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THE ABOLITION OF SCHOLARSHIPS.

The questioﬂ of the abolition of scholarships and prizes was
Iscussed at the first meeting this year of the Debating Society.
he subject possesses uncommon interest at present, as the

8bolitionists are admitted on all hands to be gaining rapidly in
MWber and influence. Evidence of this fact was liberally sup-
Plied ab the assemblage in Moss Hall, to which we have referred.
P he Unusually-large attendance and the thoroughgoing way in
" ,whi@h the opposing sides sifted the respective contentions, drew
Orth unqualified words of satistaction from the President. The
Ordinal‘y recapitulation of the arguments was omitted as super-
Uous, on gecount, as he stated, of the clearness with which they
8 been exhibited during the course of the debate. Mr.
HOUSTON, who is not liable to praise unduly, declared that, so
3 87 a3 he could recollect, a better conducted debate had not taken
- DPlace in ghe society. By those who have had experience of the
38t two years’ meetings, these high compliments will be appre-
®lated with the zest which only previous suffering can impart.

The decision given in favor of the proposed innovation was

f lowed by what seemed to be unanimous applause. Few of
those who attended the meeting will hesitate to infer that, so far
the Society is an exponent of undergraduate opinion, the con-
Ervative party in the matter of scholarships is a small minority.
® plea that minorities sometimes more than make up for want
Mumerical, by an abundance of intellectual strength, is ren-
*red groundless in this case by the most remarkable feature of the
*Vate; we allude to the avowed abolitionist views of three scholar-
P men, whilst only one such man gave dignity to the weaker
Side, Mr. SQUAIR even went the length of condemning scholarships
&ltogether, on the ground that they were productive of much
Rti-s0cia] feeling. A more convincing test of how largely the
re O'm aspect of the question is the’ prevalent aspect could not
iea'spnably be desired. When individuals testify against an
tEstltlltion, the benefits of which they enjoy, or have enjoyed,
® Verdict as a rule goes in the direction of this most disinter-

L Bted kg of testimony.
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There are reasons for hoping that the graduate and under-
.&d“&te majorities are in substantial accord on this topic. It
MU iy ) probability, come up for discussion at the next meet-
1.3 of Convocation ; and it may be expected that attention will
h; directeq to the stand taken by the present winners of scholar-
lli;ps' The advocates of reform, however, will doubtless recog-
% e_the goodness of their cause to be dependent on practical
n "Siderations. The endowment fund is not vast enough to spare
® eservation of $5,000, because it is deplorably insufficient for

80°I'e Pressing requirements. Before indulging in the luxury of
ah;geouS Prizes, the proper equipment of the Provincial University

be secured. The library, according to the statement of

_ yer. ANDERSMISSEN, as cited by Mr. HoustoN, is at least “ten
m:(';s behind the times ;" no additions to speak of have been
¢ to

the museum for the last ten years; the present attend-

ance on lectures at University College is far in excess of the
accommodation ; there is no Chair of Civil Polity and Political
Economy, a chair which would be of greater general service than
those of Classics and Metaphysics ; the salary of a professor here
is much too low to attract teachers of eminence ; and there has
not been the ghost of an attempt to establish a system of tutorial
aid. These are the furnishments of a university which are neces-
sary to substantiate its claim to the front rank, and scholarships
from this point of view are not necessary. The President ex-
pressed the hope that the day would soon arrive when the
endowment would be so rich as to provide for the needs of the
University and for scholarships as well. We also earnestly hope
to see the day. In the meantime it is inexpedient to play the
spendthrift by sinking outlays in what is not primarily needful.

PAINE AND VOLTAIRE.

“We read that when panegyrics on Parrus Turases and Priscus
Heuvipius were written by ARULENUS RusTicus and HEereNNIUs S2NECIO,
these authors sufferel the extreme penalty of tho law, and the fury of
the despot hroke out not only against them but even against their
works, and these monuments of the loftiest genius were publicly burng
in the foram, It was even thought that in that fire were consumed the
voice of the Roman people, the freedom of the Senate, and the moral
sense of mankind, and that, with the binishment of philosophy and the
arts, nothing liberal would remain.  Former ages had seen al most un-
licensed liberty ; we, deprived by inquisitorial interferencs, of freedom
in exchange of words and thoughts, saw the depths of slavery. With
freedom of speech memory itselt would also have perished had it been
In our power to forget as well as to be silent.”

Thus, with a few graphic strokes Taocrrus gives us a dark picture
of the inflarnce on literature and the acts of the despotism of a Roman
Kmperor, showing his appreciation of the paramount importance of
liberty of discussion by deploring its death under the o.lious Dourriaw,
and lhailing with unfeigned satisfugtion its resurrection with the dawn
of the bLrighter eva of Nerva. That the spirit and true gist of this
sacred and invioluble princi le (so thoroughly grasped by the Roman
historian) should at this late day again demand vindication, seemed
almost improbable. ~ Re-argument, however, is appa-ently necessary,
The seizure of the works of ParNg and VouTaire at the Toronto Custom
House has evoked the old issne, unfortunately, however, in a shape that
obscures the underlying principle. As a consequance tha discussion
in the pulpit and public press has been obscured by the introduction of
much ‘that is whoily irrelevant ; but benoath the confli:ting and un-
certuin currents of political animosities, there may e discerned the deeper
and steadier current of public censure, arouseil by tha assumption of
the superiority over the people of the Government and its unauthorized
and offensive interference with the practical life of the masses, that
give the act the distasteful air of a Star Chamber decree. Apart from
this, the ludicrous and unnatural union in one individual of the functions
of Collector of Customs and Censor of Letters, increases the general
teeling that an authority, inquisitorial at the best, has been unwisely
exercised.

The argumonts in favor of the utmost possible libsrty of discussion,
consonant with the maintenance of law and order, are so conclusive tht
to reiterate them se« ms almost a waste of space ; the great and acknow-
ledged difficulty lies in the application of the general principles. Con-
tested cases should, 1t is clear, as far as possible be dealt with before
the acknowledged tribunals of law. It may be, und it probably is, in
tccordance with the public weal, that the Government should be em-
powered to seize certain publications of a trashy and offensive character ;
that aathority, however, should be exercised us rarely and as cautiously




