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agreemeont from huying on tbe samne ternis is a distinct
interference witb Commercial Freedom." 1 admit this,
and uinder the present condition of affairs justify it.
Restraint on commerce is as common as the air we breathe.
Both our Custonms' Tariff and Inland Revenue directly
interfere wth commercial freedoni. The ordinary citizen
cannot buy certain drugs without giving assurance that
the interosts of those toelie aftècted will ho properiy
guarded. The common buckster cannot offrr is waros
for sale without a special permit. The sale of certain
classes of litorature is absolutely prohibited. Thore is
scarcely any branch of trade witbout somte restraining
conditions. 'lho feature of the case in point is, that iL is
exceptional-of a nature not yet recognizod by customt;
certainly net so objoctionable as seeoven of those
mentioned, inasmuch as while iL restrains a man's freodoin
it opens up a way for a personal benefit to the parties so
restraîned. Even were tbis not so, the oidinaxim cones
in of tbe '4"Greatest good to the greatest number," hofore
which evory othir considleration of an ordinary character at
least must givo way. Expediency is a potent element in ahl
tbe concrns of life, and while 1 would by no means give
iL a position of undue prominence, iL is alike a necessary
factor in the management or government of nations, coin-
munities or households, and if it be found expedient that
individual merchants sbould abide by a reasionable rule in
the general interests of the trade, thon bis or their commer-
cial freedomi must ho curtailed to this extent for the cont-
mon good. Strictly speakinoe it is not necessary to
enter in writing into our sugar agreement. One wvbole-
sale grocer is not a signing party to the agreement; at
least hoe is not a membor of the guild. It is, however, known
that hoe sous at-Lbo sanie fixed prices as the guild and noth-
ing more is required. A gain, a merchant canisoul for bss and
.till ho supplied by te refiner, at, however, a slight advance,
Just 8uthiciont to say te the retail mercbant, "lThese pricos
are less than thoy cost the seller, beware of extortionate
profits on otb,r goods. " He thon chooses between tbis
systent, and buying from others on an honost basis. There

ias far as 1 can see, no boycott in snch an arrangement.
Yeon ask, IlWhy not trust to the saine principies and

the saine forces for tbe correction of the evils wbich it is
cjaimed te combinations are formod to cure?" 1 answer
in general terms that you do nlot trust to the saine ineans
te obtain exactly opposite resuts; besides, the "-forces
that make for righteousnss 1 are nover roally powerful
"xcept hy association. Individual action combinod with
associated offrt are the forces whicb abone can porînaîîentby
eistabiisb the principlb of right. Your oxample given of
the IlLabourors' Union" is a rathor happy one for me, ho-
cause the organization is used for exactiy the purposo you
mention, viz., to geL a Ilfair return for their labour'" and
Ilelovato the standard of fair dealing betweon man and
man, and correct the evils resuiting fromt disbonest
purcbasing of labour at starvation prices " except, of course,
they do not use the weapons referrod to in their endeavours
to obtain such results.

1 hope 1 have been able te clear up these points of
difference, and beg to hank you for the expressions of
confidence towards the trado and mysef ; and assure you
if you can show me that injustice is being donce I will at
once withdraw front ail such agreements. Yours very
truly. 1I.BAN

Toronio, ,fach2tî,18f

OUR EDIUCATIONAÀL SX'is.%I.

To iti Editor of 'l'us Wj:

Su,-An editorial note in your issue of the 22nib insit.
suggeots the expression of somte ideas that bave beon float-
ing about in education circbes for years. The charge recently
brought by Principal Grant against Toronto University of
înaintaining a low standard for University. Matricuation,
the discussion in the Provincial Legilature as to the duty
of the State witb respect to education of a igber character
than that given in our Public Schoois6, and the conflicting
opinions beld as to the limits of Public and High School
work, induce mue to outline briefly what appears to ho a

* rational and sound scheme of arranging the relative posi-
tions of tbe various classes of educational institutions ini
the Province.

1. It is the oxperience of the lligb School Teacher that
a great many pupils beave the Public Sebool te attend the

* 11gb Sebool or Collegiato Institute without reciving any
appreciable advantage front the change. The ime tbey
spend in the Higb Scboob is too inited to allow any
marked advantage to ho gain* by beginning the study of
French, Germant, Classica, Algebra and Euclid. On the
contra ry, the smattering of knowledge gained in these sub-
jects fails to compensate them for the oss hey sustain by
nt confining their attention to fifth form course of study
of a good Public Scbool. If the attention whicb is îow
given for a year or two in our High Schoobs to tbe elo.
monts of Claméies and Modern Languages wero given to
Engbish (including Composition, History, Geography,
.Bookkeeping and Arithmetic) the practical benefit wouid
be much greater, and the educational results equally good.
I would net advocate the exclusion fromt our High Scbools
of any candidate capable of passing the entrance examin-
ation, but I certainly would advocate that, wherever pos-
ibie, a fif Lb forin shouid be estabished in our Public

Schools. Were such a provision made for continuing the
work of the Public Scboobs beyond its prssent limit, there
eau be ýbut littie doubt that thousands of students, now
flling te ovorfiow the lower forms of our High Schools,

would remain in the Public Schooi until their education
was completed.

