is irreparable when they proclaim that women £
overcome by superior force and not by the voluntary betray
of their own nature. If a woman is justified in yieldin
because her lot is hard, then is the soldier justified for
cowardice in deserting his post because it is a place of dan
or the renegade monk because his life is tiresome, or the ba,,
clerk because his salary is small. What hope is there for ¢
girl condemned to work for hire when other good, but i
women proclaim that virtue is merely an affair of wa
Her hope lies in this, that her own heart tells her that
thing is false. A life of virtue may be lived in the slumg _
easily as on the castellated heights. And even for thy, e
slaves the only remedies suggested are, first, talking to the
and then putting them in gaol. If life were made easier f
these women in their chosen profession they would all t
sooner be enabled to abandon it. 3
Forty years ago there was a somewhat similar controve,._
over the system of education which, up to that time, had e
preseribed for women. A sudden demand arose for the sg o
kind of education which was ordained for men, not on
ground that it was best for the women, or for the men eit}l
but on the ground that it should be the same for both.
As if this were not enough, the further demand was mn &
that the system should be administered to both at the s&.
time and in the same place. The one institution in Mong
at least, which complied most completely, closed its de,
within the next few years; and the promiscuous public sch g
of Montreal are now avoided by boys and girls alike, wh
parents can afford to send their children each to its own plg <
The institutions for the advancement, amongst women elt .
sively, of the higher learning are falling into a fresh da,nl
As they become centres for propaganda they lose their Ve
for the general purpose of education.

&
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The professor in a university who introduces his personal
politics or theology into his class-room is in danger of his
professorial life. A professor may be a politician, as Woodrow
Wilson was, but he can only perform the functions proper
to each sphere if he performs them in different places at
different times. There are schools and colleges, of course,
which have certain political and theological predilections; and
they are favoured by certain parties and certain sects, but for
so long only as education is merely tinctured and not replaced
by propaganda. The supply of young Tories, or young
Liberals, or young Presbyterians is practically inexhaustible,
Atleast there is nothing implicit in the doctrinesof those parties
to prevent their production. But there is a natural decree
against the reproduction of young suffragettes; and schools
and colleges for women must close soon after they come to
depend upon the children of childless women to fill their
class-rooms.

The first requisite of a school is that it shall be a place
of calm for the senses, and the beast which is so subtly blended
with the angel be allowed to lie in its lair. It is only aroused
by hearing the truth about itself. But the ecry amongst
women who fill the réle of public educators now is to tell the
truth even about those matters of which the truth cannot
be told. Talk about a thing is not necessarily the truth of it.
The truth of any serious matter lies too deep for words.
The truth about a vicious, sleeping dog is not to trace his
ancestry and describe his habits, or to compare him with the
lilies of the field, and visualize his functions in biological terms,
but to let him lie. Women of shallow instinets who have
learned from books and lectures all they know of nature are
under the delusion that knowledge can be acquired in no other
way. _

It is this little knowledge which is a dangerous thing.
It creates an itching, a desire, a craving. It begets a curiosity,
a lascivious uneasiness, a sensuality of mind which finds
fulfilment in the very end which it was designed to postpone.
There has always been a kind of hypocrite who was never
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effectually exposed for want of a phrase which was exa.c4y
descriptive until Charles Reade supplied the defect in e
language and introduced to mankind the term, “Praries
prude.” The woman who has loved much and, therefore
much forgiven is a better instructor in a school for girls, &
is, if upon these matters any instruction whatever is requi y
Sexology, according to J udge Garvin, is merely * smut.”’?
Persons newly emancipated find a difficulty in coy
porting themselves in harmony with their new surroundi :
‘A man who has just begun to take his luncheon at the @y
at one o’clock, instead of his dinner on the work-bencly
twelve o’clock, often makes the attempt to reassure hing g &
by loud talk. A woman who has just come into the Wpyg
of men is very apt to put herself and her hearers at ease ;
a freedom of speech which is very embarrassing. She is B
to the conventions, and it takes a long time for a lady to leg o
o behave like a gentleman. Nothing is so difficult even g
a man to acquire as the knowledge of those things which ny
not be spoken of amongst men. In Sweden it is conside
a mark of gross ill-breeding to mention one’s female relati~,
The Germans are free-spoken on the subject. The retice
of the Turk is notorious. In England as far as they wily
is to remark how bad the weather is and how well the Q¢
was looking. The nuances in conversation are very i
The penalty for failure to observe them is also fine, tho
fatal. A lifted eyebrow may signify that an offender hey,
forward is marked with the mark of the beast. =
And in truth, the main distinction between hum
and the beast is this habit of reticence. Accordingly, &
most obscene novels are written by women and by the la
highly specialized males. It is difficult to restore the Itli :
of a man to its primitive gross condition. It is easy,
brutalize the mind of a child, expecially the mind of a .«
and to destroy that lovely strangeness which is best def
by that other lovely word, modesty, whose spirit is innoc% :
and thrives best in an atmosphere of neutral ignorance.
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Experience has decreed for women a decent reticence
about things of which they have knowledge. Indeed it is
knowledge which breeds reticence, and that in turn accounts
for the reticence of men about matters which very young
children and idiots speak of with the utmost freedom. In
older persons such behaviour appears to be salacious and
obscene; and it is the more revolting when it is covered by
the thin guise of abstraction, since prurience and hypocrisy
disclose their ugly features under the mask. The more
sincere such loose talkers are the more they resemble impostors.
Loose talk on the part of women is worse than loose conduct,
since it would make a virtue out of cowardice and award to
madness the place of courage. It is not given to every women
to be wise, but a woman who is femininely foolish is rarely
disagreeable.

The possession by a woman of the great virtue, in which
only one person in the world is really interested, does not
compensate for the lack of all those lesser virtues which
make life tolerable and pleasant for the large number of
persons who come in contact with her. Its absence is rarely
observed. The absence of the lesser virtues of reticence,
gentleness, quietness, beauty, is there for all the world to
notice and to lament.

ANDREW MACPHAIL
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TRAVELLERS-JOY
' Clematis Vitalba

Lap of my heart, there’s never a rose

In the oak-carr or the gray gorse cover,

But the young year dances, the old year goes
To the way of a lass and the way of her lover.
Up, we must up, for the moon’s a-chill,

And love and a song alike grow still:

The swift wings gather, the strong wings wait,
And travellers’-joy goes over the gate.

Virgin’s-bower for the milk-foot May i
And the brown wood-runners that range behind her.
When the rain comes and the world’s in gray,
Who shall beckon her, who shall bind her?
Fled, she is fled with the starry fire,

And the orchards blossoming, shire on shire.
But the young moon silvers the evening’s edge
And travellers’-joy goes over the hedge.

Old-man’s-beard for the journey’s end,

The ways that wearied, the paths that tried us,
But Death the lover and Sleep the friend,

Tall as the angels, tramp beside us.

Far hills ealling us, peak on peak,—

A road to find and a rest to seek,—

Youth goes lightly and love grows brave,

But travellers’-joy goes over the grave.

MarioriE L. C. PICKTHALY,



WILLIAM GREENWOOD

HALIFAX, the ancient and picturesque capital of Nova

Scotia, is visited every summer by hundreds of
American tourists. They enjoy their escape from the torrid
heats of August to the cool sea air, the clear blue days and
the peaceful, sleep-filled nights, and they find no little interest
in the bowery public gardens, the mazes of the sea-girt park,
the royal prospects from the star-shaped citadel, and the
many monuments that record the history of this old garrison
town. As long ago as the eighteenth century, hundreds of Amer-
ican citizens used to visit the place, but they did not come will-
ingly; they were singularly blind to its scenic charm and they
took the earliest possible opportunity of returning to ‘their na-
tiveland. They were, in fact, prisoners of war gathered up by
His Britannic Majesty’s cruisers and land forces. They were
confined in jails and prison-ships and barracks, and they
lived on prisoner’s fare. Their lot was hard and they gave
the city of their captivity a bad name which it was slow to
shake off. Sooner or later, they were sent home by cartel
in exchange for British prisoners gathered up by the Conti-
nentals; but the more impatient broke out by force or strat-
agem, and the sympathizing Nova Scotians helped them “up
along to the westward” on their way to freedom.

The rape of the Flying Fish is a case in point; and it
also shows how peaceful men suffer in time of war.

On the evening of April 7th, 1780, a little ten-ton schooner
with this poetic name lay at a wharf in Halifax, probably Fair-
bank’s, near the foot of Blowers street. With the help of a single
other hand, William Greenwood had brought her up from
Barrington, a small fishing village at the butt-end of the
province, to the capital, with a load of potatoes. He had
sold his cargo, possibly to the commissariat department, for
Halifax had a huge garrison to feed at the time ; and he had
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received his money. He had also his clearance from ¢}
Customs and he was ready to sail. Between eight and njy
o’clock he was in the tiny ecabin with the other man wwi, .
formed the entire crew; he may have been getting readyr :
turn in for the night, or he may have been reckoning up ¢
profits of the trip, or considering how soon he could get bs

to Barrington and begin the spring fishing. He had Il
and other gear on board, and he knew where he could proe
a sufficiency of salt; he may have been thinking of the Ban}.
Or he may have been meditating on the varied experiences .
the past five years, since the Thirteen Colonies declared th ;.
independence of the mother country. :

The war had been a hard trial for poor men like Willjg

Greenwood. Only ten years before it broke out, he lefg 2
native state of Massachusetts for Nova Scotia and had setty
at Barrington for greater convenience to the rich fisherieg
the North Atlantic. He was a British subject. He ¥
simply transferred himself and his belongings from one Briti
colony to another, and now, for no fault of his, by the irqg, , i
accident of mere residence, he found himself an enemy to
old friends and the kindred he had left behind. How co,
he be expected to bear arms against them? How coulq@
help sympathizing with the “rebels,” against whom ¢
Governor and Assembly fulminated in menacing acts
proclamations? It was a cruel situation for a poor my
especially after Congress declared that the Thirteen Coloy
would have no trade’or commerce with the two erring sist
to the north, which had refused to join the union. v
fishermen of Barrington and Yarmouth soon felt the pig,
of want. Fishing was their sole means of livelihood; to mq
back to Massachusetts meant ruin; to remain in Nova Sea.
exposed them to the American privateers and shut them
from their natural market.

Still, men are not as harsh as their laws; commerce betw e
Nova Scotia and Massachusetts did not wholly cease ever,
the worst year of the war. In October, 1776, the Barring
men loaded the schooner Hope with fish and liver oil +
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sent her to Salem with a piteous request that they might be
allowed to barter the cargo for provisions, to keep them
through the long winter approaching. It is impossible to
get provisions elsewhere. The homely petition breaks into an
irrepressible cry of distress—“God only knows what will
become of us.” To resist such an appeal was impossible.
The House of Representatives allowed the agent of the Hope,
Heman Kenney, to dispose of his cargo, and to purchase
250 bushels of corn, thirty barrels of pork, two hogsheads of
molasses, two hogsheads of rum (a necessity of life) and 200
pounds of coffee. With these rations, rather plentiful and
luxurious compared with what they purchased in later years,
the community at Barrington managed somehow or other to
get through the long winter.

Exactly a year later, Greenwood was able to render an
important service to the new republic by restoring to it no
fewer than twenty-five of its fighting men. Captain Little-
field Libby had the misfortune to lose his privateer. She
was driven on shore by one of H. B. M.’s cutters. Her crew
set her on fire and took to the woods. After a toilsome
journey of seventeen leagues through the primeval forest,
they reached Barrington and bought a boat with what money
they had, eked out with their shoe-buckles and thirty small
arms. But ill-luck still followed them. They were wrecked
and lost their dear-bought boat. Once more they were forced
back on the limited hospitality of the fishing hamlet at the
east passage of Cape Sable Island. In this crisis,Greenwood
undertook to ferry them over in his forty-five ton schooner,
the Sally, which may have been named from his wife. In
addition to Libby’s erew, he brought one of Captain Fullerby’s
men and three others who had escaped from Halifax and
made their way to the end of the province nearest their own
home. The plan of the previous year was repeated. On
Captain Libby’s advice, the Sally was loaded with a few
quintals of fish, the result of many families’ labour, some
bushels of salt, and some fish oil to be exchanged for corn,
or wheaten flour for the indispensable daily bread. By
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October 27th, 1777, the Sally with her cargo and her returns
privateersmen was safe at Salem, and, four days later, Gre
wood’s petition for leave to buy food was granted.

For the return trip, Greenwood shipped a new hand
John Caldwell, a young fisherman, whose artless tale illus
the sufferings of the innocent non-combatants in time of
He lived in Nova Scotia not far from Barrington, where
visionary Colonel Alexander MecNutt projected his marvely,
city of New Jerusalem. Caldwell was the only subPporg
his widowed mother and his sisters. The fishery had
ruined by the depredations of the merciless small private
so he made a voyage in a merchantman from Nova -
to the West Indies. On his return, he avers that he
“strongly importun’d” to go on another voyage t0 Que,
so he must have been a likely lad. On his way thithex
vessel was snapped up by the privateer Dolphin out of Sai
and he himself made prisoner of war. Now he petitioneqq
release, and the council of Massachusetts were not wi
bowels. They considered his motives, his youth, ang
peculiar circumstances, as he requested, and they gave '
leave to return in the Sally to his own place.

The next October saw Greenwood again in Boston
his annual cargo of escaping prisoners on board the S
and his annual petition for leave to buy food. His passey.
list included Amos Green of Salem, Ichabod Mattocke.
Mount Desert, and Mr. John Long, late quarter-mas
the Continental ship Hancock. She had been captureq
that very active officer, Sir George Collier of the Rago, ;

in a sea duel, like that between the C hesapeake and the Shaa,
and taken to Halifax. The local jail must have beeg
curious place. The jailer was infirm and delegated his g
to his wife. The shackles were insufficient and the reg
tions for visiting the prisoners at night were not enfoy.
Apparently nobody with any contrivance remained lop
durance. Americans were always escaping and always h
helped ‘‘up along” by the people of Nova Scotia.

S ,
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So far Greenwood, the ‘“hearty friend of America,” as
Captain Libby calls him, had managed to escape being ground
between the upper and nether mill-stones of the hostile
forces, but soon he was to suffer not from “the enemy,” but
from the Americans whom he had consistently befriended.

Early on the morning of the twentieth of August, 1779,
the fishing hamlet at Ragged Islands was surprised by
American privateersmen from Coaxset. They had made the
Journey of four hundred miles in three open whale-boats.
After setting a guard on the houses, ‘“they went a-robbing,”
as the injured ones testified. Nineteen quintals of codfish,
four barrels of salt, three salmon nets, sixty pounds of butter,
one green hide, six dressed skins, and some cheese were part
of the loot. The people of Ragged Islands felt aggrieved.
They had helped three or four hundred prisoners ‘“‘up along
to America,” and concealed privateers and even prizes from
the British cruisers. After sacking Ragged Islands, the
whalers went to Barrington and despoiled Greenwood of the
taithful Sally. He followed up the robbers, but apparently
never got redress.

In September of the same year, this humble patriot was
loading a vessel at Barrington with the property of Mr. John
Pitts of Boston, when an armed boat from Rhode Island
entered the harbour, cut the vessels adrift and proceeded to
rifle the store-house of Mr. John Pitts’s valuable goods.
Apparently, in consequence of this outrage, Greenwood did
not get to Boston until December. In that month, thanks
to the protection of the great Mr. Pitts, he obtained permission
to purchase twenty-five bushels of rye and twenty-five bushels
of Indian corn for the support of his family (he was a married
man with young children) and other distressed persons at
Barrington. He also obtained a “protection” against Amer-
ican armed vessels, and he seems to have intended returning,
bag and baggage, to his native state of Massachusetts in the
following spring. He had brought his vessel across single-
handed, but now he asked for the loan of a boy out of the
prison-ship at Boston to help him work her back to Barring-
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ton. He promised to return a person, that is, an esecapj
American, in exchange for the borrowed hand. ;
In the spring he was at Halifax instead of home in Mag.
chusetts, a fact that was afterwards used against him. The po -
toes, which he and, no doubt, other thrifty fishermen had rajg
and kept through the winter, were surplus stock and speeis
valuable as being out of season. His reasons for traqgs
with “the enemy” were obvious. Oppressive Britain .
not in depreciated paper, but in good solid gold and Sil 2
Besides, those “moving things called wife and weans”’ wWeyyal
lead him to bring his goods to the best, nearest, and saf
market. Now history finds William Greenwood at a defiy
place and date with all this experience behind him.
Whatever may have been passing through his ming
he sat with his mate in the cramped cabin of the Flying Psh
that April night, he could hardly have had any inkling
he was on the eve of his greatest and most unpleasant ad
ture. He could not know that on the wharf outside ix .
darkness, six grimy, desperate American soldiers were se
izing the little schooner with anxious eyes, and, in stea),
whispers, were planning her capture. They were Theg, :
Hooper of Beverley, William Forbes (or Forbush) of Sgy_
one Jarvis, one Jenks, and a Scot whose name doeg
transpire. The sixth man, their leader, called himself ag
time James Reed, but the name he gave in his affidavig
William Stanton. He had been swept up by “the eney, &
at Stoney Point on the Hudson, and as that post was
by the Americans under Wayne on July 15th, 1779, he m.
have been captured prior to that date. They had all }.
confined for “some months” in Halifax and that very §
between eight and nine, they had succeeded in diggiy,
tunnel out under the jail, and now they were looking ¢
vessel to escape in. They were still in the greatest dag,
The place swarmed with red-coats. The main guard
next the jail. Patrols, sentries, batteries were everywy
If they did not escape by water, they were sure to be disco R
and haled back to prison. Now, by the greatest good 1
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they stumbled on the man and the vessel most likely in
Halifax that night to complete their rescue.

