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order that ail may share in an indirect way
il' lhe 8somewhat intangible blessings which
reault from the labours and disýcoveries of a

fe-W of the bighly educatcd.

0 011nected with the objection above ini-
dieated to the alleged unfair liberality of

th overmen to the 111gb Schools and
Coleiate Insatitutes, was another wbich is SQ

eften heard froin the lips of the uncducated,
but Which wc should flot have expectcd
t0 neet with in the speeches of educated

fle nteProvincial Legîsiature, or inl
the editorial columus of leading newspapers.
't il, the Old-fasb îoned cry of Ilover-educa-
tjOfl ! Tell it flot in England, whisper it
uot "' the United States, that in Anglo-
8AXo4.CaIIad a, a nd even in the city which

ý8proud to be sometiines called its intellcc-
tual centre, there are mcen of intelligence
ftrJ influence who are fearful lest the
tnasses saah be spoiled for the practical

"rkof life by too much learning. It inay

'ou Yungpeplear shnnna hemanly
toil of the farrn and of other pursuits which
'Illire a iflinglinig of manual with brain
'Work' It Ina v be truc that this mistakcn

tldny is largely due to the belief fostcr-
ed in the6 mfinds of those who have got a

litle ng at the Highi Sehool or cIsc-
'hrthat they can, do0 better for them-

in~ on ie other pursuit than that of
terfatheré. But if there is no way of

'lCu1g this mischievous mistake save by
ithrwng froi the many a part of their

edlAtionl 1 Opportunities, and keeping, thein
'dt'rue ignorance and darkncss, the

Thre f y 'FI~ sur-ely far worsc than the discase.
%ect i8 that the trouble is due, not to too

tdhsh'ucation, but te too, little of if. To
%holh th Iigh Schools, or aven to lessen

thir 'umber and efficiency, in order to

kee tecountry boys in their places on the
ýee'8 wouId b3 to fight against cnlighten-

and evil r Ina The true rcmedy for
the ' 8mr education. And, then, as

'* aaaskcd before, why sbould the
louttry Youtb be held responsible above al

Otilers6 t0r the tilling of the soil ? Why do
Ilo 8(rn of the mrchants and manufactur.

%ud professional inen, who bcwail this
tleecY to fraethe country for the city,

0ailothing t,) restore the cquilibriunî by
j0tigtheir own sons-according, to the

l'are discussing, they should, w
tuPPase, kccp them uncducated-for the

C03i~yandi for farmn life ?t When we al

b crebttter aducataci many of the city-
foirien will be train(d as carafully

%gr'ultralanti horticultural pursuits,
tllfey 11  are for trade or the learneti

QQd e 'n . S uch of blooti

th ueveloPnent of muceare the vcry
't s fe'edj to keep the maahood of the

UtYat~ b hih average in respect to both
and

-*ill go<od s r we e rumembuaxices
grow froi-n tehc -e" . So/

THE STATE 0F THE COUNTRY.

Oae of the curious featurei of the Taril?

debate now going on in the Commons

at Ottawa is the wide difference of opinion

as ta the present state of Canada. In the

eycs of speakers on the Governmcnt andi

Protectionist aidle, the country is on the

whole in a satisfactory condition; its jecople

prosperous ; business generally at least

fairly active and remiunerative. To the

cyca of speakerd on the Opposition and

anti-Protectioni8t side, on the other hand,

the wlhole country is under a clouti, and

the masses, the farmers in particular, are

very fR ri engi ofortable, much
lcss a prosperous condition. We sec no

reason to caîl in question the sincerity of

eitbcr class of speakers. No doubt the

majoirity, at lcast, on bath aides persuade

theinselves that they are not only honest in

their convictionsi, but that those convic-
tions have been reacheti by the royal high-

way of imtpartial study and investigation.

