
of a healer of men. a material and narrow exi)erinunter instead

of a true man of science. The literary type will Wome the

bcokish boy, the pedant man. the mere theorist, the sophist jour-

nalist, the' sterile critic the lover of art for art's fake. The

administrative, managing type will produce the driving brute in

business, the boss and wobbling politician, instead of the stat«'s-

man and captain of industry.

What 1 am going to say now requires some liardihwd. but

you have placed me in a position in which it is my right and duty

t'^ state my serious conviction for what it is worth as a result of

twentv-tive years of work in s-bools of various types here and in

the Fnited States and in our I niversity. When what mav appear

as a radical position is taken it is always of .some value to know

the general attitude of the speaker to the whole subject. My own

is this: As I reflect upon our system, while I am conscious

enough of grave defects in university education, the education

of the coinmon school, so far as it is illustrated by this city,

appears to me wonderfully good. I accept it and believe in it,

'• frills " and j-11. But the secondary system seems to me cruelly

mistaken irom \no standpoint of the teacher, the pupils and the

public. I maintain, then, that if a n\imber of really ediicated

men with sons of their own in the schools—a very necessary

qualification—met each other in thoughtful deliberation across
.

a table, they could work ont such a uniform secondary pro-

gramme as t have postulated. In broad outline it might be some-

thing like this: English, simple mathematics, history, T..itm.

Freiuli, elementary science, with an option toward the clost^

between Greek and German and further work in \aathematic8,

more or less of each as might seem good for individual pupils.

Our practical aim should be eventually to do away with '" pass ^'

matriculation. Such a curriculum at once removes all speciali-

zation in science. Many university men in science ,,ald go

n>uch further and remove it altogether, but with this I do not

agree. T would completely remove the formal teaching of Eng-

lish grammar in any stage of the course and the more formal

t. ing of Enirlish literature, enlarging the meaning of English

i^r beyond pii'-e literature, and greatly enlarging the amount of

readin?. The proeoss of siinplification. however, should go much

6