But they knew nothing of Greenwood, his disposition, or
his sympathies. Their first step was to discover, if possible,
how many hands were on board. Stanton undertook to find
out. Stripping off his own shirt, or procuring one of his
comrades, he went on board boldly, entered the cabin and
offered it for sale. His action was not surprising. In those
days when factories were unknown, and sewing-machines not
invented, a linen shirt was a rare piece of needle-work with
a distinct market value. Soldiers and sailors were continually
selling their ““slops” for the price of a few drinks. The practice
was forbidden by Nova Scotia law. While Stanton was
engaging Greenwood’s attention, Hooper followed him down
the companion-way, also with an article to sell,—this time,
a razor. As the two conspirators were chaffering below, the
other four silently cast off, and took possession of the deck.
The Flying Fish began to drift out into the harbour and soon
the sound of water lapping overside apprised Stanton and
Hooper of their comrades’ success. At once they drew their
bayonets (why or how prisoners of war should have been
allowed to retain their side-arms is not explained) and told
Greenwood and his mate that if they dared to resist, they
were dead men.

Taken completely by surprise, the lawful owners made
no fight, and a parley ensued. The violent strangers soon
made it clear that they were American soldiers trying to
escape. Indeed, though ragged and dirty, they were still in
the buff and blue uniform of the Continental army. Green-
wood, hearty friend of America as he was, knew that in helping
them, he was risking his neck. He represented how dangerous
it was ““for him to carry away Soldiers [they being all dressed
in Regimentals] as he must expect to suffer for it if he was
Catched.” “Suffer” meant, of course, “stretching hemp.”
One of them replied he would kill or be killed, and Greenwood
had no choice but submission. About nine o’clock the sails
were hoisted, and Greenwood took the helm. Stanton and
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Hooper stood guard on each side with their bayone
threatening instant death, if he tried to run the schoomn
aground in the darkness, or speak so loud as to be heard o4,
shore. In such guise, the lightless Flying Fish slipped dow
the harbour before the north wind between McLean’s batte
on the starboard hand and George’s to port, past all the wox
on Point Pleasant, past Sandwich Point and Thrum C
unchallenged, to the open sea and safety. Seldom, indee
has fickle Fortune so signally favoured daring and despers,
men. Within an hour of digging themselves out of prisgq
they had captured a vessel and were bowling along straigs
for home and freedom.

Squint suspicion always clings to an alias. That
same man should call himself at one time James Reed
at another William Stanton clouds all his narrative witlh :
doubt, but this is the tale he told “ repeatedly”’ in the presex,, =
of Rachel Chandler and Mary Hambleton of North Yarmong
on Great Chebeag Island. His five comrades heard g
repeated story and agreed in the details. The sworn testimgy,
of the two ladies is confirmed by the affidavit of Jacob C :
of Great Chebeag and by Greenwood’s petition. Stamn¢
seems to have been a talkative person, and, therefore, a
to say more than he knew. In his affidavit, he poses
Greenwood’s friend by minimizing the violence used in seizj
his schooner and tells chiefly what took place after they
clear of Halifax.

According to his account, nothing of importance oce
until the Flying Fish had flown some thirty marine leag
“up along to the westward.” She would do at least her g
or six knots an hour; therefore, it was probably the n,
afternoon that Greenwood steered her into an unnag,,
harbour, which must have been at Ragged Islands, that
of American sympathizers. Still he ran no risks. Stamn,
swears that he “took every prudent measure to prevent
being discovered. ... He went on shore while our vesse]
aground and never discovered us to the inhabitants.” St
believed that “the said Greenwood might have taken g

v
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schooner from us if he had been so minded.” It seems plain
that if Greenwood was at first intimidated into carrying these
prisoners away, he was now willing to help them to the utmost
of his power, which is thoroughly consistent with his econduct,
all through the war.

What happened next day was sheer outrage. Early on
the morning of April 9th, the Flying Fish was once more
under way, still heading westward. When she had run some
five leagues, a shallop came within hail. It belonged to
Greenwood’s brother, who was on board with three other
men. Greenwood sent his passengers below on the ballast
that they might not be recognized. He sailed about two
leagues farther. Then that voyage ended abruptly for him
and the single “hand.”

Apparently the chance meeting of the two Greenwoods
aroused the soldiers’ suspicions. Stanton tells that he was
summoned on deck by “four of our company. ... They told
me they had agreed to set Greenwood ashore on & desolate
island.” Stanton would not consent, but the four insisted
on marooning, or killing Greenwood. Their luckless rescuer,
who was apparently a quasi-prisoner in his own cabin,
offered to take them to Salem, if they would allow him
to land his chest and the one man who composed his
crew. At first they agreed to this proposal, but soon they
changed their minds. Stanton acted as go-between and
peace-maker, and showed his friends the “protection”’
obtained from the Massachusetts Council the year before.
From this document they gathered that they could not
make the Flying Fish lawful prize, and, once more, were
all for killing Greenwood and his man. According to Stanton,
he begged their lives, and the others agreed to spare them,
if they would go ashore peaceably. “On which I went into
the cabin and gave him to understand there was a plot and
made signs for him to go on shore.” Greenwood’s next and
natural request was to be set ashore with his sea-chest,
containing, no doubt, all his property. He would make shift
to get it home. But they would not listen to him. They
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demanded his money “with a cocked pistol at his breas
stripped him “of all his clothes” and put him and his
ashore on the nearest “desolate island,” which must
been Negro Island, and made off with the schooner. G
wood’s sole epithet for their conduct is “ungrateful.” :
Probably he did not remain long marooned on IN
Island. He was only some seven miles from his home,
if his brother was cruizing in the neighbourhood, he may h
been taken off the same day. How the six soldiers mang.
to navigate the stolen Flying Fish is not recorded, but Yamxny.
ingenuity would be equal to the task. Forbush as a 1
man must have been half a sailor. At any rate, their wong
ful luck still held, for they brought their prize safely 3
Casco Bay. There they sold her to Daniel Wyer, marj
Nathan Bucknam, yeoman, David Chandler and Reny
Noble for five thousand (depreciated) dollars. The ad
turers lived in different parts of the continent, they :
eager to reach their homes and they needed the mgq
for travelling expenses. Evidently they shared the proce.
of the sale and separated, each to his own place. 3
On their way to Casco, Stanton told his friends ¢
Greenwood would recover his vessel. The idea was not
received. Thomas Hooper of Beverley and William Fork,
of Salem were particularly truculent. If Greenwood e :
Salem, or Boston, or Marblehead on any such errand, ¢
would “knock him on the head and throw him over
wharf,” phrases that bear the impress of reality. None
Jess Stanton was a true prophet. By the end of April, G
wood was in Boston petitioning the Council for the reco~.
of his schooner. He had powerful friends and he had desey..
well of the republic. =
On the second of May, the House of Represents
appointed a committee of two, General Warren and ‘
Cross, t0 look into the matter. To their number was agq,
the powerful Mr. John Pitts who knew all about the petitie,
and had himself suffered in pocket from his own side in .
war. This committee acted with great promptitude, fox

*
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very next day the prayer of the petition was granted as far
as possible. The local Committee of Correspondence was
empowered to take possession of the Flying Fish pending the
action of the General Court, and to serve the present, owners
with copies of Greenwood’s petition, and the order of the
court ““‘to show cause if any they have” why they should keep
what did not belong to them.

Naturally ‘“the present owners,” Nathan Bucknam,
mariner, and his friends, who had bought and paid for Green-
wood’s schooner, objected vigorously to surrendering her.
They filed a counter-petition, emphasizing the fact that the
schooner was taken by force and therefore lawful prize. They
tried to make it appear that Greenwood was a dubious
character who wanted to run with the hare and hunt with
the hounds. That in his clearance the shallop was called
the Peggy, that he had gone to Halifax instead of Massachu-
setts in the spring, that “the enemy was probably supplied”’
with his cargo of potatoes, were all twisted into suspicious
circumstances. But they had no case. Justice prevailed,
and by the middle of June, Greenwood had his property
restored and was on his way back to Barrington.

History vouchsafes one more glimpse of him. On August
2nd, 1782, he sailed from Barrington in a small schopner with
& hundred quintals of fish, the property of some thirty poor
families of that place. He had on board six escaped prisoners.
Five were privateersmen of the schooner Foz out of Newbury-
port. One of these, Zebulon Rowe, was ““of lawful age,” and
his testimony has been preserved. He had started on a
short-lived cruise against ‘‘the enemies of the United States
of America.... On the second day after we sailed from
Georges River we were captured by the British frigate Ceres,
carried into Halifax and there confined on board the prison-
ship.” About the 20th of July, Zebulon and his four ship-
mates made their escape, and ““with much difficulty arrived
at Barrington in Nova Scotia without money or provisions.”
Here they found Greenwood, the leading man of the village,
““who kindly supplied us with whatever we needed, gratis. . . .
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We applied to the said Greenwood to bring us to Newb
port, but it was with the greatest difficulty that we prevs
with him to consent to bring us, as he had lately lost his
and had nobody but a girl to leave a family of small childye
with, and was just engaged in his mowing.” So Mrs. Gre. :
wood, poor soul, had her own troubles, the woman’s p.
these calamitous years. Greenwood had his private gyj
his motherless children, and the inexorable labour of the e
to tie him to his home, but he listened to the call of humanj
He loaded his schooner with all the fish the hamlet had reg
and carried it, with Zebulon Rowe, and the other Fores gg ¢
to Newburyport. “He never charged us a farthing for 3
trouble or our provisions,” says the grateful privateersnlj
And then,—the naval officer of the port obeyed the lettey
the law forbidding all intercourse with Nova Scotia, g
seized both vessel and cargo. .
Finally he got his schooner back and obtained permiggs
%o exchange the hundred quintals of fish for such necessays
and articles as the naval officer, Mr. Michael Hodge, mj,
think proper. He was further ordered by the Commonweg
of Massachusetts to pay any expenses zealous Mr. Ho,
might have incurred in the discharge of his duty. So hea'
out of the saga and returns to his darkened home, his mow3.
and his fishing. A hamlet in Nova Scotia bears the namg
this humble patriot, and his descendants are found where
lived and suffered more than a century ago.

ARcHIBALD MACMECHAN



AMERICAN HISTORIANS

A commendable change has taken place of late years,

in the school histories of the United States in the direc-
tion of a more accurate statement of facts and principles of the
American Revolution. George III is no longer described as
a bloodthirsty tyrant, and the Stamp Act in itself has ceased
to be regarded as a case of outrageous oppression. For
several generations the boys and girls of the United States
have been fed upon misleading fiction, with the result that
they came to the belief that they alone possessed constitutional
freedom, and understood its principles.

With the newer text-books of English and United States
history now making headway in the schools, there is hope
that the always desirable better understanding of the English
race as a whole will be based, as it should be, upon sound
knowledge. The lapse of time now permits the American
Revolution to be regarded in the spirit of historical detach-
ment on both sides of the water, and its true proportions
and meaning are more and more realized as it is regarded as an
event belonging to English history in the wide sense of the
word. It was a family quarrel. If proof were needed it
remains both in the overwhelming evidence of the desire for
reconciliation on both sides, and in the long trail of bitterness
which followed the struggle. It was, moreover, a violent
family quarrel. Separation, Goldwin Smith held, was inevi-
table, but it was too likely that, the vision of statesmanship
being clouded as it was respecting the relation of colonies
to the mother country, the separation would be angry and
violent. Still it might conceivably have been amicable, and
that dark page have been torn from the book of destiny.”
Then follows his long series of ““woes,” beginning with, ‘“Woe
to them by whom the offence came and through whose imme-
diate agency, culpable in itself, the two great families of our
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race were made, and to a deplorable extent have remagjy,
enemies instead of being friends, brethren, and fellow—work
in the advancement of their common civilization.”

Family quarrels, after any fair kind of reconciliati
has been arrived at, are best forgotten. Investigation §
origin and causes is likely to lead only to difficulty. Dy,
is the general rule for families at least. But the very =
that, among the more thoughtful elements at least, there ;
growing spirit of reconciliation between the people of
United States and the people of the British Empire is o
that seems to make the method, the manner, and the spirjg
which the story of the American Revolution is told by resy
sible historians more important than ever. It was an e,
which belongs, as I have said, to English history in the
sense of the word. It is a supremely important fact im
history of the United States, but it is also a supremely impe,
ant fact in the history of the Empire.

The American Revolution has given birth to a mngy
smaller volume of philosophical discussion than its succeg
the French Revolution caused. The latter world-e~,
had many more centuries of “causes” behind it; and g
more than a century of discussion it is still intensely viexy,
from absolutely irreconcilable points of view. The Ame
Revolution, in its general features, is now regarded in Lon!i
in pretty much the same way as it is regarded in Bog
The causes are now patent, and there is substantial agre
about them, whether one agrees with Goldwin Smith ¢
separation was inevitable because the need of tutelage
passed away, or with the others who hold that it was inevigg
only because of the republican tendencies of the Adam
But the responsible literature in the form of history w-
deals with the event, whether from American or Brj
writers, might now be considered almost in the light of
imperial concern. It is not the duty of the historian
course, to set forth the story of any period with any 0;;
purpose in view than that of honest, or perhaps the beg

-
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word is earnest, historical truth. A narrower purpose is
readily detected and defeats itself.

But apart from some details of narrative upon which
the original documents and present interpreters differ more
or less, the chief moral interest of the history of the American
Revolution is largely one of the estimation, or the weighing,
of the characters of individuals and of groups. Speaking
of Washington, Carlyle once threatened to ‘“take George
down a peg or two.” But it remained a threat; the material,
apparently, was insufficient. The character of Washington,
it is true, restored as it may be to-day in the minds of British
readers, is still much less attractive to us than it is to our
neighbours. We have much greater sympathy with Abraham
Lincoln. Of Benjamin Franklin it is difficult to say what
the popular estimate is to-day outside of his own country.
He was much esteemed in England, where he was well known
for years before the Revolution, and he was enthusiastically
esteemed in France when the struggle began. But there are
many now who think that it is necessary to remember his
faults of character as well as his virtues. One of the eriti-
cisms against Sir George Otto Trevelyan’s ‘“ American Revolu-
tion” was that he had not duly set forth the fact that Franklin
was not wholly a saint. It is just here that true literary skill
was used for the purposes of historical veracity by Trevelyan.
If Franklin had grave moral faults, he had also some glorious
virtues which were of immense service to the cause he repre-
sented, and these virtues outweighed his faults in the memories
of his countrymen, in exactly the same way as with us the
virtues of Nelson are more often remembered than his faulis.
Trevelyan’s volumes have one purpose in particular of proving
‘““the brotherly feelings entertained towards the colonists,
from the beginning to the end of the controversy, by a very
large section of the British people.” If, as some critics have
maintained, he has had the further purpose of glorifying Whig
policy, he has certainly not failed in the task of showing that
frendliness of feeling did exist in Great Britain among large
masses whom it would be absurd to accuse of disloyalty.
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With the emphasis of this particular fact in view, however,
it is the supreme merit of Trevelyan’s work that he nowhepe
forgets true historical proportion and balance, and in the
treatment of Franklin’s character this is well exemplifieq
He is speaking to cultivated men of the United States and of
the Empire, supposedly capable of appreciating moral judge.
ments conveyed by the machinery of the English language.
If a paragraph like the following is deemed to be an unequivoeg}
apotheosis, because it is devoid of reference to weighty matters
of the law which were broken by Franklin, the conclusiom
must be more or less connected with a lack of literary appre.
hension on the part of the reader: ‘‘Franklin had the habig,
which was the basis of his originality, of practising himself
what he preached to others. He kept his accounts in morgalg
as minutely as in business matters. He drew up a catal
of twelve virtues which it was essential to cultivate, commenge;j
with temperance and ending with chastity; to which gt a
subsequent period a Quaker friend, who knew him
advised him to add humility.” ‘“My intention,” he w
“being to acquire the habitude of those virtues, I judged g
would be well not to distract my attention by attemptj
the whole at once, but to fix it on one of them at a time; apng
when I should be master of that, then to proceed to anothep
till I should have gone through the thirteen. And, as <
previous acquisition of some might facilitate the acquisition,
of certain others, I arranged them with that view.” By the
time he became joint postmaster-general of America, he hag
made his ground sure enough to justify him in relaxing his
vigilance, though he carried his little book on all his voy.
as a precaution and a reminder. The joint postm
general of England, who was no other than the Earl of
wich, would not have got very far along the list of virtuesg
whichever end he had begun. .

