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wvhetlier lie wvill call uis <'ilcalable eithier -froîn lack of edveca-
tion or [ froin ? of ?] natural stuipidity to iinake the distinîc-
tion ;"but w~e iinay say thiat, if the former, ,we cannot sec wvhat

getinjuvw sife b refusiu to subscribe to, a Il theory

of kn-io\'ledg-e " which denies we ealu have auy knowledre;
iior ou the othier hiand eau wve hielp w'isiug thiat Il natural
,tuJ)idity " xuay hiold its owii against a tlieor Il productiv'e of
nlothlig less thon a ar1i.

IiXCHANCTE .

\eare 1 leased to nmote the progress tha t înanv of our ex-
changes are ilnakîîg, both as regards tlieir inatter and their
mmanuer of pre.senting thiat inatter to thieir readers. Especially,
iii the latter is the ixuprovemient inost noticeable. Sone arc
striving to approacli the magazine fornii anîd mnanner of dis-
ciissiiug a]] kiinds of topies; and lhave siicceeded iu a greater
or less degyree accordinog as thiey have deait w'ith iluatters within
or heyond thieir powers of dissertation.

Thle Ica-(dia /I acmcoîitains soine verv good imatter.
But the article lîeaded IlSoiue Episteinological Observations"
wc think, to sav- the least, is a failuire. 'Plie w'riter fails
uitterlv to estabhisli bis thieorv, if indeed lie lias an\v. As w~e
(leal with it elsewhlere wc shial say nothiucr more ou it hiere.

lutejanuarv iiiunhier of the v,,oa ~e notice the follow~-

ingy: IlHe took the gyrouiud thait Separate Slîools are so great
ani evil iii timenîselves as to justif\, if iieeè bc, a little straini-
img of thic Constitution to secure tlîeir exclusion froin a ucew
anmd y'et to be developcd province ]ik-e Maiob. Ve a re
suriprise(l to find suicli iii flic T;<s.'lie oppouiemts of
separate sehiools niiglît have soine doubts as to the sulperioritN
of suchi scliools over ilon-seztariamî sehiocîs, but to claimi thiat
thiey arc iu theinselves a positive evil, "an evil tliat would
ilustifv a littie straiing of the Constitution iu order to secuire
tlîei r e\cluisionl fr0111 a ne\w' or ailv othmer coilltrv is simmîplv to


