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We might a.lso mention here tlmt the
ladies of the city have determined to obtain
an oil portrait of Professor Mackerras to be
hung in Convocation Hall.

FEW numbers since we had occasion
4 to write an editorial protesting against
the giving to the University of Toronto
special legal privileges as the value of its
degrees which were not given to like degrees
granted by other Universities, whereupon
the IWiite und Dlue makes two suggestions,
which we fully believe are quite original, for
we doubt if they conld possibly have entered
the brains of the editor of any College paper
except one connected with the University of
Toronto. The sublimely unconscious way
in which in the first suggestion it tacitly
formulates the principle that ** egotism”
pure and undetiled should be the ruling prin-
ciple in a University, and the cqually sub-
lime way in which in the second it applies
the principle to itself, is something the only
parallel to which that we know of is seen in
the tvpical We cannot
understand why, when we legislation
affecting the legal standing of sister Univer-
sities without any radical change within the
Universities themselves and

“Celestial ™ at home.
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voice on behalf of justice.  And “because
Queen’s has not for some time given the
degree in question, is no  reason why  we

should stand quietly by and see an impor-
tant principle of Canadian University rights
violated. Dut besides this we candidly  ad-
mit that we had another reason for Writing as
we did. It is a matter that would be very
likely to affect us in more wavs than one as
weare, and having before now advocated
the refor ming of our Law I aculty it would
very likely affect us directly were our wishes
in this matter consummated, as they
very likely to be. )
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|ust|hed us iu writing as we did. lhc pro-
post,d Jd\'dlltdge is of course a very small
one, but it violates the principle of the per-
fect legal cqnality of degrees aud  conse-
quently we maintain that it is unjust.  Be-
sides this, any one reading the motion as it
stands and knowing the previous position of
affairs will see that the benefit, if any, will
be derived, not by the Law Society, not by
Law students, but by Toronto University :
and that its promoters see this there is not
the shghtest doubt.

TAKING advantage of our absolute ig-
norance of the age of any member of

the present large I'reshman class, we desire
to propose a matter for thought to our re.
spected authorities.  This is the fixing a
minimum age for the taking of the degree of
B.AL such age to be nineteen.
are numerous.

Our reasons
[n the first place few stu-
dents entering under the age of fifteen and
striving for any place i n college
clean bill of health throughout. In many
cases 1t would be a miracle if they did. A
growing boy does not want to be too greatly
cumbered with head work. if he desires to
have his interior w orking organs kept
repair.
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Sending him to college is all well
and good if he spend more time on the foot-
ball field than he does in his study, and if
this be done the probability is he will take
more than four years to complete his course
and can fill up his time until he reach the
requisite minimum age.  Thisis only the
physical side.  On the mental side, i;x the
majority of cases the reasons are still strong.
Caun a student graduating for instance
under the age of nineteen e expected to
have derived one tithe of the adv antage he
should, from the University course ? He
can cram up facts sufficient to enable him
to pass the examinations, perhaps with a
certain amount of credit, but the facts garn-
ered during a college course and the educa-

er.