The recent school of historians holds, indeed, that -
such personal judgements, favourable or otherwise, are Outsig
the province of history, and there are conceivable portj
of even recent history, such as those which are coneel-:..l N



AMERICAN HISTORIANS 109

with the rise of economic and social legislation, which are
best treated from the impersonal point of view. But just
because the American Revolution was a family quarrel, carry-
ing with it immense consequences to the whole English race,
the personal elements in it were, and are still, of the highest
importance. That Sir George Trevelyan has dealt with the
leaders in the colonies in a large and generous spirit, there
is not the slightest doubt, but that in doing so he over-stepped
the bounds of historical impartiality is certainly not proved,
at this time of day, by catalogues of shortcomings on the part
of Franklin, Samuel Adams, and other ““patriots.” Such a
point of view is narrow, unworthy, and misleading. It is
the kind of point of view which sees in the Civil War of the
seventeenth century either the Puritan or the Cavalier side
alone as wholly right, and fails to grasp what each contributed
to political development. Moreover, the large spirit in which
Trevelyan wrote is right not merely because it has met with
a generous response in the United States. Several years ago,
a leading New York journal in reviewing the work said
speaking of the proofs which it gave that the majority of the
British people were opposed to the attempt to coerce the
American colonies: “It would not be easy to over-estimate
the effect which such a demonstration ought to have, and
doubtless will have, on the feeling with which Americans will
hereafter regard Great Britain. It is manifest that most
of our school histories of the United States will have to be
rewritten, for the major part of them fail to recognize the
momentous truth which the work before us must be held to
have established.”

And the school histories are already rewritten in a new
gpirit. That is a practical result worth having and worth
noting, and it is one which should bear good fruit as the

go on. But the true justification of Trevelyan’s work
js that it is based upon the conception that the American
Revolution was something more than a violent separation
between the mother country and the colonies, that it was, and
remains, part and parcel of the essential history of the race
as a whole.
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It was the failure of Bancroft, with all his wealth of
general historical knowledge, to see the Revolution from any
other than the colonial point of view, that prevented his
volumes from being accepted as the final word, brilliant as
his periods were, even in his own country. Hildreth was
obliged to follow with corrective material, written in a more
staid style. Then followed, on the English side, the fair and
judicial chapters of Lecky in his ““England in the Eighteenth
Century.”

The general reader is provided with a comprehensive and
watisfactory presentation of the American Revolution when
he has the volumes of Lecky and Trevelyan from the English
side, and those of John Fiske and Sydney George Fisher from
the American side. In Fiske, particularly, the large point of
view is pronounced, extending, indeed, to the idea of Teutonie
reunion: “As in days to come the solidarity of the Teutonie
race in its three great nationalities—American, England
and Germany—becomes more and more clearly manifest, th;
more will the student of history be impressed with the wondep~
ful fact that the founding of modern Germany, the maritime
supremacy of England, and the winning of the Mississippg
valley for English-speaking America were but the differeng
phases of one historic event, coherent parts of the one v
conception which makes its author the grandest of modery
statesmen. As the lapse of time carries us far enough frop,
the eighteenth century to study it in its true proportions, the
figure of Chatham in the annals of the Teutonic race ws;
appear no less great and commanding than the figure op
Charlemagne a thousand years before.”

The purpose of this article has been served in bringj
forward the general indications of the broader spirit in which
the American Revolution is now studied. As time goes
Canadians may hope, perhaps, that this broader spirit B
lead to a fuller recognition of the Loyalists than has yet,
accorded by any of the great historians. Their struggles
sufferings, as Mr. Bradley has said lately, are forgotten Py
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England. They are remembered in Canada. The story of
the Loyalists is also part and parcel of the history of the race.

The American Revolution has many points of connexion
with the history of Canada. It is a familiar fact to most
readers, of course, that it was Wolfe's conquest of Canada
which made the Revolution possible. It is a less familiar
fact, perhaps, but no less certain, that in spite of the failure
of the expeditions of Arnold and Montgomery, later attacks
upon Canada would have been undertaken but for the con-
sideration that the aid of France having been sought and
obtained, France would have demanded the restoration of the
country, if it were captured, to herself as compensation,
The memory of the American Revolution remained with us
during the whole period of our constitutional development,
ever urging us to follow plans of our own. We have been
great imitators of our neighbours in many things, but not in
the machinery of government.

J. C. SUTHERLAND
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MONTAIGNES VIEW OF LIFE

THE first question arising to our minds concerning an
author who has exercised great influence over sun

of the world’s foremost men of letters is, probably: To what
extent has he peered behind the veil of appearances and caught
a glimpse of the realities of things? What new truth does he
usher into the world? or what old truth has he embellisheq
with new and pleasing adornments? Our ultimate evalua-
tion of the worth of literary men depends, more than upon
anything else, upon the amount of truth we deem to form the
core of their portrayal of human existence. Long and some-
times bitter have been the controversies waged as to the
relative importance of matter and form in the various liter
genres, and amateur criticism still finds delight in this theme «
yet, this minimum of concession will be made by all except'
fanatical stylists, that a lie, an unreality, or sheer vacuity
had better been left unexpressed, no matter how seductively
bedizened it may outwardly appear, but that, on the othep
hand, any real and positive worth cannot utterly be annihj.
lated, be it clothed in the meanest garb. One surely stigmatizeg
himself as lacking ballast by transferring the burden frop,
subject-matter to form, as, nevertheless, entire literary sects
have done; as well admit the proverb, clothes make the map,
for which error the philosophy of Sartor Resartus is not a b&i
cathartic. In his autobiography Goethe writes, “I hong
both rhythm and rhyme, both being necessary that poe
may be poetry at all; but what, strietly speaking, is fundg.
mentally effective, what truly fashions, and promotes gro
is what is left of the poet when he is translated into p
There then remains over pure unadulterated subject-mattep
which a dazzling exterior often makes us believe to exist, Whe':
it is lacking, and often conceals when it is present.”
Qainte-Beuve, in his definition of a classic, while allowing all

>
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due importance to form, none the less bestows first considera-
tion to truth and genuineness of subject-matter, “Un vrai
Classique, c’est un auteur qui a enrichi ’esprit humain, qui en
a réellement augmenté le trésor, qui lui a fait faire un pas de
plus, qui a découvert quelque vérité morale non équivoque,
ou ressaisie quelque passion éternelle dans ce coeur ol tout
semblait connu . . . . . .; qui a parlé A tous dans un
style & lui qui se trouve aussi celui de tout le monde, dans un
style nouveau sans néologisme, nouveau et antique, aisément
contemporain de tous les 4ges.” -

Thus allowing Goethe and Sainte-Beuve to formulate
what is necessary to constitute a claim to admission within
the Pantheon of classics, let us see how far Montaigne’s
achievements in point of content attain the standard proposed.
His style we can dismiss with curt notice; it is admirably
adapted to what it has to express, ‘“naive, pithy, sinewy,
masculine, military, nowise lagging, fluent nor amorphous.”
The terms are his own. Whilst the language must be robust
and vigorous, “smacking of the market halls,” the genre,
namely, the essay, of which Montaigne was the creator, must
possess pliability enough to accommodate itself to the chance
whim of any moment. But, to turn at onece to the informing
spirit. Montaigne was preéminently a man of realities, to
whom idle dalliance was abhorrent; nothing rouses his ire
quicker than empty verbiage. All his love for Rome could
not vanquish his antipathy against Cicero, whose ‘“baseness of
heart” is only surpassed by his desire ““to derive some chiefest
fame from cackling and babbling.” When he hears men
dwelling on the excellencies of style in his essays, he would
“prefer they should be silent.” He cries fie on that eloquence
which arouses in us an appetite for itself and not for things.
Nothing would he loathe more than to be a great man “par
escrit” and a sottish nonentity in all other respects. In rapt
admiration of the exquisite diction of some favourite Latin
author, he may have exclaimed, “Excellent writers by the

ection and beauty of their fashion of saying make us lose
all appetite for their subject,” yet such sentiments are infre-
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quent in his books and do not mirror the habitual tenor of
his mind. Even if the commonly received opinion of his
failure as magistrate of Bordeaux were true, it need not over-
throw our estimate of his perspicacity; it is indeed very con-
ceivable that so nicely-poised a mind as that of Montaigne
was inapt for the conduct of public affairs in an age of such
bigotry and hypocrisy, when boisterous self-assertion and
great latitude of conscience were of more avail. Our know-
ledge of his magistracy is, however, chiefly derived from the
essays, and Montaigne takes a queer delight in depreciating
his own value; but one or two extant official letters of his
show that he was a busier man than he seemed, and was fully
alive to the duties of his office; he was one of those men who
always keep a little more than they promise.

At a time when the irrational elements of human nature
had run amock, when enthusiasm and frenzy swayed man-
kind, when blind, obstinate adherence to the dogmatism of
factions was universally demanded, a time whose memo
oppresses us like some ugly nightmare, a time of St. Bar-
tholomew massacres, Montaigne proclaims his message of the
necessity of introspection, of self-knowledge. To gain this
end was, for the author, one of the prime purposes in writi
the essays; his inmost self, reflected in the essays, became
a more accessible object of his study. He deplores that
““nous ne sommes jamais chez nous,” our gaze is never directed
to our own soul, which yet is our best study of mankind; fop
each man is, in some way, a microcosm, and a quintessence
of the macrocosm, the universe; to know one’s self is to know
at least ‘“the universal scheme of humanity.” “Chaque
homme porte la forme entiére de I'’humaine condition. Le
premier, je me communique au monde par mon étre universel **
It is this dash of the universal, never quite absent from
Montaigne’s garrulity, that prevents it degenerating, like
so much personal babbling with which our ears are assailed,
into insufferable boredom.

This practice of “staying at home” to enquire how it jg
bestead with the faculty of judgement in our own case is liable
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to engender doubts as to our competence to approve or con-
demn the words or actions of our fellows so facilely as com-
monly happens; in any case, it delivers a fatal blow at that
fearful, self-complacent assurance that struts about every-
where, claiming a monoply of the “art de vivre et de manier
les ehoses.” The counsel of Montaigne comes from a warmer
heart and breathes a spirit of greater unselfishness: “I am
so far from taking alarm when I see the discordance between
my judgements and those of others and from being unable to
accommodate myself to the society of other men because
their opinion is other than my own, that, on the contrary,
gince variety is the most general form that nature has followed,
I find it more novel and more rare when our fantasies accord.
And, peradventure, there were never in the world two opinions
exactly and wholly alike, any more than two faces.” “Variety
is the most general form that nature has followed,” this
sentence represents the deepest conviction of Montaigne.
Probably we should not greatly err if we regarded this con-
vietion as the outcome of the reaction of a somewhat effeminate
temperament, imbued with the learning of the Renaissance,
against the many rough-hewn institutions and ungenerous
gsentiments of his time. But, when once the hold on an
absolute has been loosed, we are adrift on a shoreless. sea
without any beacon to guide us; relativity has now become
the watchword. This danger Montaigne has not avoided.
Human reason, he tells us, has never proved or disproved
anything. To understand what a veritable Proteus man is
we have but to consider moral judgements; was there any
vice so gross in our esteem but it is held a virtue somewhere,
perhaps just across a river? or wsthetic judgements: what
we deem most repulsive ugliness shall somewhere be pro-
nounced most divine beauty. Again, is not reason dimmed
by passion or any chance physical affection? a good dinner
or the tooth-ache may upset the best established opinion.
And lastly, where does reason derive its matter except from
the senses, whose unreliability has been a commonplace from
antiquity onwards? These rudimentary questionings, how-
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ever, represent an enormous elevation above common dog-
matic cant, which surely stays on the lowest rung of the
intellectual ladder; they can do harm to no one, for if any man
can rise to the idealist position and carry the questioning
back to a point anterior to all difference, he cannot, ipso facto,
be content at this stage in his enquiry; if, on the other hand,
he cannot rise to this, at least he will have shed that grossest
sloth that human mind ean sink to. Montaigne’s motto
was, ‘“Que sais-je?”’ and this unresolved query is a thousand
times preferable to the blustering answers of him who has
never meditated on what is involved in knowing at all. Ig
is not the “withered mockery of a French sceptic” that
grins at us from the pages of the essays, but the luxuriant
abundance of life itself. Too great emphasis cannot be laid
on the fact that Montaigne regarded, and not without greag
reason, the world of his day as filled with dogmatic fools;
from such a world he must withdraw himself at any cost,
and the only assured haven for him was universal scepticism,
a general suspension of judgement as to ultimate truth, angq
allowance for every nuance of human opinion. One should
not forget that the essays were begun within a twelve-month
of St. Bartholomew, and their author clearly saw that every
dogmatism has latent within it similar inflammatory force;
all action which is fully consistent with any dogmatism musg
culminate in a St. Bartholomew. Montaigne certainly choge
the better part—though not the best.

This scepticism and relativism very naturally led tgo
Montaigne’s individualist view of life. In this he is the trye
child of the Renaissance. As Burckhardt says, “In the
Middle Ages the two sides of consciousness—that turneq
towards the outer world and that towards the inner world of
man—Ilay, as it were, dreaming or half-awake under a commeop,
veil. The veil was woven of creed, childlike simplicity, ang
illusion; seen through it, nature and history appeared in strange
hue; man, however, recognized himself only as race, people,
party, corporation, family, or in some other form of the
universal . . . . . [after the Renaissance] the suh-
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jective rises in full power, man becomes a spiritual individual
and recognizes himself as such.” Reading the essays, one
cannot fail to be impressed with the feeling that the polemic
against such complete supression of individuality is one of
Montaigne’s main objects. The sole aim in education should
be to encourage independent judgement in the pupil; the
ideal education can only be received by the pupil’s having
his own tutor; we must expect very imperfect fruits if one
tutor shall undertake ‘“regenter plusieurs esprits de si
diverses mesures et formes;” we are so long constrained, he
laments, to our leading strings that our gait lacks all freedom;;
our minds only move on faith, as it were, fastbound to the
opinion of other men. As in most of his practical counsels,
Montaigne is here, too, in his plea for the development of
individuality, restrained by his good sense and an eye for
proportion; any tendency towards eccentricity should
immediately be thwarted; ‘“moeurs genereuses,” which must
be the goal of our striving, must not be spoiled, “par'incivilité
et barbarie d’aultruy.” His individualism receives a further
qualification in his attitude towards the laws of the land and
their administration; here heis a Conservative of the deepest
dye, ‘“Autant que I'image des lois recues et anciennes de cette
monarchie reluira en quelque coin, m’y voila planté.”
Montaigne’s ideal of personality corresponds more closely
to that of classic Greece than to that of the Middle Ages;
it is the harmonious development of both sides of human
nature, body and spirit. He abhors that exclusive devotion
to intellectual pursuits which commonly marks the scholar $
it is quite true that learning is the best equipment for our
earthly pilgrimage, provided always it does not occasion loss
of health and spirits. The division into a higher and lower
nature is to be deprecated; the passions and all sensuous
affections are just as natural and therefore intrinsically as
good as reason and its operations. “Sommes nous pas bien
brutes de nommer brutale 'action qui nous fait?” Plato
he commends very greatly for his emphatic advocacy of
gymnastics, neglect of which renders impossible that ideal
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of man that Montaigne seeks after, virtuous and happy.
Exterior decorum and tact, a vigorous physique, and a critical
or sceptical mind, these three must be simultaneously deve-
loped. ‘““‘Je veux que la bienséance extérieure, et I'entregent,
et la disposition de la personne, se fagonne quand et quand
[along wﬂ;h] I’ame. Ce n’est pas une Ame, ce n’est pas un
corps, qu'on dresse; c¢’est un homme; et comme dit Platon,
il ne faut pas les dresser I'un sans l'autre, mais les conduu-e
également [abreast], comme une couple de chevaux attelés
au méme timon.”

