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proportion of the Collegiate work of the country that it
does.  \Vith submission, 1 say that such an argument has
only to be stated in words to be rejected.  Every item of
the conclusion would be combatted by men in sympathy
with a truly national system of higher education. = But, as
some might agree with me on one item but not on others,
let us
LOOK AT THE CONCLUSIONS ONE BY ONE:

1. Does it follow that because there is a public system
of education, there should be only one College ? That
vould be the idol of excessive simplification runmad.
We have more than a hundred High Schools and Col-
legiate Institutes. These ought to supply and they do
supply students enough for three or four Colleges. There
is a limit to the number of students that class-rooms
can accommaodate, and a limit to the number of students
that professors can attend to, unless the students are to
be neglected and the professors confined to hack work.
More than one College is needed in Ontario,  Why, then,
if public support is to be given, should 1t be limited to
one? Would it not be in true accord with our High
School sytem to have at least two or three Colleges in
suitable centres » And if voluntary effort has already es-
tablished these, would it not be wise and ceonomical on
the part of the legislature to recognize and stimulate that
voluntary effort 7 The legislature does so in the case of
schools of art, mechanics' institutes, and other institu-
tions.  Why not in the case of colleges ? Must a fetish
called the State enter into senseless competition  with
more than half of the people who constitute the state?
Such a position seems to me irrational. A college may
have been

FORCED INTO EXISTENCE

by the unjust attitude of the State; it may have been the
first in the country free to all without distinction of creed;
it may be completely unsectarian so far as its arts and
science courses are concerned; it may be situated in an
appropriate centre; it may be open to both sexes and
thus to all, instead of half the population ; it may have as
many professors as University College, or twice as many,
and yet it has only to be snobbishly styled “denomina-
tional” to be ruled out of court. Is it not about time for
men of candour to cease prétending to be frightened by
this bogy ? What the country needs is not phrases but
facts. It needs more than one college. In Great Britain
the principle adopted to secure and to perfect the col-
leges that are needed is that the Government shall help
those who help themselves. On this principle it helps all
the Scottish colleges, though all of them have theo-
logical faculties, and it is now proposing to give $20,000
a year to a new college 1n Wales. The same principle is
adopted in India, Cape Colony, and elsewhere. \We are
asked to adopt the principles of helping only those who
will not help themselves.

GRANTS BY PARLIAMENT.

2. It is not in accordance with our educational system
that schools or colleges shall receive the whole of their
support from the Legislature. In the case of common
and high schools the people who are chiefly benefitted
have to contribute the largest proportion of the support.
The grant that the Legislature gives to high schools
does not amount to one-third of their annual cost. If the
Province has more money to give to education, it should
first of all give it to improve the High Schools. These
need it most and, in fact, the best way to help the col-
leges is to improve the secondary education of the coun-
try. We ought to have in Ontario a dozen first.-rate
High Schools. 1 would not like to say how many or few
we have, for, what I wish to point out at present is that it

-the population increased,

does not follow, because an institution ig Provincial it
should therefore be wholly and unconditionally supported
by the Province. The grant to the High Schools and
Collegiate Institutes, though comparatively trifling in
amount, is conditioned by results—-the sum coutributed
by the county or city, the number of teachers employed
and other factors. A year or two ago, University d(}oll
lege recognized the principle T am now pointing out by

IMPOSING CLASS FEES.

May it not take one or two more steps on the same line ¢
May it not appeal to the citizens of Toronto ? May it n(‘)t-
appeal to those graduates who were educated in the Con-
sulship of Plancus?  Should it not cease to take mo/ne'
for Scholarships out of its endowment ? May it not 1‘ai§c}3
its fees to something like the standard in other cmmtric% ?
There is nothing peculiarly sacred in its present rate \of
$oo ayear.  Scottish students are poorer in purse than
Canadian, yet the class fees in the national univvrsitles(of
Scotland average $350 a year, and the fact that the number
of students is much greater in Scotland in proportion to
population, shows that such fees exclude nfme who are
determined to obtain a university education Indvc‘ll
would vote for putting up such a fence in the- hope ‘tl(' t
1t would keep some men from coming to college 11 \\':at
no men at college unless they have minds, :mdh:l. mind( :10
wark.  Meo with such minds can carn money more easily
in Canada than in Scotiand. Again, Upper Czund'xll(;o])
fege is as well endowed relatively to its sphere ‘asf U/ui'
versity College, yet its fees are $50 a year. If the l)(w;
have to pay $50, why not the aspiring and ambitions young
men ? Ina word, the Province has i 8

DONIL A GREAT DEAL FOR UNIVERSITY COLLEGE,
and some of us think that it j
sons and places that have benefitted most should d
little.  The Province has given half a mi]li&n for 1( (?] ;
ings and a million for endowment, My friends, ¢ ”)111 a
that little ? I wish we had as much, And \ve”h'l\z'la dynu
much.  And we have done something. How muc IL lone
vou done? o have

3. 1 quite agree with “A Toronto
‘" higher education cannot safely
left to denominational effort,”

$ in order now that the per-

Graduate,” that
and n(lvanlageously be
L think the Legislature

acted wiselyin determining at the cutset that there should
be at least one college in Ontario well equipped. If a1

the people had patronized that college till 1ts class-rooms
were filled, the Province would have been called-uipon a§
not to pamper and ove ’
' : :rlo:
one, but to establish another college and then 'm()(tllldl‘the
different centres ; but at least one half of the peo )lee) 1\n
ferred to establish colleges on what they couceive}d pre-

A GRANDER IDEAL,

. They did so, not for mere denominational ends i

i1gnorantly asserted, but from the highest public rn'olas .
Those men were among the noblest that ever lived innt/}?'Sl
great province. Read the list of our founders, if v .
would know what manner of men they were Their o
are inscribed in the Capitol.  They did their work Ilfv}ll]les
view to the best interests of the cofmtry. Such vol“lt ry
actvity should be encouraged in 5 highly orzanj ur:itary
ciety, The less that “the state” ig called 111:)0110t<)12(;3 tha
better. Doubtless the men who gave itg constitut'o the
Toronto University also acted in the public intereséor.lA to‘
I say that the country isricher from possessing both .l—ix nic
of institutions, Its educational life ig fuller, more vz;riK?
and more independent, Every one but the fan'ttics \'ﬁ(
would reduce all life to the pattern of their o(wn l')ri“lf)
yard, will agree with me in this. Well, is the actual histb' ,
of the country not to be recognized ? If the ypiy it
question is to be re-opened, is 1t to be ersity