2. The effect of sucb a policy on our f{îgh School
attendance wouid no doubt be very considorable. Not se
iuany Righ 8chools and Collegiate Institutes would be
required; the country would bave, instead of a nuinhr of
poorlyequipped, small Rigli Schools, botter Publie 8ebools
at a much less expenso. The attendance at inany of the
larger High Sebools and Collegiate Institutes would also
diminish. That, howover, would not ho an unmixeci cvii.
Just now the attondance is nmucb too large for the good of
either pupil or teachoer. A smnaller attendance would
ensure more thorough work, more careful and individual
teaching, more rapid progress and a higher standard of
attainrnents and efficiency. This now Ieads mie to another
point.

3. The tomplaint of the low standard of our Matricu-
lation Examination may bc taken tu bc w'ell founded. Tbe
blame is thrown on different shoulders hy different writcrs
according to the~ various standpoints from whicb tbey write.
Admîtting that a hîgh standard is desirable bow can iL be
attained ? The answer is by placing the work of the irst
year of our Universities in the hands of the Collegiate
Institutes. '[his is a perfectly feasible plan, and the ad-
vantages which would resuit from iL are very numerous.
It wouid raise the average standard of our Collegiate Insti-
tutes, and would be a distinct line of demarcation between
111gb Schoois and Collegiate Institutes. I t would materi-
allY relieve the IJnivorsities--particularly Toronto Uni-
vrsty-from a portion of tbeîr present work and leave
them free to undertake the more advanced studios wbich
are the work proper of a University. We lamnent tbat otîr
young men must go abroad to pursue thoir past graduate
studios. Can we bo surprised at tbis when itr is taken int.o
considoration tîjat Toronto University is engaged in doing
(badly) the work that sbould be ioft to the lligb Schools
and Colegiate Institutes. If the present First Year Ex-
amination were made tbe Matriculation Examination, the
attendance at the TJnivrsities might be somewhat iossened,
but the energies of the UJniversity and College professors
would bo expended on subjects worthy of their supposed
abilities. We nigbt tben have a University wbere genu-
ine [Tniversity teacbingy would be given. I pass by tbe
linancia] benefit of this arrangement to note very hriofly
the objections raised to sucb a cbange.

4. The obýjections are fromn totalby different quarters -

fromn the smailer Higb Scbools and Collegiate Institutes,
and from the UJnivorsity. The objections of tbe smaller
Collegiate Institutes and some of the Righ Scbools are
tbat to teach the work of the prosont firat yoar would imi-
pose too beavy a task on our teacbers, and wouid be a
financial burden on the ratepayers. Others, 1 amn afraid,
objoct becauso such a step wouid tend to lovato a few of
our Coliegiate Institutes at the expense of tbe others. On
tbc other hand, University authorities protend to be afraid
tbat the Collegiate Institutes are flot comptent to under-
take the task of teaching tlorouhly the work of the flrst
year. Tbis objection bas beon urged very often-what its
grounds are it is difficult to undorstand. It is a fact tbat
for years some of oui Coliegiate Institutes bave been teach-
ing the pass and bonour work of the first year, and tbeir
fitness for the task is sbown by the resuits of the Univer-
sity examinations. In the majority of cases where stu-
dents trained by the Coliogiate Institute corne into coin-
petition with those of University College, tbe results have
been in favour of tbe Collegiato Institutes. This is a test
that cannot bo ignored;- besides, it is weil known that the
personal attention given in a good Collegiate Institute to
pupils of the bigber forms is utterly impossible in a Col-
loge tic crowdod as University Coilege admittedly is. We
contend that the teacbing in our Hfigh Scbools and Col-
legiate Institutes is infinitely superior to tbat given in
the first year by the Universities, and that instead of suf-
fering from the transfer, students would greatly profit if
their present first year was taken at some good Collegiate
Institute. Nor would iL be a burden to tbese Institutes
to do the work efficiently. It would be as easy and
cconomical to teacb a class of twenty-five as a class of ton,
and flot more than an average of twenty-five would attend
a Collegiate Institute.

As to tbe increased fi nancial burden it would not be
vcry great, and migbt be entirely removed by a small grant
from the Education Department. Ton tbousand dollars a
year of additional expeniditure wouid serve for some tirne
to come, and this WOul(i be a much more economical ex-
penditure in tbe interests of University education than a
large increaso, in Univorsity endowmient.

5In conclusion, 1J ay say, that these thougbts bave
been very hurriedly tbrown together, and that anything
in the way of eaborato argument bas not been attempted.
The tboughts are not new, but it appears tu tme tbat they
are wortby of serions consideration.

W. J.-IROBIERTSON.
,S'. GthrinsMarc/i 23Md,.188f).

THE JESUJITS ESTATES ACT.