Emerson relates that, while in the cemetery of Pére la
Chaise, he discovered an epitaph, ““Lived to do right and had
formed himself to virtue on the Essays of Montaigne.” One
is inclined at first to suspect the efficacy of a righteousness
founded on the quicksands of an outspoken scepticism. Some
few, however, and let us hope their number is larger than is
commonly assumed, will regret that such words as scepticism,
agnosticism, if cast against a man, are equivalent to asentence
of outlawry passed on him. Atheism, materialism are
different things; the votaries of these latter stand self-
condemned. But scepticism would appear to be a necessary
transition stage to any genuinely idealist view of the universe,
just as the sophists were the very natural precursors of
Platonism, and years of patient toil may be required before
one can attain to any idealism which is not simply a mirroredq
image of some teacher’s suggestions, but which can truly
serve as the pole-star of our lives; nay, even when this altitude
of mind has been scaled, we shall then perforce be more than
three parts sceptics still. We may have convinced ourselves
of the spirituality of the universe, we may believe that the
universe we know is in some way a visible embodiment of
the Idea of the Good, we may have no doubt as to the neces~
sity of the chain that links phenomenon to phenomenon,
there still remain countless unsolved enigmas. Moreover, g
healthy dose of scepticism is a keen spur to human activi
an excellent antidote against stagnation. And last.ly, in par.
ticular, everyone but the doctrinaire has to remain a sceptic i
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most of life’s eventualities; who, for instance, canat thismoment
foresee the consequences of granting self-government to
Ireland? We know full well that certain universal principles
will operate in a definite manner, and prophecy not trans-
gressing the bounds of these will be fulfilled; but the infinite
variety of particulars calling forth the universal principles
places the future quite beyond our calculation.

It does not appear necessary to regard Montaigne’s
scepticism as anything more sinister than a confession of
impotence to forecast the exact conformation any assemblage
of future circumstances will assume; if he went so far as to
deny the existence of general principles absolutely, and with
them all possibility of knowledge, then anything he might
say would be unsubstantial; a man who makes such a state-
ment destroys the foundation of making any statement at
all. The “Apologie de Raimond Sebond”’ is usually regarded
as the confession of faith of Montaigne. It begins thus:
“Clest 4 la vérité, une trés utile et grande partie que la
science: ceux qui la mesprisent tesmoigment assez leur
bestise; mais je n’estime pas pourtant sa valeur jusques a
cette mesure extreme qu’aucuns lui attribuent; . chaid
ny ce que d’autres ont dict quela science est mere de toute
vertu et que vice est produit par l'ignorance.” Here the
possibility of knowledge is expressly asserted, but its omni-
potence is very fittingly denied. Thus, then, the scepticism
of Montaigne is not of that negative kind which, a priori,
precludes his expressing his views on life and establishing
precepts to which one should conform; that man resting under
the tombstone at Pére la Chaise may, after all, have derived
the chief principles which fashioned his conduct from this

source. We will now consider a little what form
a life thus moulded would take.

Its most outstanding feature would be non-committance,
detachment, just as suspension of judgement is in most contin-
gencies the better part of assertion. Our plans should never
be too far-reaching, nor should we passionately desire to be
witnesses of their realization; it is better to be doing as long
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as we can; let death overtake us “planting our cabbages,
but careless of it, and still more careless of our unfinished
garden.” In our relation towards our fellows and society,
our engagements should never be “pénétrants et intimes”;
the essay on Education counsels loyalty and good-wili
towards rulers, but dissuades a personal attachment to them,
which might readily become too exacting. It is almost
needless to point out that marriage is hereby condemned as g
very imperfect institution, and the prize in such relations
is awarded to friendship. Montaigne follows in this regard
the post-Aristotelian schools of philosophy, with which he
feels, in general, close kinship. Our attachment to any cause
should never exceed the luke-warm; feverous diligence even
in the service of truth and justice is folly.

The summum bonum of life for Montaigne is pleasure,
“Le dernier but de notre visee, c’est la volupté.” Thls
confession of the final goal of all human endeavour imparts
its peculiar colouring to all his moral teaching. The kind of
pleasure that alone can afford lasting gratification containg
no base alloy and can be purchased at no less cost than the
perfect control of reason over the sensuous half of our nature -
the ataraxia of the Epicureans, not the apathia of the Stoxcs’
should be our aim, for Montaigne never advocates insensj-
bility, neither towards the unpleasant nor towards the
pleasant. The extent to which he would go to avoid the
painful smacks rather of cowardice, but what is unavoidable
must in no wise bedim the steady, clear light of reason.
Pleasure, thus interpreted, can only be pursued in the paths
of virtue. “Si ce mot signifie quelque supreme plaisir eg
excessif contentement, il est mieulx deu & l'assistance de 1g
vertu qu'd nulle autre assistance.” In the warmth wighy
which these doctrines are expressed we plainly reco
the reaction against the arid doctrines of medizeval scholag.
ticism, with their division of personality into nature ang
spirit continually warring against each other, nature bej
essentially sinful and its mortification being the only way
salvation. There is something very alluring about the clegp_
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cut precision with which this unequally composed duality
can be expatiated upon, and the moral platitudes connected
therewith are borne along with the momentum derived from
high antiquity, so that we cannot wonder if it still spooks
in the heads of many moral teachers. The sunlit geniality
of Montaigne stands in pleasing contrast to such lucubrations,
although it must be confessed that the banishment of the
idea of incessant combat from virtue is apt to lead to effe-
minacy; the error of scholasticism consists in a false concep-
tion of the antagonists in this struggle, which is waged not
between nature and spirit as sinful and divine, but between
rational discourse and irrational impulse, both being in their
proper spheres equally divine and equally natural; the
difficulty lies in the correct definition of these spheres. Some
of the finest passages in the essays describe this easy and
pleasant nature of virtue. “It is the task of wisdom to
render serene the tempests of the soul and to teach us to.
scorn hunger and fevers, not by means of unreal sophistry
but by natural and tangible reasoning. Its aim is virtue,
which is not, as the school teaches, placed on some precipitous,
rugged, inaccessible rock; those who have approached it
regard it, on the contrary, as dwelling on a lovely, fertile,
flowery plain, whence far beneath itself it can behold all
things else. Whoso is thus skilled can ascend thither by
shady, grassy paths, fragrant with blossoms, treading lightly
on a declivity as easy and smooth as is the vault of heaven.
The brethren of that guild (scholastics) have never frequented
this higher virtue, beautiful, triumphant, lovely, equally
delicious and bold of heart, a sworn irreconcilable foe of
bitterness and anger, of fear and constraint; having for its
guiding-star nature, for its companions fortune and delight;
therefore, they have in their own weakness, invented this
foolish, sad, litigious, spiteful, threatening, sour-visaged
earicature and have placed it on a lonesome rock amid thorns
and briars; a hobgoblin to scare men.” This directly inverts
the time-honoured notions of virtue still current in Montaigne’s
day; to approach these we have just to negative the following
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propositions; “la vertu aime la vie, elle aime la beauté et
la gloire et la santé; elle est la mére nourrice des plaisirg
humains.” But there is danger lurking in this ideal of cooli
groves and grassy lawns where the air we breathe comes laden
with the fragrance of flowers; it is better to regard the
moments spent in such delight as a reinvigoration for thag
life-struggle into which nature herself has thrown us. The
only safeguard the essays provide us with is a counsel of
moderation and a warning to keep an open eye to remark
the just proportions between our individual lot and the

whole of nature; and the assertion of the delights of virtye
are usually hedged about with such restriction. Th
although virtue ‘“loves life, beauty, fame and health,” yet
its own peculiar office is “to be able to make a measured

of these goods and to lose them with constancy;” again
although virtue is the “foster-mother of human pleasures »
yet to make them assured and unalloyed it must make th
righteous, and only by moderating them can it prevent satiety.
A man who, in the midst of fearful civil warfare, in whj
his own castle was not spared, could yet write the followj
lines, and as we have reason to believe, act up to them,

a man of no mean detachment of mind (the slightly bl
imagery must be pardoned). “But who envisages, as in
painting, this grand image of our mother Nature in her wh
majesty; who discerns on her countenance so universal ang
so constant a manifold; who sees himself in this P&intin&
and not simply himself but a whole kingdom, as a line drawn
by a very fine point; he alone esteems things in their true
proportions.”

The last-quoted passage might lead us to infer
Montaigne based his observations on human conduct on
systematic view of nature, which foundation all truly phije._
sophic speculations must possess. We should, however,
in such inference. The essayist condemns all this boo
research, as it seems to him; it argues misdirected curioeit’
if a man, fighting against ambition, avarice, rashness, SUpep.
stition and many another foe to his peace, should waste his
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strength in prying into the secrets of the universe. What
it really imports a man should know is what will “teach him
to know himself, and to know how well to live and well to
die.” This might seem a sufficiently comprehensive scope;
yet as Montaigne intends it, it expresses only a partial truth;
it is a fallacy to assume that precepts for life’s conduet can
be sane unless fraught with a meaning derived from a rational
view of the co-relatedness of man and the universe. Doubt-
less such a view is implicit in many statements contained
in the essays. It could scarcely be otherwise, considering
their inspiration from Stoic and Epicurean sources; but it
is safe to say Montaigne could never have made it explicit.
In one sense, however, the essays do preach a philosophy,
or, more accurately, a cult, of Nature; namely, as contrasting
with the artificial conventions of polite society. It is usual to
ascribe to Rousseau the paradoxical doctrine of primitive, untu-
tored superiority over culture and refinement; but the Essay
on the Cannibals contains quite as unflattering comments
on the supposed progress accomplished by the arts and learn-
ing as anything Rousseau ever said. ‘It is not right that art
should be honoured above our great and powerful Mother
Nature. We have so overloaded the beauty and richness
of her work with our inventions that we have completely
choked her. Yet wherever her purity shines forth she puts
to wondrous shame our vain and frivolous undertakings.”
It is a matter of regret that Montaigne is still unfamiliar
to so many. The proud words of Kant that the age of
eriticism had arrived and that neither the sanctity of religion
nor the awfulness of laws could protect these venerable institu-
tions against the scrutiny of reason—these proud words were
premature. Irrationalism still flourishes everywhere, and
much modern literature, witness Tolstoi, reveals a determined
attempt to award the palm to impulse, as being a more certain
guide than reason. Unenlightened prejudice, romanticism
and outward show are still the stoutest buttresses of religion,
whilst law is still regarded as a disembodied police constable,
able, however, to wield the staffs of all police constables thrown




together. An infusion into the modern mind of the spirig
of the essays, derived as it is from those great teachers of
humanity, the classics of Greece and Rome, would be of
excellenit medicinal value as a preliminary treatment to the
cure of these evils. The prescription might be made with al}
the less hesitation in view of the present bias of administeri
only sugar-coated remedies—the essays contain no bittep
medicine, and the doctor is without a frown; genial as a quack,
but not a quack.
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LYDIA

““Dost know the white, wild-cherry boughs
Ablow midst green of May,

That make enchanted palaces
Of houses old and gray?

(Ah me, that sweet, wild springtime!) "’

“Once on a Sunday morn they bloomed,
"T'was miracle o’ May—

So white, so white, so wonderful—
They’ll bloom again, you say?

(Ah me, this long, long winter!)”’

All in a bleak December,
A-trying to remember

Her joyous, white, wild-cherry blooms,
She went to find the May.

Lovise MorEY Bowman




CLASSICAL TEACHING IN ONTARIO

THE intellectual life of Canada has been enriched by the

labours of men who are forgotten, and the writep
proposes to show that the influence of the classics in Ontario
has been greater than might be supposed from the present
moribund condition of the subject, overshadowed as it is
by science and sociology.

I shall begin with the name of Jean Brebceuf, Jesuit
missionary and martyr, who laboured in Ontario forests three
hundred years ago. I mention him because it is well tq
begin with a great name, and also because, though he suffereq
a real and fiery martyrdom at a later date, he suffered—like
many of his successors in the teaching profession in Ontarig
—a species of martyrdom while endeavouring to dispel the
ignorance of the little savages among whom his lot was cast .
and especially, because in recounting his troubles with the'
little Indian children in his Relation for the year 1639, he
solaces himself with a quotation which has comfo
many generations of teachers fretted by the coltish spirit of
youth: forsan et hac olim meminisse juvabit. It is perhaps
not too trivial to record that Virgil’s magic language echoeq
in Ontario before Milton wrote in England.

I should like, also, to mention Pierre de Charlevoix, at
one time head of the Jesuit College in Quebec and authge
of ““L'Histoire de la Nouvelle France.” He was a transieng
visitor to Ontario in 1721, and the record of his journey by
canoe from Montreal to Mackinaw is adorned with allusi
to classic myth and literature. He wonders if the calumeg
of the Indians is not really the caduceus of Mercury.
notices the similarity between the Huron name for thej.
war god, Areskoui, and the Greek Ares. As he gazes on the
Falls at Niagara the surrounding country seems less beautif
indeed than the Vale of Tempe, but the lines of Ovid on the
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Falls of the Peneus occur to him as a description of the
cataract itself:

Est nemus Hemoniz, prarupta quod undique claudit

Sylva; vocant Tempe, per qua Peneus, ab imo

Effusus Pindo spumosis volvitur undis,

Dejectuque gravi tenues agitantia fumos

Nubila conducit, summasque aspergine sylvas

Impluit et sonitu plusquam vicina fatigat.

At the time of the Peace of Paris, in 1763, Ontario was
covered by an impenetrable forest, and, with the exception
of the few French in Essex County, there were no settlements
from Detroit to Montreal. A few hundred Indians and
innumerable bears were the inhabitants of this hyperborean
desert. In this Ultima Thule of desolation what place could
there be for classical culture? Yet, in 1786, the classics were
taught in Kingston; and, amid surroundings as strange and
primitive as the Roman outposts in Scotland, the foundation
was laid of secondary education in Ontario.

To the Rev. Dr. John Stuart belongs the honour of these
early efforts. He was a Loyalist from Pennsylvania, at first
a Presbyterian, afterwards ordained in England by the Bishop
of London. He had been a missionary among the Mohawk
Indians in the state of New York, and came to Upper Canada
after the Revolution as chaplain of the forces stationed at
Kingston. He was a man of some scholarship, and was the
founder of the Anglican Church in Upper Canada. Com-
pelled by the necessity of educating his sons, Dr. Stuart
opened his school. It was a modest enterprise and probably
never numbered more than a dozen pupils at one time; but
the attempt greatly pleased Simcoe on his arrival in 1792,
and a grant of £100 was made by the legislature to encourage
the undertaking. Among the pupils of this school the best
known was the Rev. O’Kill Stuart, who was the first rector
of St. James Cathedral, Toronto, and also first rector of the
York Grammar School. To Dr. Stuart’s school there attaches
the fame of priority, and it has also found a place in poetry;
at least, so it is averred, for hither in 1804, in the course of
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his wanderings, came that Irish Anacreon, Thomas Moore.
Viewing the log dwelling of Dr. Stuart, which was at once
parsonage and academy, he saw neither parsonage nor
academy. It suggested a train of thought neither clerical
nor academic. Indeed, were it not for the undoubted author-
ity of the late Rev. Prof. Williamson of Queen’s University,
it would be somewhat difficult to believe that the lines found
among Moore’s Canadian verses, entitled ‘‘Ballad Stanzas*
were inspired by the sedate dwelling of the pioneer clergyman
and pedagogue of Ontario.

During this romantic period of first settlement, mention
should be made of an unexpected ally of the classics. The
famous Mohawk chief Brant or Thayendenegea was deserved]

a man of great reputation. He bore himself with wit and grace
at the court of George III. He built the first church jn
Upper Canada, and his wise diplomacy secured to his tribe
a permanent settlement in the province. The character of
this great chief, and one might almost say great mamn
exhibited a strange mixture of Christian grace and sav. :
cruelty; but strangest of all, if travellers’ tales be true, he
was a lover of Latin and Greek. Isaac Weldt, a travelley
through Upper Canada in 1792, reports that Brant had

heard to regret that his labours on behalf of his tribe left hj
no time to pursue the study of Greek, in which he desireq
to perfect himself that he might still further improve
translation of the New Testament into Mohawk.
wonders if this admiration for the classics was one of the fruj

of his visit to England and his friendship with the greag
Certainly in other respects he lived like a gentleman g¢
Burlington, where he had one of the largest houses in
province, enjoyed a handsome income, and, it is said, kepg
twenty negro slaves.

With Simcoe, in 1792, began a new era only slightly less
primitive than the preceding thirty years. Roads began
be built—at least Yonge Street and Dundas Street
blazed through the forest, but it was nearly fifteen Years
before they became at all passable. This era was still an
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era of Indians, bears, wolves, and all things dear to the school-
boy’s imagination. There was little Latin and less Greek.
But in the governor’s mind there were dreams of higher
education, and the first beginnings of a grammar school
system and of a university were made.

The Constitutional Act of 1791, with its Clergy Reserves
and its attempted aristocratic institutions, may be properly
regarded as the source of the educational struggle which
continued for fifty years. Simcoe, full of memories of the
American war and of the French Revolution, was politically
a reactionist. Soldiers stood on parade and bands played
with as much decorum and ceremony amid the forest as before
the Palace of St. James in London. But we must not digress,
except to call attention to the fact that, from the beginning,
in Upper Canada, there were two currents ot opinion, which
were not without their effect upon education, and so upon
the destiny of classics in the system subsequently developed.

