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students, as to render it advisable to
organize a scheme for their higher
cducation.  In recent discussions
on this subject the two essentially
distinct questions of co-education of
young men and women, and of the
higher education of women, have
been so confounded as to prove how
very partially ‘this important educa-
tional question has been studied.  As
to the wisdom and the great value of
the latter I have ever entertained the
strongest convictions; nor can | better
prescnt my views on the subject than
by repeating the words addressed to
aToronto audience years ago. “There
is no country in the world,” 1 then
remarked, ‘“where woman enjoys
more leisure and independent free-
dom of action than in this Province;
cmancipated as she is alike from
sordid cares and from the oppréssive
exactions of social coventionalities.
1f men toil with even undue ardour
in the pursuit of wealth, they are
well content that sisters, wives and
daughters enjoy its rewards. Itisa
new social organization in which,
unconsciously, 1s being conferred on
woman all which once pertained to
the world's privileged orders. But
let us not sacrifice thereby that
womanhood which forms the fit
counterpartto England’s vigorous man-
hood. Let us not strive, as it some-
times seems to me is theresult inneigh-
bouring States, to clothe woman in all
that is costly, surround her with all
that is attractive and luxuriant, and
then, leaving her to her own resources,
exclaim :—* These be the lilies,
glorious as Solomon’s ; they toil not,
neither do they spin.” May we not
rather look to woman for the true
leisure class, for whom the great world
of thought lies invitingly open as her
legitimate sphere?” Such were my
sentiments years ago, when the sub-

ject of the higher education of women

had 10 be urged on public considera-
tion; and such they remain, un-
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changed. But to the idea of a truc
woman’s college for Ontario, ity
Legislature has thus far given the
negative; and I can only say for my
colleagues, as for mysclf, that so Jong
as co-education is the authorized
system in University College 1t will
be our carnest cndeavour to make it
accomplish forour fair undergraduates
every advantage that thc plan is
capable of. That itisthe best system
few indeed have thc hardihood to
afirm. ‘The Minister of Education,
in his place in Parliament, has frankly
stated that “if it could be had, he
would prefer if sumething like Newn.
ham Halil at Cambridge could be
procured”; and, so far as appears,
he cxpressed in this the unanimous
sentiments of his colleagues; one of
whom unhesitatingly condemned the
plan of co-education, and protested
against the disposal of so grave a
question on mere grounds of economy.
So far the question has Dbeen dealt
with at th2 last moment with no
apparent recognition of the gravity
of the issues involved. [ am re
luctant to believe that a subject of
such importance in its bearings on the
future character and social life of our
young country has received its final
settlement on mere grounds of econo-
my; or that it is vain to look among
Canadian statesmen for men ‘too
fond of the right to pursue the expedi-
ent.” Economy, however is undoubt-
edly in favour of the present plan.
Co-eductation is cheap; and while
the little Anglo-Canadian minority
in the Province of Quebec, who
borrowed from our Toronto move-
ment for the higher education of
women the plan which they have
successfully prosecuted till now, are
furnishing to McGill College by pri-
vate liberality the means for an
efficient system of academic training
specially adapted for its !ady students,
i the wealthy Province of Ontario,
i which has hitherto prided itself on




