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and third class certificates in proportion to}

their nurabers. But at the end of 1869, out

of every thousand male teachers in training,

131 had received first-class .certificates ;
while out of every thousand female teachers
in training, only 113 had been equally suc-
cessful. ‘The difference becomes still more
striking when the figures for the years sub-
sequent to the raising of the standard are
taken into account. For the years 1871
and 1872 the ratio is forty-four to six. On-
ly one female candidate has succeeded in
taking a first A since the year 1871.”

Although Mr. Buchan belicves in the ex-
istence of substantial mental differences be-
tween the sexes, yet these differences do
not necessarily involve the idea of infericr-
ity. He distinctly says, and we believe this
to be the only safe position to take:

¢ Though a woman’s mind is not as well
fitted for the work that men do as that of
men, for the performance of her special du-
ties in life it is undeniably superior.”

We believe there ate natural dividing
lines between the sexes, beyond which if
cither dare to advance they will fail. The
bird and and the beaver, each in its own
sphere and following out its own instincts
need fear no competitor, but let the bird
attempt to do the beaver’s work or vice versa
and both would fail. Woman has no com-
peer in her own field of labor. She need
fear no rival near her throne. But if she
steps beyond that sphere and attempts, even
from the best intentions and in the most
unostentatious manner to accomplish that
which the laws of her own nature forbid,
then she must and-will fail. -

The dangers arising from the co-educd
tion of the sexes are very clearly pointed’
out,

I It would tend to lower the standard
of our univeisities. This corclusion is ob-
vious from the différence in the possible
musimuni attainments of the average female
mind.

II. It would have an injur’ious effect
upon the physique of females, Working.un:
der an over pressure to compete with their
male classmates whose habits;of life gave
them more vital power and nervous energy,
it would sap their constitution and shorten
life.

After referring to the difficulties of co-ed-
ucation in some subjects, he coucludes his
very able essay as follows :—

“The whole question from our point of view
resolves itselfinto this :  Should our ideal
of womanhood be the same as our ideal of
manhood? I am not prepared to define i
words my ideal woman or my ideal man,.
but I hold this most firmly that it is the ob-
ject of education to develop the powers-
which are in & human being in a harmon-
ious manner. As therefore co-education
must either take no account of the differ-
ence betweeen the sexes, or must distort the
or~ into an imperfect likeness of the other,,

its tendencies cannot be the best possible.
* * * w* ¥* % ¥

But my main argument, the argutgx;ent to
which all the rest are subsidiary, is that the.
physical, moral, and mental development of
sexes follow different courses, and that you
cannet safely neglect the directions of na-
tore. Thereis such a thing as the differ-
ence of sex. Thatis the fundamental idea
of this paper. While the sexes are young
they are physically much alike, and the
moral and mental differences are not strik-
ng. The question whether we should ed-
ucate at that age is comparatively unimpor.
tant. But with the increase of the physiéal
difference between the sexes, thlere arise:

conspiciious mental and moral dlfferences.}
1t is then, I think, that it is important’to ed-
ucate separately, because under a systera of
joint education these differences will be ne-
glected.

¢ For woman is not undavelo ed mnu,
But'diverss : cuuld wa-make ger‘as ‘the 'mady
Siveet.love were-slain'z his déarest. booiib thisy
Not like to like, ‘but like in differonce.”

We commend Mr. Buchan’s closing re-
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