Before considering, however, the grammar school system,
we must return to Kingston. Here, in 1799, at the invitation
of Robert Hamilton and Richard Cartwright, there arrived
from Scotland the young Scotchman who was destined to
occupy an important position in the history of the province.
John Strachan came to Canada under a misunderstanding.
He expected to be head of the projected university. Finding
that there was no immediate prospect of such a foundation,
although greatly disappointed, he decided to remain and to
accept a position as tutor to the sons of Mr. Cartwright and
other gentlemen in Kingston. We are not concerned at pre-
sent with the great part which Dr. Strachan subsequently
played in public affairs, in education, and in the Anglican
Church, of which he was the first bishop. It is sufficient to
note that he came as a teacher, a graduate of Aberdeen; and
it may be interesting to inquire into his attainments as a
classical scholar. This is somewhat difficult after the lapse
of a century, and indeed the great combativeness which dis-
tinguished him in public life, and the pugnacity which made
him so formidable a champion of his cause, have somewhat




obscured that side of his character to which our attention
is now directed. We may be sure, however, that he knew
Latin well, for he easily gained at Aberdeen a bursary awarded
in this subject. It is said that he was a great favourite with
his professors. He was a successful teacher at £50 a year in
Scotland. On the other hand, we must note that when
Strachan was an applicant for the parish school at Kettle
he waited on Dr. John Hunter of St. Andrews, and askeq
him to examine him. He did so, and told Strachan that
““he was no great things, but would be the best there not-
withstanding.”” As Strachan was greatly pleased with this
verdict, we may consider it as flattering.

If we add to these facts the reputation which Dr. Strachan
enjoyed as a teacher, and the fact that classical studies in
those days were pursued even in remote parts of Scotlang
with an ardour and thoroughness almost unknown in Canadg
to-day, we shall feel satisfied that the first classical mastey
in Upper Canada was something of a scholar. We could judge
very accurately, I think, if it were possible to recapture g
certain fugitive composition of Mr. Strachan’s, which has gq
far eluded search. This was a Latin ode in Sapphic metpe
addressed to Bishop Mountain of Quebec on the occasion of :
a visit paid by that ecclesiastic to Mr. Strachan’s schog] E
Perhaps this was the first effort of the classic muse in Uppe;. '
Canada, and the muse was certainly singing amid surroundi
as desperate as when Ovid consoled his exile at Tomi. By
there was something more than poetry in that ode. It musg
be remembered that when the question was discussed
choosing some one to be at the head of the proposed eoll
which Simeoe had projected, it was decided that an Engligh,
graduate from Oxford or Cambridge might not be able ¢
adapt himself to colonial conditions, and that the comparative
poverty of Scotland would be a fitter preparation for the
remote hardships of life in Upper Canada. So the Position
had been offered first to the great Dr. Chalmers, and Subse.
quently to Mr. Strachan. No doubt, then, our young scho
in Cornwall wished to overcome by choice phrase and blame_
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less metre that prejudice which Englishmen have always been
felt to entertain in favour of English erudition.

The bishop, duly gratified by the scholarly compliments,
replied in dignified language, which was punctuated, however,
by a gentle waving of the pastoral staff as he warned the young
clergyman not to allow academic amusements to take pre-
cedence of more important duties. That Sapphic ode may
not have been flawless, but had it been an unworthy effort
it possibly would have hindered the elevation of Mr. Strachan
to the bishopric of Toronto, an event which took place a
few years later. At any rate, more trifling matters have
produced equally momentous results. The ode is lost, but
what Dr. Mountain wrote in reply, dated January 25th,
1804, is as follows: “With respect to your ode, I find con-
siderable difficulty in giving an opinion upon the merits of
a composition in which you are pleased to speak so very
favourably of me. But I must not refuse to do you justice,
nor myself the pleasure of saying that, in my judgement,
it has real poetical merit, and contains sentiments which do
equal honour to your feelings and your taste. I need hardly
add that the cultivation of this talent, in a moderate degree,
and applied to proper subjects, may clearly be placed under
a class of amusements to which I alluded in my charge, nor
need I, I am convinced, caution you against indulging even
this elegant and pleasing talent to the neglect of more
important pursuits and more profitable studies. The very
sentiments contained in the ode are pledges that such a
caution is unnecessary.”

But we are anticipating, for Bishop Mountain’s visit did
not take place while Mr. Strachan was in Kingston, but after
he bhad removed to Cornwall. In Kingston, Strachan’s
school numbered a dozen boys, and his ability as a teacher
became widely known. It was at this time that the influence
and friendship of Dr. Stuart induced the young scholar to
take orders, and after ordination he was appointed to Corn-
wall as his first parish. ' The school in Kingston was reluct-
antly abandoned, but was reopened in Cornwall. Here, in a
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building which may be considered as the first grammar school
building in Ontario, a school was conducted whose influence
may be shown to have been historic, and, inasmuch asg
secondary education at that period was chiefly classical, ig
would be pleasant to dwell longer on this incident of colonial
education. Much, however, has been written about Dy
Strachan’s methods as a teacher; and the names of his pupils,
who came to him from remote districts, are the names of the
men who were prominent in early Upper Canadian histo
and are known to all. It should be remarked as of interesi
that one of Dr. Strachan’s pupils at Cornwall, afterwards
the Rev. William Macaulay, rector of Picton, proceeded jp
1816 to Oxford, and although he did not remain longer thag
two years and consequently did not take his degree, he wag
the first student from Ontario to approach that famous segs
of ancient learning.

In 1812, Dr. Strachan, who had now been laureated §
his Alma Mater, Aberdeen, and whose fame was therefope
more than provincial, removed to York, the capital of the
province. That everything in Canada was still very primitiye
is shown by the fact that York was a wooden village of not
more than a thousand inhabitants, while to reach it from
Cornwall required a journey of two weeks.

We are not yet done with this fiery and energetic Scoteh.
man, the living impersonation of what that old schoolmastey
Buchanan, first called the prefervidum ingenium Scotoru,,.:
If the mention of his name grows wearisome, it must be
explained that half of the educational life of the provi
down to 1850, was animated by his activities. He liveq to
a ripe old age and died in 1867 full of honours. He was the
first bishop of the Anglican Church in Upper Canada.
was a member of the Legislative Council and president
the Provincial Board of Education. He was, in a sense,
founder of Toronto University, and the first principal
King’s College. He was the founder of Trinity Universig
and the principalship of MecGill University was offereq ﬁo.
him on its foundation.

B o e
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The other half of our educational history during this
period is associated with the name of another clergyman of
another denomination. A man of equal energy and deter-
mination, who, at the time when Strachan was teaching in
Cornwall, was an infant in Norfolk County, Ontario, showing
no sign that he would grow up to be the great opponent of
all that Strachan so ably championed. Could John Strachan
at this time have stood beside the cradle of the infant Egerton
Ryerson and, muttering some Thracian magic or Etruscan
formula, have metamorphosed the infant Hercules of educa-
tional reform into a supporter of Canadian Toryism, there
would have been fewer controversial buffets given and
received. We will not now stir the ashes of those ancient
controversies. Ryerson, too, was a great and typical Can-
adian, and we shall have something to say later about his
contribution to classical education. The educational world
in Ontario has profited by the diverging ideas of these two
distinguished leaders.

It is time now, having narrated the origin of the Cornwall
Grammar School, to consider how classical education fared
elsewhere in the province in the years between 1791 and
1812. At Newark, chosen by Simecoe as his first capital,
a school was opened in 1792 by the Rev. Robert Addison,
who received from the government a grant of £100, following
the precedent of the grant to Dr. Stuart. In 1796, in Newark,
the Rev. Mr. Arthurs announced that he was prepared to
give instruction in Latin and Greek. His advertisement in
the pioneer paper stated that “If any number of boys offer
and books can be procured, a Latin class will be commenced
immediately.” There was a garrison school for elementary
teaching at Newark at this time, and before 1812 there was
a grammar school which was held at first in the block-house.
At a later period, under the Rev. Dr. Burns, a Presbyterian
clergyman, this became a noted classical school.

At York, in 1802, Dr. W. W. Baldwin, father of the Hon.
Robert Baldwin, decided to open a classical school and issued
the following notice: ‘““Understanding that some of the
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gentlemen of this town have expressed much anxiety for the
establishment of a classical school, Dr. Baldwin begs leave
to inform them and the public that he intends on Monday,
the 3rd of January next (1802), to open a school in which
he will instruet twelve boys in reading, writing, the classies,
and arithmetic. The terms for each boy, eight guineas per
annum, to be paid quarterly. One guinea entrance and one
cord of wood to be supplied by each boy on opening the
school.”

It is said that Dr. Baldwin was an ambitious man ang
had visions of founding a family. He acquired property
which he laid out on a grand scale. The noble width of
Spadina Avenue is still an evidence of these ambitions of g
century ago. On the other hand, the stream of classica)
influence flowing from his school showed itself inte
democratic, for his famous son, the Hon. Robert Baldwin, was
an undoubted Liberal and was the first to enact in Can
laws abolishing entail; and, what is more closely related te
our present subject, he was the author of the University Bin
which removed Toronto University from denominationn
control.

To return again to the Kingston district. In 1811 Bagy,
Academy was founded. This was a classical school conducteq
by Mr. Barnabas Bidwell, a scholarly man from Massachyy.
setts. Here were educated several of the public men of
period, Mr. Peter Perry, Attorney-General Hagerman,
the Hon. Marshall Spring Bidwell, a politician of the rebellion
period and the hero of a well-known incident. The yo
Bidwell was the victim of the spleen of Sir Francis Bond H
and had to leave the country. He was the author of
legislation which gave dissenting bodies in Ontario the righg
to hold property and to celebrate matrimony.

So far the educational efforts described were of a Private
nature; but in 1807 the first Grammar School Act was p
This Act authorized the establishment of a grammar sch
in each of the eight districts into which Upper Canada w,
divided. The Act provided for a grant of £100 in each
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district to pay the salary of a teacher, and £50 for an assistant,
if such were necessary. A Board of Trustees was appointed
in each district whose duty it was to nominate a fit and
discreet person as teacher and to examine into the moral
character, learning, and capacity of such person so nominated,
and being satisfied with the moral character, learning, and
capacity of such person to recommend his appointment to
the lieutenant-governor. This was all the machinery. The
erection of suitable buildings was left to the zeal of com-
munities, and there was no inspection or programme of
studies. These schools, at a later date commonly known as
grammar schools, were at first called district schools, there
being one in each district. Under the Act of 1807, grammar
schools were authorized (1) at Sandwich, (2) in the Township
of Townsend, Norfolk County, afterwards the London Gram-
mar School, (3) at Newark or Niagara, (4) at York, (5) in
the Township of Hamilton, Northumberland County, (6) at
Kingston, (7) in the Township of Augustus, afterwards
transferred to Brockville, (8) at Cornwall.

Of these schools, only Cornwall, Kingston, Brockville,
York, Niagara, London, and Sandwich were actually estab-
lished before the war of 1812. Probably at that time they
did not contain altogether more than one hundred pupils.
They were situated sometimes two hundred miles apart.
Only one or two had special buildings; a room in the teacher’s
house, a shed or a deserted blacksmith shop housed the others.
Books were very scarce and hard to obtain. It took six
months to secure a supply from England, and even as late
as 1832 a journey from Kingston to New York occupied two
weeks. We can appreciate the remark of the Rev. Mr.
Arthurs, already quoted, that he would begin the teaching
of Latin if a supply of books could be obtained.

We have come now to the war of 1812-14, when educa-
tional progress came to a standstill. The Kingston Grammar
School remained open with difficulty. The N iagara Grammar
School was closed, and very probably, also, the other frontier
schools. Bath Academy was used as a barracks, but was
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reopened after the war. When the Americans burned York,
the Grammar School—one of the very few school buildina
in the province—fortunately escaped destruction.

At the close of the war, there was a great revival of
interest in education, and the grammar school system was
greatly extended. Supplementary schools were authorizeq
where required in the various districts, the area of whiel
was changed as the population increased; and any one wheo js
curious about the matter may see their boundaries in 1820
by consulting the excellent map of Upper Canada contained
in Gourley’s Survey, published in that year. It will be seen
there that the Home District, for example, comprised
counties of York, Simcoe, and Ontario, for which large ares
the only grammar school was the York Grammar School.

The seven schools in actual existence in 1812 ine
to eleven in 1826, with an attendance of about three hun
pupils. In 1843, there were twenty-five schools with eighe
hundred pupils, which had increased by 1850 to fifty sch%
with about two thousand pupils. That these schools
primarily classical schools is proved by the programmes of
studies prepared in 1816 by Dr. Strachan, and in 1839 §,
the Council of King’s College, who at that time assumed ¥
supervision of the grammar schools and prepared a c“"i'cuhn.
almost exclusively classical.

According to the programme of 1816, boys began at the
age of seven with the Eton Latin Grammar, and at the
of eleven with the Eton Greek Grammar. At the age of
sixteen boys were supposed to have read in Latin, Ph
Cornelius Nepos, Caesar, Ovid, Terence, Virgil, Ho
Sallust, Cicero, Livy, Juvenal, and Tacitus; and in Gr%'
the Greck New Testament, Xenophon, Homer, and Thu
ides; and in both languages composition in prose and
was prescribed. This was the ideal programme drawn
by Dr. Strachan, who, in 1824, was chairman of the Gene:q:
Board of Education for the province.

It will not be possible to follow in detail the hist
the various grammar schools between 1812 and 1850, nor win
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it be necessary, for the same criticisms apply to all. First,
in regard to the teachers. These were generally Old Country-
men, and this fact argued well at that time for thoroughness
in the teaching of the classics. It may be of interest to note
that, in contrast to present conditions, in 1825 a certain Mr.
Baxter failed to secure an appointment at Kingston because
he was a Canadian and the trustees desired an English
graduate. Very frequently clergymen and friends of Dr.
Strachan were appointed. Cornwall, however, had a suc-
cession of Scottish Presbyterian ministers, ending with the
Rev. Dr. Hugh Urquhart, 1827-1857, a famous classic who
was, we are told, a gentleman, a Christian, and a scholar.
He belonged to the Scotch Establishment and was after-
wards professor at Queen’s University. Among Dr. Urqu-
hart’s many famous pupils in Cornwall was the Hon. John
Sandfield Macdonald, who has left a flattering tribute to his
old school. “I owe,” he said, “all the spirit of independence
which I have maintained throughout my career to my learning
and attendance at that school.”

Many of these clergymen and early teachers were

unates of Trinity College, Dublin. For example, Dr.
MeCaul, the first president of Toronto University, Dr.
Bayley of London Grammar School, Mr. Gore the first prinei-
pal of Barrie Grammar School, and many others. Trinity
College, Dublin, played an important part in pioneer educa-
tion which should not be forgotten. If the name of Dr.
McCaul, greatest of Grecians, receives only a passing mention,
it is because his career lies partly outside the period under
consideration, but it would be an oversight to omit a tribute
to his brilliant scholarship.

As at an earlier period, little attention was paid to proper
buildings. As late as 1830 the grammar school was often a
wretched house or a ruinous building altogether unfit for the

, especially in the winter season. In 1838, the
trustees of the Johnstown District reported to the lieutenant-
governor that the grammar school building was an old frame
building, very cold and inconvenient. In the same year, the
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trustees of the Midland District reported as follows: “The
Trustees of the District Grammar School earnestly desire tgq
call your Excellency’s attention to the decayed state of the
building now occupied as the District Grammar School. They
beg to assure your Excellency that in a year or two at mosg
it will be in such a ruinous state as to be absolutely untenable ;
and they have no funds at their disposal from which they
could either repair the present house or erect a building mope
adequate to the wants of the District.”” Not till 1839 diq
the government pass a bill which authorized the payment of
$800 towards the erection of suitable buildings in each distrie
provided that an equal sum was voluntarily contributed by
the inhabitants.

Teachers were appointed directly by the lieutenang.
governor on the nomination of the various boards, and coulq
only be removed by him. The schools were supported by
a yearly legislative grant of £100 to each school, which
remained the same throughout the period under consideration‘
As fees were always charged, the teacher’s revenue was aug-
mented in this way, but there were no municipal taxes tin
a very much later date. For instruction in the lower branch
£4, and for instruction in Greek, Latin and mathematj
£5 was the fee. There was a provision, however, in
Grammar School Act of 1820, whereby ten of the most
promising pupils in each district should be educated free at
the District Grammar School. Once in four years eve
common school in the district sent up the names of not More
than four proposed free scholars. These names were Written
on separate slips of paper which were put into a box, and ten
names were drawn; the fortunate scholars were known
King’s scholars, and were entitled to exemption from fees.