0f course both parties sec more or less

through the dis torting mediumn of party

predilections and purposea. Politicians xîot

less than others, rnany will say even more

than othera, have the facility, sa unfrienti

ly ta truth-seeking, of seci ng wlhat thcy

wish to sec and of faîling ta sec what thcy

do not wish to sec, so far as the bcaring
of facts upon their views and arguments

are concerned. Yet it is evident ta the

careful reader of the tariff speeches thia this
consideration falîs far shoit of accounting

for the extreme difierence of opinion upon

a question of fact, in regard to which thc

evidence is within the reach of evary anc

who cares ta examine it. Beneath al], it is

prctty clear, lies thc primary source of the

divergence in conclusions, viz., the want

of a commuon standard of comparison. The
inembers of anc party apply a standard cf

praspcrity quite different in kinti frein that

useti by thase of thc other party. A wide

divergence in conclusions is the natural re-

suIt.
The first thing requircd, thcn, if bath

parties wcrc really axiius ta know the

exact truth, would be agreemnent upon a

comman standard, or test, by which ta de-

termine the resuît. In what daés thc

praspcrity of a pcople situatati as the Cana-

dian people arc rcally cansist ît With what
kind and degrea of prospcrity shoulti thcy

be satisficd ?t la it suifficient that the people

actually resitient in thc country at a given

perioti should cnjay a fair share of the

comforts of life, or that thair condition

in relation ta thc possession of sucli cain-

forts should compire favourably with that

of the people of othcr countries with which

theirs may fairly bc campareti ? It is but

tao evident .that, applying the first test,
there arc miany in Canada at the prescnit

moment who cannot be saiti ta be in posses-

sion of thc incans of cnjoying aven reason-

able comfort. Thcrc arc many citizens,
willing andi anxious ta be industriaus, who

are quite unable to find remunerative work.

Yet, coinparing our condition in this res-

pect with that of our kinsinen over the bor-

der, or with that of thc masses in alitost

any other country in America or Europe,

it is pretty certain that the percentage of

those am1ong us who are in distressing

poverty is sinaller, and the percentage of

those who are able to live in tolerable coin-

fort is largar, than iii most other countries

with which wc are acquainteti. The almost

universal business depression rests upon the

Dominion more lightly than upon almost

any other country that can be named.

From this comparative point of view, the

people of Canada,that is, the people actually

resident in Canada at the present time, are

dccidely well to do.
But when we corne to enquire into the

causes of this happy state of things an-

other standard of prosperity is suggcsted.

Testeti by it, if it be admitted to be a

fair test, the state of the country takas on a

very différent aspect. Why is it that there

is comparatively se, little absolute distreas

inCar.ýa'taat the present turne whenindustrial

andi commercial disaster is almioat world-

wide 't May wc not answer this question

by another ? What would have been the

condlition of Canada to-day, had the hun-

dreds of thousantis of Young men anti

young womcn-yes, of citizens of aIl ages

-who have crosseti over, tamporarily or

pernmanently, to the Unitedi States, within

the last ten years, been obligcd to remain

in the countryi In other words, can it be

that our comparative immunity from great

distress is due in large measure to the fact

of the existence upon our southern border

of a country of vast resources andi immense

wealth, allording a great variaty of em-

ployments, peopleti by a kindreti nation,

speaking the saine language ant ihaving

institutions anti modes of governient

baseti on the saine gencral principles as aur

own, ta which our people, cspecially aur

,young people, whcnavcr unable to obtain

remunerative employment at home, have

freely migratcd, thus preventing the pres-

sure which must othcrwise inevitably have

resulteti ? Let it not ba said that we are

disparaging our country in making such a

suggestion. We are simply paying our

readers and the miembers of both political

parties the compliment of supposing that

thcy wish ta arrive at the truth and the

whole truth, on every question aflecting

the condition of the country andi the effect

of the rival commercial policies bctween

whose dlaims Canadians will scon b3 called

upon ta decide.
Ltus illustrate by supposing a (a3e

which ha3, we are sure, been realizeti in

the history of thousantis of farnilies in ail
parts of central and eastern Canada during

the last decade. Here is a fariner, or a

merchant, or a professional inan, who, by

tint of economny anti industry, flnds bimscîf

able ta bring up bis grawing family in toI-

erabla comfort, andi ta give each of bis


