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see every branch of important study, wbicb
does flot encroacli upon technical ediucation,
taken up and taughit with a vigor and
thoroughiness wbich would place oui- nation-
al schouls on a level with the gymnasia of
,Germaniy. Mucb of the teaching now doue
in our Universities could very appropriately
be relegatecl to the Hîgb Schools, muchi to
the advanta.-e of the Universîties tbem-
selves. The future wil] no doubt -wituess
cofltinue1 progress in this direction, and
with the increasing tendency oni ail sides to
elevate the standard of University teachinig,
we can reasoniably sugg est that the Univer-
sity graduate of a bialf-century hence wvill
justly be considered highly educated.

But it may he questioned whether it is flot
possible to nieglect the rudiment-iry and
essential steps in a course of education in
the attempt to add variety and cornprelien-
siveness. Hôwever much the latter may
add to the attractiveness of a scbool curric-
ulum, and bowever flattering to the student
to be enga.-ed in ten or a dozen different
studies simultaneouisly, it mav be doubted
whetber anytbing more than superficiality
i esults in average cases fromn sucb a pro-
-cess. Under existing scblool regulations al
boy or girl can barely read Englisb with any-
thing like ease before a baîf-dozen other
studies are placed before the youthful stu-
dent to be uîastered. \Vhat is the corise-
quence ? Ho\wevei unclassical or unscien-
tific tbe study of tbe three antiquated R's may
be considered by the frainers of the school
*curriculumn of to-day, it is unquestionable
Ilhat the students of the past generation
were better educated in a rudimrentary sense
than those of the presetnt. This is especial-
ly true in the case of the study of English,
which now occupies an aliuîost unimportant
position iri the curriculum of Public ai-d
Higli Schools. If the study of English by
young pupils is on the wanie, it is flot the
fault of the text-books. The facilities for*

tlîe study of Englisb \vhich the last genera-
tion possessed xvere flot equal to those of
tlie pi-esent-the researches of philologists
liad not cr-vstallized in such elaborate and
exhaustive treatises on the language as the
present autlîorized Englisb Grammars.
But tbe past generation excelled lit Practice,
and the pupils xxere drilled in daily exercises
of spelling, composition, and writing from
dictation until tbeir inother tonigue becaine
tbeir rnost familiar accomplisbmnent.

It nmay be asked, What effect bas a de-
ficient practical acquaintance witb the Eng-
lishi language uipon the higbei- education of
students, and especially *upon tiiose xvho
enter Universities ? It is generally conced-
ed tbat University culture is for tbe purpose
of training a student for the successful pur-
suit of knowledge iii after yea.rs, as well as
for the special calling iu whicb lie is to en-
gage. But it is flot as generally remeniber-
ed that a sound practical training in Eng-
lisi is essential in this country to the suc-
cessful acqimirement of other branches.
Moreover, a mani can scarcely be called
e(lucated wbo lias not the faculty of express-
ing linseif iu speaking or writing in at least
respectable Englisli, and as the rnajority of
College graduates enter into more or less of
public Ilile, the value of tbe acquisition is
at once apparent. But, is the importance
attacbied to this homnely branch of edîication
lui either school or college at ail coinmen-
surate with its actual value ? We tbinknot,
anîd certainly tbe results of this deficient
systemr of training are apparent on every
hand. In every college througliout the
country the majority of undergrad iates are
deficient in English, and manifest it by the
slipshod exercises and essays handed in in
the different classes. There is sometbing in-
congruotnsinj the mere idea of a student apply-
ing for honors in the sciences or plbilosophv,
when he cannot write a decenit page of
Englîsh, nor prevent two or three nîls-spelt