The grammar schools were intended originally for boys,
Occasionally, by the indulgence of the master, girls
allowed to attend once or twice during the week, when 1
were assigned to them which they prepared at home.
education in secondary schools was unknown, at the begigp_
ning of the period; Minerva was undisturbed in her impon&nt
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duties by the pranks of Cupid, but by 1850 perhaps half of
the schools admitted girls as well as boys. Nor was the
present generous allowance of holidays the rule. Only a short
recess in the summer, a day or two at Easter, and at Christmas,
and work on Saturdays was the custom of those strenuous
times.

The best known of the grammar schools was the Home
District, or York Grammar School. Its history has been
carefully traced by local historians. Situated in the square
to the north of St. James’ Cathedral, it had a close connexion
with the church; and incidentally it may be remarked that
as St. James was the temple of the Family Compact and Dr.
Strachan the high priest of that alliance, so York Grammar
School was for many years the nursery of Canadian high
Toryism. The York Grammar School in 1829 was merged
into the Upper Canada College, which appeared first under
the name of the Royal Grammar School. The headmaster,
Dr. Phillips, became the vice-principal of Upper Canada
College. The citizens of York, however, were dissatisfied
with the new arrangement, and insisted upon the immediate
reopening of the grammar school, whose history therefore has
been almost unbroken from 1807 to the present time.

A good deal has been said about Dr. Strachan and his
influence on education. His great antagonist, Dr. Ryerson,
was a native Canadian and a product of the grammar school
system as it was in those days. True, he owed most of his
success to a certain touch of genius and to great force of
character, but it will be of interest in our present purpose
to trace the history of his education and acquaintance with
the classics. He attended as a boy the London District
Grammar School, which was taught by Mr. James Mitchell,
an excellent classical scholar, within half a mile of his father’s
farm in Norfolk County. Mr. Mitchell was a Scotchman
who had obtained a position through the influence of Dr.
Strachan. In his school Ryerson became an usher, and
taught with success while Mr. Mitchell attended to the more
congenial pursuit of gardening. Ryerson afterwards pursued
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his studies in Hamilton, about 1825, under Mr. John Law
then head of the Gore District grammar school. He says, “}
applied myself with such ardour and prepared such an amoung
in both Latin and Greek that Mr. Law said it was quite
impossible for him to give the time to hear me read all thag
I had prepared, and that he would therefore examine me on
the translation and construction of the more difficult passages
remarking more than once that it was impossible for an;
human mind to sustain long the strain that I was imposi

on mine.” The result thus foretold was a brain fever. Jgn
1824 his diary, covering the same period, contains the followy.
ing entries: August 16th. “This day I commenced my
studies by reading Latin and Greek with Mr. Law.” Aug
17th, “I have been reading Virgil’s Georgics, I find themy
very difficult and have only read seventy lines.” Augusg
24th, ‘I shall finish the first book of the Georgics to-day
which is the seventh day since I commenced them. I expee;
to finish them in four weeks from this time. My mind improveg
and I feel much encouraged. My labour is uniform ang
constant from the dawn of day till near eleven at night. 1
have not a moment to play the flute.”” September 15
“T have read three books of the Georgics and three Odesg 0}
Horace, but the last week I have read scarcely any, as y
have had a great deal of company and there has been
school.” Later on, when stationed at Saltfleet, he wri
“On my leisure days I read from ten to twenty verses
Greek a day.” Still later, when stationed at the Credj
in the midst of his success as a missionary among the Indi

he writes, “Having no place for retirement, and Iiving N
the midst of bustle and noise, I have forgotten a good .

of my Greek and Latin, and have made but little Progres;
in other things.”

Mr. Law, who has been mentioned as the teacher of
Egerton Ryerson, was a young Scotchman who had bee;
trained for the ministry of the Established Church. He
the first headmaster of the Gore or Hamilton school, wasg an
accomplished scholar, very thorough in his teaching ang
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strict in discipline, and had, it is said, an abiding faith in the
virtue of the rod. The provincial reputation of this school
attracted many pupils, among whom Ryerson was the most
distinguished. A schoolmate, the late Hon. Samuel Mills,
in a letter to Dr. Ryerson writes, “The very fact of your
attending this school gave éclat to it, as you were considered
a well educated young man, far in advance of the rest of us.
Your studies, if my recollection serves me right, were confined
entirely to reading Latin and Greek, and I know Mr. Law
and the whole school looked upon you as being a credit to
it.” Having mentioned the Gore District Grammar School,
it should be stated that it enjoyed a second period of great
prosperity under the Rev. Dr. John Rae, 1836-48, who had
William Tassie for his assistant. The fame of the latter as
headmaster of Galt from 1853 to 1881 takes us beyond the
period under consideration.

But to return to Dr. Ryerson. He was not, in the
modern sense, a classical scholar, but he was a well educated
man and a credit to the pioneer schools. ‘A more thorough
acquaintance with the classics would have added little to
his native genius. By choosing the via media in politics
during the perilous crisis of 1837, he really saved the country,
for his influence was enormous, and having won the confidence
of the British government he was rewarded with the post of
Superintendent of Education. By his legislation in 1853,
the grammar schools became an integral part of the school
system, and the destiny of the classies in Ontario was thence-
forward guided by the university requirements for matri-
culation.

Classics under the new system were not able to retain
their exclusive position in secondary education ; but, if less
exclusive, their position, together with the whole system, was
more secure. Under -the new system, as Dr. Ryerson
announced in 1846, “No man in one and the same school
and on one and the same day would be found making the
absurd and abortive attempt of teaching the a, b, c’s, reading,
spelling, writing, arithmetic, grammar, geography (in all
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their gradations), together with Latin, Greek and mathe-
maties.”

The founding of Upper Canada College in 1829 was an
event of great importance in the history of classical teaching.
In a sense, Upper Canada College was an offshoot of the
grammar school system. It appeared first as the Royal
Grammar School. A great deal of bitter controversy raged
about the establishment of this institution. In the minds
of some, the action of Sir John Colborne was condemned.
The founding of Upper Canada College, which took place
suddenly and without previous discussion, seemed to one
section of the community an act only surpassed in turpitude
by the endowing of the forty-four rectories on the eve of the
governor’s departure from Canada.

But there is no need to discuss the controversial side of
this important event. It had a profound effect upon edu-
cation in Ontario by immediately elevating the standard
and setting an example of sound scholarship to be the envy
and despair of every grammar school in the province. How
could it be otherwise? A sum of money more than double
the expenditure onall the grammar schools together was to
be expended in salaries. An ample endowment was provided
and while the half-starved grammar schools shivered u;
ruinous shacks and their teachers received a beggarly five
hundred dollars, the principal and vice-principal of the new
foundation received three thousand dollars each, while othep
salaries were proportionate. The buildings, which until g
few years ago were familiar to all on King Street, were erecteq
and were adequate in every way to the needs of the time_

The classics were well taught in the new school. One
has only to glance at the list of masters to be assured thag
this was the case. The principal and head of the classi
department was the Rev. J. H. Harris, D.D., late Fellow of
Clare Hall, Cambridge; the vice-principal was the Rev. Y
Phillips, D.D., of Queen’s College, Cambridge. Both these
gentlemen became well known as successful teachers. Th
there was the Rev. Charles Matthews, M.A., of Pembrok;
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Hall, Cambridge, and the Rev. W. Boulton, B.A., of Queen’s
College, Oxford, so that it will be seen that the classical
department was very strong.

Indeed, it was not long before protests began to be made
as to the character of the institution. Latin prose and
Latin verse did not seem sufficiently practical to an influential
section of the community, and in 1831, about a year after the
opening of the college, a petition was presented to the
lieutenant-governor, signed, among others, by the Hon.
Robert Baldwin, to the effect that, “The benefits dispensed
by Upper Canada College might, in their opinion, be greatly
extended in favour of the children of many families in this
town and vicinity, whose parents do not desire them to be
instructed in the classics, by admitting them upon less expen-
sive terms, to receive an English education only. Wherefore,
we pray that His Excellency might be pleased to cause
such alterations to be made in the regulations, and such
changes in the College, as would enable His Excellency’s
petitioners, and others in similar circumstances, to have
their sons educated in a college in such branches of an English
education as would qualify them for discharging, with
efficiency and respectability, the scientific and other business
of tradesmen and mechanics.”

To this expostulation the governor replied in dignified
terms which conveyed to his petitioners his determination
to uphold the classical programme. He assured them,
“That a boy, who is admitted to the college at nine or ten
years of age, with industry can qualify himself to enter most
professions before he is seventeen, and then he will leave
school a classical scholar, a good mathematician, with a critical
knowledge of two modern languages, while, at the same time,
he will find that his commercial education has not been
neglected.” Thus, for the time being, classics carried the
day.

Upper Canada College had a large attendance from the
first. In 1831 there were 126 boys, while in 1845 there were
178. At that date there were not more than 800 boys in
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all the twenty-five grammar schools in the province, and the
largest of them had not more than 52 pupils. In contrasti

the grammar schools and Upper Canada College, it should
be remembered that most of the former were one-master
schools, and so there need be no wonder at the preéminence
of Upper Canada College from 1830 to 1875. The grammay
schools did their best to emulate their rival, but a proof of
their inferiority is seen in the fact that, in the ten years of the
existence of King’s College, from 1843 to 1853, almost all the
students were from Upper Canada College, while even at g
much later date, it was unusual for scholarships to be gaineq -
by grammar school boys in competition with Upper Canadg :
College boys. :

The Rev. Henry Scadding, D.D., was classical mastep
in Upper Canada College from 1838 to 1862. His name jg
familiar to all students of Canadian history, and the ve
active part which he took in religious, scientific, and edy.
cational affairs entitles him to more than passing mention
He was born in York, and was educated in the York Grammgy
School, where he learned Latin from Dr. Strachan and hig
assistant, the Rev. Rossington Elmes. The Scotch pronup.
ciation was in vogue under Dr. Strachan, and was not unlj
the Roman pronunciation now in use. Henry Scaddi
proceeded later to Cambridge under the patronage of Mpg
Simecoe, the wife of the first governor of Upper Can&da‘
Mrs. Simeoe was anxious to do something for the provinee lt;
which she naturally took a deep interest, and by the educatiop
of Dr. Scadding she conferred a lasting benefit on the inte].
lectual life of the community. In passing, I may be permit
to remark that the useful antiquarian studies of Mr. Jo
Ross Robertson are due to the example of Dr. Scaddin&
whose pupil he was.

At the close of the period under consideration, th
were found to be many private schools scattered through the
provinee, in about half of which elementary classics w
taught. No doubt many of these were girls’ schools, as gj
were not always admitted to the grammar schools. There
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is no time to say anything further about these numerous
enterprises. One only seems deserving of mention. St.
Catharine’s Collegiate Institute was preceded by a private
establishment, called Grantham Academy, which was founded
at about the same time as Upper Canada College, and
attained considerable fame.

The establishment of Upper Canada College under
Anglican auspices had been a victory for the party of Dr.
Strachan, and immediately, by way of protest, Upper Canada
Academy was founded in 1832 by the Methodists in Cobourg,.
The rivalry was keen, and, a few years later, in the same
way, Queen’s University was established in Kingston.

The first principal of Upper Canada Academy, the Rev.
Matthews Richey, was a native of the north of Ireland, and
a man of classical education, though not a graduate of any
university. He remained at the head until the appointment
of the Rev. Egerton Ryerson, when Upper Canada Academy
became, in 1841, Victoria College. The classical attain-
ments of the latter have been already discussed. His views
on education made him favourable to a more inclusive
scheme than the old exclusive classical programme. He
considered it more important, he said, that a student should
be fitted for life than that his head should be stuffed with
Latin or logic. To Victoria College belongs the honour of
granting, in 1845, the first diploma to a graduate in Arts in
Upper Canada, its first session being held in 1841, that of
Queen’s in 1842, and King’s College in 1843.

The school books, which were in use in Canadian schools
between 1783 and 1850, were English, Scotch, or American.
On the authority of Dr. Scadding, it is stated that Lily’s
Latin grammar, first published in the reign of Henry VIII,
the fons et exemplar of all English Latin grammars, was in
use in the very early days. This fact assures us that teaching
was not superficial, if we remember the remark of Borrow’s
schoolmaster that “he had never known any boy who had
learned Lily’s Latin grammar who had not been in after
days a good man.” As late as 1841, in the course of studies




prescribed for grammar schools by the Council of King's
College, there appear the “propria que maribus” and the
“as in presenti” which were composed by Lily as aids te
memory. Dr. Seadding has pointed out that Lily’s grammap
which has been used in all parts of the British Empire, fu.lﬁ],;
an interesting prophecy of Erasmus contained in the followi
stanza written by him for the walls of St. Paul’s School:

Ludus hic sylvae pariet futurae

Semina; hinc dives nemus undequaque

Densius surgens decorabit Anglum
Latius orbem.
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Lily’s grammar was succeeded by the Eton Latin
Grammar, which was only a rearrangement of Lily’s mattey_
Other English school books in use were Valpy’s Latin Delectus
and Greek Delectus, Bloomfield’s Contraction of Matthiaa’s
Greek Grammar, the Eton Electa, and the Gradus ad Pagp_
nassum, if the latter work, which emanated from the Jesuits.
may be included with the English books.

Of Scottish books there was Ruddiman’s Rudiments, &
famous manual much used by Scottish teachers. Ruddiman’s
Rudiments was replaced in Edinburgh about 1825 by Adam’s
Latin Grammar, a book which is of great importance in the
history of Canadian teaching because it was the immedig
ancestor of the American Andrews’ and Stoddart’s Latip
Grammar, and this in turn was replaced by the very Widely
used Bullion’s Latin and Greek Grammars founded on
same Scottish work. Very many editions attest the usef
ness of these books, which, coming from the United Stat.
were widely used in Canada. The proximity of the Amerj
publishers gave their books a distinct advantage. As th
were no railways prior to 1850, the difficulties of transpe,
ation made it necessary to patronize the nearest market. A
a later period this difficulty was remedied in part by D:
Ryerson’s book depository at the Education Department,

We have spoken of the stream of American books whieh
flowed into Canada, and have not yet mentioned the
famous of American classical editions. In 1822, the Rey
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Charles Authon, rector of the grammar school in New York,
published a translation of Lempriére’s Classical Dictionary.
This was the first of a series of more than fifty annotated
editions of the classics. Without attempting to estimate
the contribution to classical pedagogics of this prolific editor,
who for many years had almost exclusive possession of the
educational field, it may be stated that the scholarship of his
editions was frankly borrowed from German workshops,
while his notes aimed at rhetorical paraphrase rather than
exact translation. It is apparent that American ideals in
teaching had a great influence in Canada in the early days,
and American ideals meant, then, that translation and gram-
mar took precedence of composition in prose and verse.

In conclusion, I must express my indebtedness for a
portion of my material to the labours of the late Dr. Hodgins
in his “Documentary History.” The task, however, of
extracting from that valuable but chaotic mass of material
the scattered references to the classics and to the teachers
in the grammar schools has been almost as difficult as the
efforts of ZAneas to recapture the wind-blown leaves of the
Sibyl’s utterances.

Percy J. RoBINSON

ANTONY TO CLEOPATRA

The wine of love for us flowed not in vain,

When sin’s dark fruit was crushed by lust and strife;
For though our lips touch not the cup again,

Our souls have drunk the burning draught of life.

FrANK OriveEr CaLL
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MUCH conflict and confusion prevail among us at present

on the all-important question of ideals. What is the
true type of the finished man, and how are we to set about
producing him? In other words, what is the normal educa- ;
tional system? What are the really essential elements to be
chosen out of the “embarras de richesse” presented by the
bewildering multiplicity of things known, and kIIOWable,
that lie before us, each calling out for recognition and loudly
insisting on its special claim to be included in our programme?
It is indeed hard to make a sane and well-balanced choice.
A good deal must be left, I fancy, to personal predilection_
There must be a pretty large latitude of options. We must
have rather a robust faith in the instinctive reason of the
soundly constituted individual grazing at will and going fop
what naturally attracts him. All roads lead to Rome; and
there is fortunately a very great variety of means Whereby
a serious man who is in earnest about making the most of
himself may be kindled into a fairly full and happy activity
of his best powers. Supposing him to be endowed by nature
with a healthy curiosity and not too much oppressed in his
circumstances by the grind of bread-winning, then, if hig ¢
formal schooling has taught him to read even his own langu %
with a fair comprehension of its resources, and has not alto-
gether crushed the elasticity of his spirit, he may go very fap
indeed.

