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Contemporary Thought.

Tuerk are thousands of {amilies doomed 10
indigence, disappomtment, misery, through life,
that might have hved at least in decemt povernty
and with selferespect, but to-day are plunged in
hopeless ruin by drink, and are sinking out of sight
in the quicksand. ~George Frederic Parsons, 1 the
Atlantie Monthly.

Tug unwarranted lengths to which lawyers
too often go, under the shield of privileges afforded
them by the Courts,in hrow-beating witnesses and
denouncing those connected with the opposing side
of the case, compels most people to sympathiz
with those who, like the policemen of Loughrea,
are stung by injustice into violent manifestations
of their indignation, ‘The Bench, under whose
protection witnesses are, is governed rather by the
feelings and traditions of the Bar in the matter
than by sentiments of justice and humanity.—
Aontreal Witness.,

T necessity of secondary and higher schools
was en’.reed by Mr., E. Crossley, M.P., who spoke
on Saturday evening at the opening soiree of the
Luddendenfoot Mechanic's Institute, held in the
Congregational School, Leeds, England.  Mr. R,
Whitworlth, Halifax, presided, and was supported
by Mr. E. Crossley, M.P. ; Mr. J. B. Slack, M. A.,
Ripley ; De. Thompson, Mytholmroyd; Mr.\WV, C,
Barber, lalifax, and several clergyman. Mr,
Crossley, M.P., in the course of his speech, said
that they would find that their Government would
devote a large share of attention to the great work
of national ¢ducation. They were now only in the
beginning. To do justice to the education of the
country, they must have secondary and higher
schools, and make the pathway so that youths
might to be able to attain to the highest positions
of eminence.  That was essential to the prosperity
of their country. The education at present was
in need of reform. Mr. M. Arnold had, withinthe
last twelve months, visited many continental
schools at the request of the Government. The
special characteristics of the schools in Germany,
Switzerland and France were-that they understood
better the principles of teaching than they did in
England. They had a broader and a wider basis.
They cultivated the reasoning facultics, and as a
congequence the minds brought under this mode of
teaching were strengthened, and when they came
to the higher schouls they appreciated it.  In Eng.
land there was 100 much tendency to give children
complicated study, too hard for their mental power
and capacity. They ought to begin with simple
and salient facts, and talk and exercise their
thoughts and rcasoning powers. \When they had
thus speat several years, they could proceed with
abstract reasoning and refined theory.  England’s
prosperity in the past was great.  They had taken
the lead in manufactures. e thought it was not
because of their subtle minds, but on account of
their natural encrgy, and because they had enjoyed
more peace than other nations. They had been
making use of their resources to the best advan-

tage, but they were pressed by the German,
French, and other continenial peoples, and it was
by being well informed as to what these people
were doing that they were able to keep abreast of
them. To do that it was of the highest import-
ance that education should receive a great share of
autention.—Leeds Zimes (Eng.)

THE EDUCATIONAL WEEKLY.

fradstreet's conlains an instsuctive article on a
half century of sanitary progress. It says one of
the most marked characteristics of the present day
is the increased attention paid to matters of sanita-
tion, and in no other direction perhaps has more
striking evidence of social progress heen made in
the last half century. Sanitary inspection and
regulations is now considered a necessary part of
municipal goverament. [t is considered necessary
for the public safety and for the moral and physical
well:being of the community, and it is no longer
left to the voluntary action of each individual. A
man has no more right to keep his own premises
in a condition to produce diccase and death 1n
the neighboucthood than he has to endanger the
property of his ncighbours by setting his own
property on fite. A half century ago the sanitary
condition of England was anything but satisfactory.
At that time one-tenth of the population of Lon-
don, and one-seventh of the population of Liver-
pool, it was said, lived in cellars, In 1848 Parlia-
ment passed an act creating a general Loard of
health.  Prior to this, however, legislation had
been had with a view to encourage cleanliness
among the working classes. Steps were taken
also to secure & proper supply of water in towns,
and proper drainage. The General Board of
Health had no inconsiderable power for the con-
struction of dwellings. They were authorized to
manage, repair and clean the streets, to cleanse
and regulate sewers, and to abate nuisances.
Under the law, wherever the reports showed that
the number of deaths in the preceding seven years
exceeded twenty-three per 1,000, the General
Board was authorized 1o send an inspecior to
inspect the sanitary condition of the locality. Since
1848 upwards of $650,020,000 have been expended
upon sanitary works. The effect has been that
the annual death rate of the United Kingdom has
diminished 234 per cent. in half 2 century. The
statistics, however, show that theimprovements in
towns and cities hay 2 not kept pace with the rural
districts. It is more difficult to huild comfortable
houses and provide for the well-being of the poorer
classes in towns and cities tham in the agricultusal
postions of the United Kingdom, and we dare say
that thé same rule applies elsewhere.—Lostdon
Advertiser.

