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Restoring small-town 
journalism, one community 

at a time!

Letter to the Editor
Dear Editor,
As someone who spent her entire working life in com-

munity newspapers, I was so pleased to see the Stratford 
Times while in Stratford on Friday.

Most of my career was with an independent paper, The 

Alliston Herald, which was sold to Metroland in 1996.
As I am sure you know, many newspapers, including 

The Herald are gone, dead - not Monty Python dead - 
really dead.

I enjoyed reading the Times and wish you every suc-
cess.

Catherine Haller
Simcoe County

Winner and waster, forever

It isn’t often that I can apply 
my degree in English literature 
to what I do in my career. Funny 
enough, even in a city like Strat-
ford, having a working knowl-
edge of the collected works of 
William Shakespeare isn’t help-
ful when reporting on local news. 
Go figure.

That being said, there are occa-
sions when I look back on what 
I read (or didn’t read) during my 
studies and feel grateful that I 
had the opportunities I did. Each 

year, around this time, is one 
such recurring instance.

Every year when I cover the 
lengthy and arduous city budget 
deliberations I invariably am re-
minded of “Winner and Waster.”

“Winner and Waster” is a 14th 
century poem written in Middle 
English, that in between language 
connecting the German-like Old 
English and our modern lan-
guage today. In the poem, two 
figures conveniently named 
Winner and Waster entreat King 
Edward III to give judgement 
on their positions. Winner rep-
resents financial conservatism, 
arguing that it is irresponsible to 
spend money so wantonly, while 
Waster represents financial liber-
alism, arguing that it is their fidu-
ciary and moral responsibility to 
spend money on the members of 
society today. 

Each gives surprisingly re-
latable arguments in the short 
poem, especially given that it 
was published over 700 years ago 
in a completely different political 

system. Whether it’s Waster tell-
ing Winner, “Let the people and 
poor have part of your silver;/ 
For if you went far and wide, 
and watched what goes on,/ You 
would weep for pity at the num-
ber of poor,” or Winner replying 
with, “You destroy all my goods 
with your strife and violence,/ 
With feasting and wassailing on 
winter nights,/  With extravagant 
spending and arrogant pride./ 
There is no source of wealth 
flowing through your hands/ 
That is not given and granted 
before you have got it,” it almost 
sounds like Question Period at 
Parliament Hill.

But the kicker, in my opinion, 
is that “Winner and Waster” 
survives in only one damaged 
manuscript, which is cut off right 
before the king gives his en-
dorsement. We don’t know what 
the poet intended with this work 
or who was right and who was 
wrong. Thus, Winner and Wast-
er are doomed to forever debate 
an answerless question, repeat-

ing the same arguments age after 
age. 

And so are we, it seems. 
Since “Winner and Waster” 

was published whole countries, 
political systems, and ways of 
thinking about our world and our 
governance have sprung up and 
gone by the wayside – yet we still 
debate year after year whether it 
is moral to spend money or save 
money as a society.  It’s more 
complicated than that, of course, 
but each year I feel like it be-
comes that simple. Last Monday 
was just one such example. 

City council just had a lengthy 
debate on a potential shelter at 
the Stratford Rotary Complex. A 
core part of that debate was mon-
ey. Frankly, the city just doesn’t 
have enough. And if it can 
scrounge some money together, 
should it spend those funds on 
a band-aid solution to a problem 
that needs a mountain of mon-
ey and time and care to solve? 
Council evidently didn’t think so. 
Only one out of the 11 members 

of council was in favour of it.  
The world is more complicat-

ed than a 500-line poem would 
have us believe, true, and in next 
year’s budget (as in all budgets) 
there will be line items where 
money is saved and where mon-
ey is spent – regardless if there is 
a shelter included or not – but I 
am always in awe of the fact that 
each year the municipality, the 
province, the feds, all come to 
the table spending so much mon-
ey, and yet never enough money 
at the same time. It seems that 
we are Winner and Waster both, 
with all the problems associated 
but none of the benefits. 

If only we had a few more lines 
from that poem, so we could 
hear the king solve everyone’s 
problems and we can all get back 
to liking each other again as a 
country – or better yet that the 
manuscript survived in its en-
tirety. 

Oh? You want to hear my opin-
ion, my solution to the problem? 

Well, I think  

CONNOR LUCZKA

Times Editor