There is in particular one element quite essential, ag it
seems to me, to the equipment of the man who is to be really
alive and awake, which would need no more than this simple
preparation. I mean the feeling for the past; its real Presence
and power in the innermost structure of the present, Most
people would say that the penetration of the laws of nature
the clear grasp of physical forces and the far-reaching applica,:
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tion of them to our own purposes, is the most distinctive mark
of our time. But the unveiling of the past is no less charac-
teristic, the endeavour to follow once more with a certain
eritical sympathy, and retrace at least the chief milestones
of the road by which our race has travelled. There is nothing
at all so modern, so peculiarly the note of the enlightened
and full-grown free man of the twentieth century as this
impulse. No doubt we understand the mechanism of the
physical universe with a definiteness and precision of detail
never attained before our own time. And with the under-
standing goes a control quite undreamt of even twenty years
ago. We are under no illusions at all about it. That is the
main difference evolved, through a long maturing process, in

our spiritual attitude. It is a system of adamantine fixity; .

where two and two make four and cannot, under any circum-
stances whatever, stretch to five or shrink to three and a half -
where a given amount of energy may change its shape in many
various ways but will always remain under all changes exactly
identical with itself in quantity. The unshaken conviction
of this absolute and inviolable quantitative fixity in the world
with which we have to do, along with the entire disappearance
from it of all the haze and twilight and “dim religious light”’
which once seemed to make its hard sharp edges plastic to
the prayers of an indolent imagination, this clear and sober
recognition of the great fundamental Fact and unalterable
Limit, the result mainly of the long labours of science, is, as
it seems to me, one chief distinguishing mark of the really
modern man, and an indispensable element in a really vigorous
health of soul. In order to attain to it fully, to have it
thoroughly and ineradicably ingrained by the most effective
method, one would probably need to submit to a course of
careful scientific work in some department or other. And
that would require long study and elaborate teaching. But
the other great distinguishing mark of the modern spirit,
some not inadequate sense of the march of man’s mind, and
the vital working of the past in the present, may well be
obtained at much less expense. There is abundant, daily
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increasing and easily available material for it in our owng
language. All that is needed is good-will, energy, and a fajr
knowledge of our mother-tongue.

Reflect for a moment on the importance of this side of
things. It is our business to understand the world we live j
to gain some clear conception and estimate of the foreces
are at work in it,—not merely the physical forces, but those
inward powers which dominate men’s beliefs and thoughgs
and aspirations. If we are going to be free and intelli
agents, not puppets pulled by wires behind our backs, if
would walk in the van of the great procession, not to speak of
doing something towards leading it, we must gain some insj
into the nature and value of these inner forces. What gpe
they? Such things as are represented by the names morality,
religion, art, literature, law, politics. But all of these
things, which manifestly cover such an immense part in the lives
of all of us, have come to us from the past in the forms and
institutions in which they act upon us. These are full of
spirits of dead men who are still alive, and speak to us in thq...
the fruits of their labours, the deposit of their intelli
and will. And it is our task not simply to take these thj
just as we find them. We are bound to work upon them &
our turn, and pass them on in larger and fitter forms that
may give fuller play to a richer and finer stream of h
life. For, solid as they seem, they are in reality as flueng
the outlines of clouds. Thought, of which they are byg &
concretion, can and must dissolve and build them up s
Without a ceaseless reshaping and re-formation, in whiek we
are called on to take part, they become dead and deaden;
a savour of death unto death. “Vernunft wird Unsiy,
Wohltat Plage, Weh dir dass du ein Enkel bist.”” Ang
one can understand them, or assimilate them, or mainge:
that freedom in the face of them which is needful to mal
them really his own, or contribute helpfully to the indj
sable task of their reconstruection, unless he has formed Sc
sort of clear conception of how they have come to be gg
find them. We must ‘“think backward to live fo b
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The ideal of an educated man, that is, of a really free man
with his eyes open, who knows his way about in his world
and can justly estimate the forces at work in it, would include
this, along with that other essential element already indicated,
that such a man had lived over in sympathy and imagination,
had virtually retraversed, all the most significant moments in
the story of his race from the time of flint-heads and fetishism
down to the steam engine and the aeroplane, the higher ecriti-
cism, the philosophy of M. Bergson, and the plays of Mr.
Bernard Shaw. Such a gathering up within him of the whole
and substance of concrete reason unfolded in the past
would be the best preparation for the spring into the future.
An extensive programme indeed !—at first sight quite an
impossible one. In reality, however, it is much more within
our compass than it seems. The materials for this fascinating
moving picture of the ascent of man are at hand in abundance.
And they are to be had in English. Thanks to the labours of
an innumerable company of curious inquirers of all sorts
with hard Greek names dissembling the most sportsmanlike
activities, names no less specifically modern than Aeronautics,
and Radiography—to Pal®ontologists, Anthropologists, Egypt-
ologists, Assyriologists, Archezologists; thanks to hard, per-
gistent work with the spade, and the tireless ingenuity which
has gradually pieced together the interpretation of its finds
and the recovery of long-dead languages, in immemorial
gravel and in buried cities, read by the light of what still
survives among backward peoples of the very earliest types
of human thinking, we can now trace in our own language,
in a continuous line, the orbit of our race from “the pre-
glacial age, through the vast periods of geological time, com-
with which historic time is but as a moment in a day,
down to the beginnings of civilization on the plains of the
Nile and the Euphrates,” about the fifth millenium B.c.—
the time which used to be accepted without question as the
date of the Creation of the World—and thence onward to
“the glory that was Greece and the splendour that was
»

Rome.
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But it is with these great immortal peoples, above al}
with Greece, that the real drama of history begins. Before
her a weary stretch of stagnant waters to no end: with hep
a free mountain river leaping to the sunlight in rapids and
cataracts. With Greece and Rome we are in the midst of
the full stir and movement of modern civilization.
we turn from the laws of Hamurabi and the Epic of Gijj.
gamesch to the first lines of the Iliad, we find ourselves at home.
Here at last is a fully intelligible and articulate voice that
vibrates still. The chief among the priceless documentg
which preserve for us the innermost substance of this antj-
quity, that is still so very much alive, are now appeari
from time to time in a fresh rendering in our own language
It is the aim of the Loeb Classical Library, a great enterprise
made possible by the generosity of an enlightened American
millionaire, Mr. James Loeb, to make these records m.
accessible and palatable to English readers than they have
ever been hitherto. The translations are executed by pi
scholars and practised hands at the business in England
the United States. They are renderings of works of high li
art, some of them the most perfect of their kind in the whole
treasury of our race. Therefore, naturally they can Never
fully take the place of their originals. It will always repay g
certain number of persons, who have the necessary leisure ang
taste, to take the trouble of getting back to these Greek andg
Latin books in their native dress and habit. It will also
repay any civilized community handsomely to encourage &
certain number of its ingenious citizens to do this. Poems, of
course, especially suffer in the metamorphosis of g
tion. They are indeed incapable of being kept quite f
and glowing in any tongue but their own. The timbre of
instrument they were made for is of their essence; when set,
however skilfully, for another, their musie, that is, thejp
innermost soul and specific fragrance, as it were, inevi
flattens and fades. A prose version of a poem, though Some.
times, like John Carlyle’s of the * Inferno,” more satisf% <
than any rendering in verse, falls so miserably short of N .
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first full resonance as to be almost a contradiction in terms.
But many translations have become classies in their own right.
The English and German Bible, Urquahart’s version of
Rabelais, the German Shakespeare, Jowett’s Plato, are
examples. Whether this high distinction will fall to the lot
of any among the Loeb translations time alone can tell. One
of these at least, which is now before me in an advance copy,
and that the one among those as yet accessible in which
this MaAGAzINE is most immediately concerned, Principal
Peterson’s version of the Dialogue of Tacitus, is a really
fine piece of work and a credit to Canadian scholar-
ship. It is a genuine transfusion of the original. Tacitus,
the literary critic, is truly “englished” here, in so far as that
is possible or desirable; lifted up bodily across the centuries
and brought home to the “business and bosom” of any
Montreal lawyer who will bestir his imagination a little.
On the unobtruded solid foundations (like an iceberg, nine-
tenths out of sight) of a most thorough-going critical study
of the manuscripts and the language, rises a graceful struc-
ture in clear light, full of brilliance and felicities in detail,
an admirably faithful representation of the author, and yet
a fresh work of art and piece of living English speech.

Now why should not the whole mass of literature put
before us in this series take its place by the side of our English
Bible? It is, indeed, impossible to overestimate the worth of
the Bible. We have there, as it seems to me, more than
anywhere else, the impress of the heart of humanity, the
authentic record of the deepest workings of the divine spirit
that is in man in its efforts to struggle up to the most central
light of all. There are surely no figures in the entire roll of
history which can compare in the absolute universality of
their appeal with the prophets and apostles and holy men of
old, to say nothing of the one crowning glory to which they
point forward or look back. But the Bible is a book, or rather
a collection of books. That is what the name means, and it
is that in which the virtue of the things consist. It is not a
wonder-working fetish whose words are charms. It is a
deposit of life. It will do nobody any good who does not
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touch, at some cardinal points at least, the infinite shifti
play of life reflected there, with all its inevitable varieties
and gropings and contradictions. It must be understood
and followed with a vital sympathy. And it is by no means
easy to understand. It needs comment. The very besg
commentary upon it after all, or at least upon those parts of
it which concern us most nearly, would, I think, be furni

for English readers by such a library as this Loeb collection
of the Greek and Roman classics.

The Jews, from whom all of us, whatever our opinions
may be, and whether we like it or not, get our religion, thas
is to say, the key-note of our attitude to things, our m.
comprehensive and ultimate convictions as to the wh
complex of the realities that confront us, did not live ¢;
vacuo.” They were not segregated from the rest of the wo
as used to be conceived, in an exclusive sheep-pen of theje
own, where they were fed with some incomprehensi
manna dropping down from the skies for their peculiar benefit -
on the contrary, they were the storm-centre of the old world:
They were formed, and their religion was formed, by con
and collision with all the great nations of antiquity.
were brayed in a mortar by all of them. That was how
had their wisdom rubbed into them. They learnt much ang
they rejected much from all. They were attracted and
pelled by each in turn. It would be hard to say which Were
most fruitful, the attractions or the repulsions. Egym.
Assyria, Babylon, Persia, Greece, Rome, were the gradeq
classes of Israel’s stern school, the successive whetstones
his spirit. The very kernel of the religion, the prophetie
teaching, the nucleus around which all else gathered, and
germ out of which all else grew—what was it but an in
pretation of history and of the power that works in hmgol.’
sparks of light struck out by hard blows of national diB&ateﬂ'»
It was not the detachment of the Jew that made him a po
It is true, indeed, that he did come to be detached, and tyj
his best to shut himself up in his own very hard shell.
became a ‘hater of the human race.” It is also true thag it
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he had not done so he would have been swamped; the precious
special gift of which he was the custodian for the world would
have vanished irrecoverably, diluted to evanescence in the
broad waters of a Pagan Hellenistic culture. But this recoil
was only a necessary moment of self-gathering and arrest.
The whole real power and secret substance of his religion
came from the fact that he always was, and had always been,
in the midstream, battered by all the salt waves of the seven
seas, rained in upon and penetrated in his own despite by the
concentrated essence of the whole movement of man’s
mind, that really counted; acted upon and reacting, taking
snd rejecting, assimilating and casting away from him,
through the half-conscious working of a deep, selective prin-
ciple of his own tough life. In one sense, nothing in the world
is less special and exclusive than the so-called special revela-
tion to Israel. There is no sober daw among the nations,
pot even the Americans themselves, whose borrowed plumes
it is so easy to point to and count up. We daily find more
and more reason to believe that the laws of the Jews, their
ritual, their Sabbaths, the architecture of their temple, the
only thing among them to represent the plastic arts, their
angelology and demonology, especially the formidable figure
of Satan, their doctrine of immortality when they at length
aceepted it, which they were very slow to do, the more trans-
cendent element in their speculations about the Messiah,
the cosmological lore of the Book of Enoch and the traces
of mythology in Genesis,—that all these things, and more,
in the characteristic forms of their life and thinking
were no products of their own genius, but either imported from
abroad or taken over from the Canaanite population among
whom they established themselves. Perhaps no great people
ever had such a scanty stock of ideas of their own. None
was so flexible and receptive up to a certain point, none so
uncompromising and impenetrable in the last resort. And
not one had a profounder or more ineradicable originality, a
more real gift of spiritual insight, a deeper vein or more
potent stream of distinctive, underlying life. It was to them,
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and through them, that the last simple Word was spoken,
not spoken only but made flesh; the Word that gathers up
and informs all else and can “even subdue all things unte
itself.”

It is not without some reason, then, that the man in
street, who knows no Greek or Latin, is content to find his
mountain of Parnassus and fount of Helicon in Zion’s hin
and cool Siloam’s stream, thanking heaven in his heart, no
doubt with gross inaccuracy in the letter but some solid
residuum of truth in the spirit, that the Prophets and A
wrote what they had to say to him, and what is about all
the old world has to say to him, in plain English. But on
the other hand, it is quite manifest that, if what has been said
is true, and the substantial truth of it is becoming mepe
indubitable every day, many things follow. Among others
that, granting that the Hebrew Seriptures and the New T
ment are after all the central document of ancient life gq far
as most of us are concerned, they are but a text in a con
and cannot be fully or even tolerably understood without
The right thing then to do for the plain man who, th
his traditional reverence for the Bible, has still living in ks
that priceless and quite indispensable germ of true eduecgt;
or true manhood represented by a real sense of unbroken
tinuity with the past, is to get together a library somewhge
after this fashion. Let him put the Bible in the middle, ang
flank it on either side with the Loeb translations of Greek ang
Roman writers. I think he need not trouble to add the Lavws
of Hamurabi, or the Epic of Gilgamesch, or the Egypti
Book of the Dead, or the Zend-Avesta. These, no doubt,
shed gleams of illumination. Some knowledge, too, of Prim;
tive religions, such as it is easy to acquire nowadays, woulq
sharpen his eye for the not quite inconsiderable survi of
that stagejof human culture (curiously active still, for inst%
in the Kikuyu controversy) which inevitably remain embedded‘
like a fly in amber, even in the New Testament ; and
help him in the indispensable task of discriminating be‘:;vo“l‘l
what is deep and essential and what is merely supe,;;;:

it
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there. But practically the whole spiritual substance of the
ancient world, what still lives of it, what of it he needs to brood
over and gather up inwardly, in order to see his present in
its true light and make his spring into the future, would be
represented by such a library.

Honest study of these books, besides giving immediate
and various delight, would quicken, enlarge, and attune his
spirit. His Bible would leap into new light for him at many
points. So would the treasures of our own noble English
literature. His ear would catch a vastly fuller music in
Shakespeare, Milton, Wordsworth, Shelley, Tennyson, and
Browning. The large, fresh breezes from these high places
of our own would blow around him as never before, with health
and light upon their wings. Innumerable tones in them that
had escaped him, echoes of the clear undying songs of our
western sunrise, would awake for him. He would know
what was what in the realm of spirit, and would not be caught
by chaff. The lucubrations of Mrs. Eddy would not impose
upon him. In vain for him would Dr. Ha’nish né Hinnisey,
the Mazdaznan Razzle-Dazzle Persian from Cork, “grate
upon his scrannel pipes of wretched straw.” Even the well-
meant cacklings of some of our men of science—what a pity
they are mostly so slenderly equipped with such prophy-
lactics as Isaiah or Plato would furnish!—would at once, by
a sure instinct, strike upon his ear as little likely to repeat the
triumph of the Roman geese, and save the citade] of our
hope and faith. It would begin to dawn upon him, too, that
the entire Bible of mankind is a much more extensive work
than he had been taught in the Sunday school to suppose.
He would see that it really included all that is deep and true
and spoken with perfect sincerity and power in the whole
range of recorded human utterance; the words of clear in-
sight into the everlasting nature of things, the trumpet-calls
to manhood, every ery of honest love of the good, and indo-
mitable hatred of cruelty and evil, and every tuneful echo of
the quaintness, the beauty, the mystery, and the pity of
things.

JOoHN MacnaveaTON




THE RESTING PLACE OF A SAINT

BETWEEN the downs scattered with the barrows and
earthworks of the ancient Britons and the yellow
beach whereon, twice in seven years, the despairing Saxons
fought doggedly to prevent the landing of marauder Danes,
lies a sleepy little Wessex village clustered about the foot of &
lofty, weather-beaten tower. In the heart of its wooded
valley the tiny hamlet dozes in the summer sunshine; andg
standing on the hill above it you will find the straggling hand-
ful of mellow, old, red brick and grey stone, almost invisible
though here and there a thatched roof or a brick chimney to;;
breaks through the trees, but its church you cannot help
seeing. The great tower-shaft springs up, straight and foyy.
square, from the green cup of the valley it dominates to be a
landmark, not only to the countryside about it but to the
fishermen making the port of Lyme Regis from up-channe]

The place seems all church, and worthy of its beautifm
name, Whitchurch Canonicoram—White Church of the
Canons.