I1eNrY GEORGE, in the lecture which he deliv-
ered in Montreal some time ago, represented work
as an unmitigated evil, distasteful to men of every
class and condition. He ridiculed those econo-
mists and moralists who regard work in itself
as a good thing, and he stigmatised those
who maintain that men enjoy work as cither fools
or hypocrites. **I don’t like work,” he said,
‘““and I don't bLeliever that any one elsc docs.”
Now, Mr. Henry George is a thinker, a writer, a
philosopher and a promulgator of a strange doc-
trine with regard to the ownership of land, which
rost people find difficult to comprehend. They
cannot sce that his conclusions logically follow
from his premises, and they find it very hard to
believe that most of the evils which afilict modern
society are caused by individuals being permitted
to have what in reality amounts to an absolute
property in land. But those of them who are
modest and unprejudiced are inclined to doubt the
soundness of their own conclusions; they have
their misgivings as to their ability to form a cor-
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rect judginent on Mr, Georpe's elaburate theorics,
and fear that of they do not agree with him, the
error must be theirs and ot his. e has spent
almost a lifetime in studying the subject, they have
been able to give it only a few hours® consideration,
and they naturally feel that it isa little presump-
tuous in them to place their crude and hastily
formed views in opposilion to his matured opin-
ions. The subject may be too difficult for them,
and the argument too complicated to be readily
followed and understood. But when the great
land reformer comes to talk about work, he deals
with a subject that comes within the range of their
experience, and when he boldly and confidently
says what they know to be untrue about work,
they naturally, and with good reason, conclude
that i he makes a gross and palpable mistake on
such a simple subject as that,he is liable to fall into
error on one that is much harder to understand,
We say unhesitatingly that every man’s experience
tells him that the very opposite of what Ilenry
George says about work is true.  Men, as a rule,
like work. Man is as much a working animal as
he isa ‘““land animal.” As soon as he emerges
from infancy man delights in the exercise of brain
and muscle. How testless children are, and how
proud they are to be of use. How long and per-
severingly some of them will work to accomplish
some object on which they have set their hearts,
The purest, the keenest, as well asthe most lasting
enjoyment, that men are capable of consists in the
exercise of mind and body for some useful purpose.
Who has not felt that the very act of working,
irrespective of the object to be gained by it, is a
positive pleasure? Take any man who is worth
anything and ask him if he has not enjoyed life
more when he has been at work than when he has
been idle, and the answer “7ill be in ninety-nine
cases out of a hundred an emphatic 2ffirmative.
And this is only according to Nature's great plan,
Nature never woitks aimlessly. When she gives
powers and capabilities, she also gives the will to
exercise ihem and a delight in their exercise, The
strong man rejoices in his strength, be it of body
orof mind, What would be the greatest punish-
ment that could be inflicted on a2 man of such
activity of mind and body as Henry Geozge him-
self?2 \Why, to condemn bimto be idle. Work is
not merely a habit with such & man, It is a
necessity. He not like work ? Ile would be mis-
erable without it. Of course the work which mnen
like must be congenial, and by ** congenial” we
mean that which a man can successfully accom-
plish. The work of Sisyphus is torture, not be-
cause it is work, but because his labour accom-
plishes nothing. 1f he could manage to roll the
stone up the hill, no matter how slowly or with
how much toil, it would have its compensation
and its gratification, We are inclined to believe
that the man doomed to ceaseless, resultless work
is less 1o be pitied than one compelled to pass an
existence without cmployment of any kind. Such
an existence for a rational belng would be simply
unendurable. So erroncous arc the utterances of
Mr. Henry George with regard to this matter of
work that the intelligent reader who considers

them thoughtfully will come to the conclusion that
if the author of ** Progress and Poverty " is as far
astray on the Land Question as he is on the
¢ work ” question, it is not safe to trust him as a
guide on great and far-reaching questions of social
veform.—Mountreal Star,