Po the Editor of THE~ WEzK :

SîR,-Mr. Edward Douglab Armour closes his rejoinder
to Professîor Wells' reply to bis article in THE WEEK in
these words: IlTherefore, whether it be alleged tbat Great
Britain's titie to the estates was imperfect by escheat,
or 'confiscation,' if you will, or whether it be alleged
that in making a money compensation for the ls
of the estates the Legislature was obliged to procure rati-

fication front the Pope himsecf hefore it& Act would he
inding, in either case Che sovereignty of the Pope has

heen unfaithfuliy se4, up over Rer Majeaty the Queen and
the laws of the Province. Those who would uphold the
Act inay sit on wbichever horn of the dilemma they find
least uncomfortabio." Has Mr. Armour establisht3d his,
dileuima ?

1. As by the Act, in question the Quehec Legisiature
expressly asserts that the Crown's title to the estates in
question is perfect by escbeat, and deals with the matter
upon that basis the Act cannot bc said to bo unconstitu-
tional as impugning that titie and the irst horn of the
supposed dilemma does flot exist.

2. As the Quebec Legisiature bas not expressly or by
implication adm-itted that it 'I was obligedl to procure rati-
fication from the Pope himself before its Act wouid be,

inding>' (Mr. Armour's words), the second horn of the
supposed dilemma seemis cqually imaginary.

Rad not the Quebec Legisiature full con8titutional
power to makc, a -if t or subsidy out of its own moneys to
any person or hody in the Province without imposing any
condition whatever? If it had sucb power bad it not a
rigbt to make its gift conditional upon the happening of
any event whatever ? And bas that Legislature hy the
Act in question donc more than this 1 Does that Legis-
lature by this Act more than say: IlThese estates are the
absolute legal property of the Crown. This JLegilature
bas the constitutional power to deal with them and witb
the public moneys of the Province as it thinks fit, hy sale
or by gift, conditional or unconditional. Jn exercise of
that power we deal with these estates and moneys in a
certain manner in favour of a certain body eupon condition
that that body tbrougb its agent (the Pope) accepts that
dealing in full settiement of certain moral (not legal)
dlaims, which we are not logally bound to recognize, but
wbich we think proper to recognize to this extent for the
sake of peace. This Act is to have no effect, Le., we will
not deal with the matter in this way uniess that condition
be fuifilied. Ail the pîower is in our hands and we refu8e
to (flot &'we cannot' ) exercise it uniess the Roman
Catholic Church in Quebec, tbrough its agent the Pope,
binds itseîf by ratification of this proposed settiement of
tIiese moral claims to accept it ais satisfactory ?"

Nir. Armnour's other objection that the Act does itoi,
provide for a inality does not Heem Lo toucb the question
Of constitutionality but 8eenîs rather to he a mattnr fo hs4
italt with by the Quehec [Legislature.

Wienip~q, Afarch 2., 188!). P.' B. RoBIKRT$ON.

WE AND OUR NEIGHBOURS.

'l'o (Jo h 'j lTHE \EEK:

Si,-Lani greatiy surprised that any advocate of
[mperial Federation " shoubd deon iti necessary to use3

such arguments as Mr. Granville Cunningham does in your
issue of March 29. I for one absobutely refuse to accept
his dictumn that Canadian independence'is the least desir-
able of the three futures, to whicb, according to him, we
are shut up-the other Lwo being Imperial Federation
and Annexation to the United States. I firumly beieve
that an independent Canadian nation is quite possible and
practicabbe if oniy ail Canadians, or the great majority of
thein, want to have one. The mon who are just now doing
the n'est to make such a future impossible are Mr. Cun.
ningbani and his Imperial Federation associates, and they
are, therof ore, the real traitors in the Canadian camp.

Mr. Cunningbam and those who think with him may
as woll understand that if the advocates of Oanadian in-
dîepondence are defeated in their wish miany of thein wil
prefer annlexation te Imperia] Foderation as a political
future for this country. I mysoîf will, witbout hesitation,
and for what seem to mie good, suflicient, and patriotic
reasons. He may as well iearn also that no such bugbears
as fear of the mlitary power of the United States and
dJislike of the social characteristiés of the people of that
counitry wiil provont annexation. Nobody excopt our
worthy police magistraLe believes that the people of the
United States are tbirsting for our bioo, and no one takes
Col. Denison seriously. In the mater of administration
of. iustice, the old lave-holding states have not yet corne
up to our standard, but justice is as well administered in
New England, the Middle, the Northern, and tho South-
Western States as iL is in Ontario. The Biddulph lyncb-
ing was worse than anything that bas happened in New
York for fifty years, and the lynchera are stili unpun.
ished.-

Moreover, Ontario would, after annoxation, bave iii
lier own hands eveni more completely than sho now bas it,
control of the administration Of justice. We couid have
our« judges appoinited then quite as well as now. We could
observe the Sabbath thon just as We please. We could
make divorce lax or difficuit to suit ourselvos. In short,
in everY imaginable particular we would be more than we
are to-day in this Province masters of our own political
C.ondition. If Mr. Cunninghamf doos net know this ho
should inforni himseif before writing as ho does. If ho is
trying to mislead ho is* an unwortby advocate of a cause
which bas many bonest, if visionary, supporters.

Toronto, Marck 30, 1889. KANUCKÇ.

PHILosoPav triumiphs easily over the past and over
future evils, but present evils triumph over philosophy.-
Rochefoucauld.
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