Little Whitchurch is not easy to come at, for it is on pe,
highroad, near no railway, and inhabited only by the sobey
sons of the rich, broken, clay soil which makes the neighboyye.
hood famous, even here in the south of England, for the
beauty and profusion of its wild flowers. The tripper knows
not the name of Whitchurch Canonicorum, the tourist has not
discovered it, nor does the motor car disturb the peace of jpq
winding ways; and yet here is one of the most remark
churches in England—or in the whole of Britain, for the mag
of that—a church which for a thousand years has housed
bones of its own patron saint; a thing so rare in this part
the world as to be practically unique, for though Saint Thomgs
of Cant erbury’s bones lay for many years in his cathedral,
though the venerated dust of Edward the Confessor stil}
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sleeps in the retro-choir of Westminster Abbey, the former of
these great fanes is dedicated to Christ and the latter to Saint
Peter. Whitchurch is the Church of Saint Wita, or White,
known as “Gwen” in Gaelic, “Candida” in Latin, and
“Blanche” in modern France; and no less a person than
Alfred the Great built the first church here, leaving in his will
the Hwitan Cyrican to Ethelwald, his youngest son.

In the next century “ Witcerce” (as it appears in Dooms-
day Book) passed into the possession of Guntard, William the
Conqueror’s chaplain, who handed it over to his favourite
Abbey of Saint Wandragesil (Wandrille) in Normandy. The
monks constituted it a “cell” of the parent Abbey, calling it
Album Monasterium, the White Monastery, and in the century
and a half that it lay in their keeping began to rebuild King
Alfred’s church on a more elaborate plan in the beautiful
“transition-Norman’’ of the day; and much of their graceful
stonework—the south doorway, the font, and two of the
arches,—remains to this twentieth century.

However, before they had finished their task, the monks
sold the church and its lands to the Bishop of Salisbury who,
in turn, towards the end of John’s reign, granted it to Sir
Robert de Mandeville, a knight of the neighbourhood, who
undertook to carry out the uncompleted plans of the monks,
and did so, but in quite a different fashion, building in “Early
English,” regardless of @sthetic unity, and adding the tran-

which make the building cruciform and have led to its
being called “Saint Cross” as an alternative title. [In spite
of Sir Robert’s taste for architecture, the church did not, long
remain an appanage of the Mandevilles, for Bishop Josceline
of Bath acquired it from them, how and for what consideration
does not appear, and made it over to the Canons of the Cathe-
drals of Salisbury and Wells so that it became Whitchurch of
the Canons, and has clung to the name ever since. This
chequered career is still written legibly in the stonework of its
walls for all to read, who will.

Enter the ever-open, unguarded doorway, passing in
the porch the rudely cut consecration crosses on the inner side
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of the door-jamb, dating back to the days of Thomas & Becket,
and look around you at the high, bare interior, with its arches
differing from one another in size and shape; the round Norman
and the pointed English standing side by side; see its windows,
no two of the same size; its pillars, all unlike, and each with its
reason for the diversity. You are looking at petrified history!
And yet notice how all the differences and peculiarities blend
into a severe and dignified whole, and get a glimpse deep into
the roots of English character.

You will rejoice, like all good antiquaries, particularly
in the great fouricenth-century tower, which high up in its
walls bears embedded five or six great ashlars clearly of much
greater antiquity than the rest of the building and carved
with designs about the meaning of which grey-headed gentle-
men are wont to hold heated arguments. These stones are
supposed to represent the remains of King Alfred’s original
church, but the meanings of the figures on them is more than
any one can to-day tell us with certainty. One of the carvi
represents an archaic ship, something like a heraldic lymphag
with an axe beside it; and is generally taken to refer to the
story of Saint Wita, who, it seems, was kidnapped
and carried off from Brittany to London. But the courageousg
saint escaped, though with the loss of two fingers cut off by
one of the pirates with a stroke of his axe.

Another of these mysterious carvings represents a sort of
tall, two-handled jar,and isconsidered bysome tosignify a primj.
tive conception of the Holy Graal (Glastonbury Abbey helg
lands hereabouts!) but by others to have reference to
Annunciation, this jar being the pot in which the symbolje
lilies were set, and, by an artistic trope, used to signify the
flowers. You may take your choice of these antagonist:
theories. But over the west gable of the chancel stands some..
thing -about which there is no doubt whatever—nothing less
than that very rare survival of pre-Reformation days,
sacring-bell hut. In this little pent-house was hung the =
which rang at the Consecration and the Elevation of the H
4o inform those people who were not in the church of the exaeq
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moment at which the great Mystery was taking place, so that
they might be able to join the rest of the faithful in their
adorations. The iconoclasts in their godly zeal for destruction
paid particular attention to these reminiscent evidences of the
days of the Mass, but this is one of the few that escaped.

However, in spite of the archaological delights, external
and internal (you see, I have been assuming that you can read
“sermons in stones’’), and even of the highly decorated tomb
of Sir John Jeffrey of Catherstone in the chancel, with the
good knight’s rusty helmet hanging over it, and of the un-
adorned grave of the great Somers who added the Bermudas
to Britain’s empire in the days of James the First, the glory
and the wonder of the church is, and always will be, the
shallow altar-shaped tomb of plain rough stone standing
modestly in a recess under the window of the north transept,
for this is the shrine of Saint Wita. Here, within this simple,
naked monument lie the bones of one who was not only herself
Saint and Princess, but also claimed the unique distinetion of
being mother to four other saints—Cadfan, Winwaloe, Gwen-
thenoe, and James, all notable holy men in their own land of
Brittany, and two of them of sufficient repute to have churches
dedicated to them in Cornwall also.

The tomb itself is of almost indescribable simplicity—
a thirteenth century base, apparently brought from some-
where else, supporting the far more ancient sarcophagus on a
plain, wall-like front with three oval niches in it, and that is
all! Nor are those oval holes intended for ornament. They
are for the convenience of the devout, who used, in days gone
by, to leave handkerchiefs or small bottles of water there to
become impregnated with the healing virtues of the relics
for the comfort and restoration of their bed-ridden sick folk.
Niches for such a purpose were often a feature in early tombs of
saints, but many a long year has passed since the good people
of Whitchurch have laid phials or cloths in these particular
ones, I think! Are you not almost tempted to make a trial
yourself, with your own handkerchief?
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The story of the actual discovery of the relics is a simple
one. There is not, and there seemingly never has been, any
carven inscription on the tomb, but always the tradition has
persisted, through the ages of faith and even across the ages of
un-faith, that here was the resting-place of Saint Wita, while,
strangely enough, in her native Brittany no spot has ever
claimed the honour.

It seems that about the middle of last century, the then
rector of the church, Sir William}Palmer, who had some fame
as a scholar and as the leader of a certain section of the
Tractarians, was led by curiosity to open the tomb; bug
beyond the report that he did so there remains no evidenee
either of the fact or of any discovery he may have made. How.
ever, in March, 1900, the matter was finally settled beyond
dispute; for in that year a serious fissure developed in the
north wall of the church and important repairs had to be made.
The base of the wall was underpinned, and the falling in of the
earth’during the process led to still further trouble, incideng-
ally causing such dislocation of the ancient shrine that a wide
fracture made its appearance in the stone. So bad was the
breakithat the entire end of the tomb had to be reset, and i
was while the workmen were at work on this that they sgy
inside’a broken stone coffin which appeared to contain &
metal'box. Curiosity was aroused, and an examination made
revealing a leaden casket about two feet six inches long ang
eight,inches square, torn and damaged; the oxidization of
edges of the breaks, however, showing them to be of greag
antiquity.

Within the casket, broken and scattered, were the
of a small woman, while along the undamaged side and end
the reliquary ran the legend, embossed in raised letters on the
lead:—

* HIC - REQVESCT - RELIQVE - SCE - WITE.
(Here rest the bones of Saint Wita)

and thus was vindicated, in the most complete and most
expected fashion, the accuracy of despised: but persisteng
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popular rumour, showing once more that often in local tra-
dition lies the truth that historians have forgotten. The
sacred dust which had lain there so many centuries was, of
course, reverently gathered up into its leaden envelope, the
casket was replaced, and the broken stonework securely
mended with cement; so that once again the saint enjoys her
ancient rest.

It was one thing, however, to discover that the bones of
the church’s patron saint actually were here beneath its roof,
and quite another to find out how there came to be a connexion
between a celebrated Saint of Brittany and this isolated Eng-
lish church. Sabine Baring-Gould, the indefatigable re-
searcher and learned author of ““ The Lives of the Saints,’’ has
given a very reasonable explanation of the seeming mystery
by directing our attention to the persecution of the year 919
in Brittany, which sent a cloud of Breton refugees flying
across the channel to seek safety in England. These destitute
Christians were kindly received by Athelstan and settled by
him in various spots of Cornwall and Wessex (of which Dorset-
shire was a part). What more likely in such an exodus as this
than that the precious body of Saint Gwen, ‘‘the three-
breasted ”’ daughter of the Prince Emyr Llydaw, should have
been brought with them by the pious exiles? But, however and
whenever the translation occurred, here, we know, at last, is
her veritable resting-place, unadorned, unheralded, unsung,
in this humble village, of which the very existence seems
unknown beyond its own borders.

Stand before these naked stones on which falls the clear,
elean light of unpainted windows, and imagine to yourself
how it would be if such a discovery had been made in a church
owning allegiance to the Roman Communion. Can you not
see with the mind’s eye the shrine which would have arisen,
gorgeous with giltwork and carven marble, with candle-flame
and banner and jewel; the processions, the chanting, the
ineense-smoke which would have circled these ancient walls;
the pilgrimages which would have come hither, drawn from
the length and breadth of the land,—yes, and the miracles
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which would have been worked here before these venerable
relics?

But it is better as it is. The bareness, the simplicity, and
the unbroken peace suit better the tomb of this brave little
mother of saints who fell asleep so long ago. Not the most
sensuous rites of a semi-pagan ceremonial, not even the shadow
rich traceries of Westminster Abbey, nor the majestie spacious-
ness of Saint Paul’s could add to the sanctity of this erump.
ling dust which has rested here, hallowing and hallowed, for g
millennium, awaiting the summonsof the archangel’s trumpet.
Or so, at least, it seems to me. It may be that you do not feel
with me on this point.

But one thing at any rate is certain. The significance
and the sacredness of this lonely shrine, this austere and
humble memorial, are so great as to dwarf into nothingnm
the other matters of interest in the church—and there
other interesting things, if you look about. A carved and
painted symbol of some saint on the finial of a roof-
here; an unexpected date cut into the wall there; a bit of
old glass in this window; the traces of an obliterated inserip-
tion on that footworn flagstone, and so forth. There are evey
instances of a reckless modernity—a staring new pipe-o
on one side of you; a register for the enrollment of Visitors*
names (with the inevitable subscription box) on the othep.
but to one who has stood by Saint Wita’s tomb and sheq—.
though but for a moment—a thousand years from the heaped
burden of Time, these slight matters have become mere
uncongenial distractions.

Let us go out into the broad green of the churchyarq, so
deserted above, so populous below, where, in orderly rows,
under simple, grassy mound or threatening bulk of moulders
stone, as the case may be, “the rude forefathers of the h&mlgg
sleep.” :

The yews about the gate are standing doggedly stil in
sombre masses, but the feathery tops of the elms along the
wall are waving gently in the little hesitating breeze wh
carries the breath of a million wild flowers. In the dusty lane
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two tow-headed, bare-legged urchins are struggling to mount
a rusty metal skeleton which was once a bicycle, and, in his
cottage garden opposite, a burly peasant, dignified and whis-
kered, clad in a dingy smock (it seems incredible!) smites the
earth deliberately with a heavy mattock. Ask him the way
to Leweston-Catherston, to Wootton-Fitzpaine, or some other
of the musically named villages about. He looks up slowly at
you with a suspicious and bovine eye, and after a decent inter-
val for the chewing of the cud, grunts something you cannot
possibly understand, then turns stolidly to his work once more.
This is the Saxon rustic, unimproved and unadorned.
Even so, doubtless, did the man’s ancestor, working on the
same spot, when the monks brought hither with chant and
ion the body of their saint, to lay it in the new-built
shrine, look slowly up, stare and scratch his head, and then
turn back to his task, wondering vaguely what all the fuss was
about.

MOoREBY ACKLOM
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FEATURES OF CANADA’S SECOND
TRANSCONTINENTAL SYSTEM

THE ATLANTIC SERVICE

In an article recounting his experience ‘‘Overseas” a
writer in the Quebec Chronicle says:—‘‘The voyage across the
Atlantic on the Canadian Northern steamship was one of the
most enjoyable that could be experienced.”

He goes on to say, ‘“ The steamships ‘Royal Edward’ and
‘Royal George’ are exceptionally fine sea boats. During the
somewhat varied weather both going over and coming back
they gave remarkable proof of their steadiness and seawo
qualities. Both in fine weather and in rough seas they be-
haved with the greatest satisfaction, very little rolling, the
passengers, one and all, experiencing the greatest comfort,
satisfaction during the voyage. It is also of great pleasure to
the writer to vouch for the excellent service on the ‘Rg
George’ and the unfailing courtesy and continued kindness on
the part of her officers; Captain Thompson, in particular, wheo
is well-known here, has that rare tact in making ocean voy
feel so much at home on his vessel and the confidence ex-
perienced by the passengers and the continued sense of care
being taken over their material requirements was extremely
pleasant and appreciable. Captain Thompson is very
assisted in his duties by his other officers, particularly among
whom is the chief purser, a gentleman of the highest tact
whose continued exertions were specially appreciated by all
the passengers. To him can be attributed the success of the
day of sports, the concert in aid of the Seamen’s Home
the very enjoyable dance in the supper saloon, so much ap-
preciated, specially by the young people. It may be appre.
priate at this time to give a short description of these splendiq
steamers.

The ‘Royal George’ and the ‘Royal Edward’ are five
hundred and forty five feet long, with sixty feet beam, and
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12,000 registered tonnage. Their triple turbine engines can
speed them, with a minimum of vibration, at over twenty
knots an hour. They were built in Glasgow, and especially
adapted for Canadian-European business, by the Fairfield
Shipbuilding Company.

Imagine the most complete, the most nobly furnished
hotel you have ever seen. Apply the conditions of its splendor
to the limitations imposed on the cleverest shipbuilder, and
you still have fallen short of the charm which fits the ‘Royal
George’ and the ‘Royal Edward’ like a garment.

All the great eras in furniture-making and decorating
have been laid under contribution to the enjoyment of the
passengers. Whether you walk the spacious decks, sit in the
secluded alcoves and watch the rolling waves, or occupy
yourself in the public or private apartments, there is a per-
vading sense of elegant comfort and swift progress to ‘““the
other side.”

The terminal port of the ‘Royal George’ and the ‘Royal
Edward’ is Avonmouth Dock, Bristol, a few miles down the
river, where there are the quickest conveniences for transfer
to the Great Western special trains that await London-
bound passengers.

Drawn up on the dock alongside the steamer stands a
Great Western Railway passenger train labelled ‘Canadian
Northern Steamship Express’ in big red letters. In a few
minutes it is off to London with its load of passengers and their
Juggage. Travelling at the rate of a mile a minute all the way
without a stop, the train reaches the Imperial capital in two
hours, and discharges its burden at Paddington Station.
Thus Bristol to London only takes half the time of the trip from
Liverpool to the world’s metropolis. Therefore the Canadian
Northern route includes the shortest rail haul, as well as the
shortest ocean passage between Montreal and London. In
view of these facts it is not surprising that the ‘Royal Line’
holds the speed records and shares with a few other Atlantic
greyhounds the carriage of the Canadian and British mails.
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MCGILL UNIVERSI TS

MONTREAL.

FACULTY* MEDICINE

The regular course of study leads to the degrees of M.D., C.M.
Double courses, leading to the degrees of B.A., or B.Se. and MD
C.M., may be taken. .

Advanced courses are open to graduates and others desit-ing
pursue special or research work in the laboratories of the Uni to
and in the Clinical and Pathological laboratories of the Ro;m
toria Hospital and Montreal General Hospital. b

A Post Graduate course is offered to graduates in Medicine ad
ing June of each year. This course consists of practical la
classes, special classes in Operative Surgery and Gynscol
special clinical work in Medicine, Surgery, and the specialties 1;!
Royal Victo~'a and Montreal General Hospitals. the

A practical course of lectures of from six to twelve monthg dur
ation, is offered to graduates in Medicine and Public Health officery,
for the Diploma of Public Health. The Course includes Bacterj
Sanitary Chemistry, and Practical Sanitation. Ology,

The Royal Victoria Hospital, the Montreal General Hogrs
and the Montreal Maternity Hospital, are utilized for the pm
of clinical instruction. The physicians and surgeons connect:d%
these are the clinical professors of the University. With

The course of the Department of Dentistry, established in
embraces four years. Thoroughly equipped laboratories are pro 190
in the Medical Building and a clinic is maintained at the M
General Hospital. The course leads to the degree of D.D,sm.t.u

The Matriculation Examinations for Entrance are held in
and September of each year. Full particulars of the Exami June
Fees, Courses, etc., are furnished by the Calendar of &?%%
which may be obtained from aculty

L SHEPHERD, M.D., Dean.
J. W. SCANE, M.D.,
Registrar,
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