QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY JOURNAL. 11

some recognition by the Senate or by
the student-body other than what
they at present receive. Most of us
will agree that the work which the
various editors of the JOURNAL per-
form entitles them to some considera-
tion. How this cousideration is to
take practical form remains, to us, at
least, an almost insoluble problem.
For those who are still proceeding to
a degree the Senate might, perhaps,
credit them with a class or two, or
might be lenient to them in examina-
tions. It would be very difficult,
however, to frame any rule which
would cover all cases. Those who
have already graduated and.who are
not studying for another degree would
not of course be benefitted in the least
by having classes allowed themw. It
has been suggested that in such cases
the recognition should be of a pecuni-
ary character, as is the custom in some
colleges across the linc. For our own
part we feel averse to such a solution
of the problem. The taint of self-
interest nearly always attaches itself
to a person who accepts a salaried po-
sition. ‘['here may, however, come a
" lime in the history of the JOURNAL
when the editor will be obliged to de-
vote all his time to the interests of the
Journarn., In such a casesome pecu-
niary remuneration will be necessatry,
but for the present all the editor can
hope to receive must counsist in friend-
ly encouragement from the students
and the Senate, by words and by
deeds.

N DER the heading “Examin-
ations and the Curriculum,”

Mr. A. Kirk Cameron, Principal of
Public Schools, Galt, has written an
€xcellent article for the February

Educational Monthly. Mr. Cameron
first defines the real object of school
education as being to give a knowledge
of self, to promote modesty and refine-
ment through the teaching of discip-
line and self-control and to lead the
pupils to see that the highest and only
permanent contest is to be obtained
not in the valleys of ‘sense’ but by
continual striving toward the high
peaks of reason. The same idea has
been put perhaps as well as it is pos-
sible to put it, by Principal Gordon
when he says, “To the man of culture

life cousists not in the abundance of

that which he has, but in the abund-
ance of that which he is.”’ But Mr.
Cameron goes on to say that the pre-
sent educational system does not
educate, aund that the explanation
usually given for this failure is that it
is due to the examination system. It
has suddenly been found that the
teachers are not teaching to educate
but to get pupils through examina-
tions, in other words that the whole
thing is a system of cram; and as a
result we are now in the throes of an
anti-examination fever. Of the pro-
posed reform Mr. Cameron says, “‘To
do away with examinations altogether
and add a few more subjects to the
curriculum is as silly as it is inadequ-
ate.”” HExaminations have in his esti-
mation their proper use, and for their
failure he gives “‘at least three reasons,
(1) pupils are examined on too many
subjects ; (2) the standard of examin-
ation is altogether too low ; (3) instead
of being a test of what the teacher has
taught, examinations are rather a test
of the cramming power of the teacher;
“Thus he finds the reason why our -
educational system does not educate,
not in the examination system, but in



