
Returning, however, to the legal question of the tenure

of these Eastern Township lands> it will assist us to a clear

judgment if, step by stop, We trace its bistory as recorded

in the statute book. Those wbo most strenuously oppose

the pariýih system rely mainly upon the Act of 1774. That

statute enacted that in ail matters coucerning property

andi civil riglits the Frenchl aws as they existeti before the

conquest should prevail ; but it excepted ail lands

whicli miglit have been granted or shoul 1 thereafter be

grautod by the King in free and commion socage. Under

this authority lands wore granted anid townships laid ont

in Gaspé in 1.786. Later, in 1791, the Contitutionai Act

was paieoed. This separated Upper fromn Lower Canada,

andi xed the Engiish tenure for the former. It moreover

provideti that irn Lower Canada lands miglit be granteti in

froc and connon socage when diasired by the grantee,

subject neverfilteds Io 8such alteratiofl8 as ubight front time

to time be maude by the leisiature which that same Act

createti.
Settiement went on rapidly in the townships, but soon

serions difficulties arose because of the confliit of twa

distinct systeme of law. The land waH, it is true, f ree of

ail signiorial obligations; but no one knew, of a certainty,

wliether the Frenchi forme or the Englieli should be

observeti in sales or mortgageB. Much less certain were

the law4 governing inheritance, dower, intestacy and many

other complications incidentai to reai property. In

conseqluence the Imperial Statute, 6 Geo. IV., cap. lix.,

was passeti in 1825. Tbis was known as the Canada

Tenures Act, andi was the first serions attempt ta abolieh

the seigniorial tenure. t put a stop toalal future grante

in oseigniory and provideti a methoti of reigning fendai

lands ta the crown ta be regranteti in f ree and commun

socage. AIl previaus grants bati been subject ta reservez

for the endowment of a Protestant clergy ; but these re-

grants wcre ta ho f ree of such conditions and subject to

the iaws of Engiand as ta division andi transmission.

In 1827, in cansequence of conflicting representatiafle

from Canada, a committcc of the bluse af Communs was

appointeti to consider the whole matter andi, in the evidence

before it, the intolerable litigione confusion plainly appears.

This confusion is the motive stated in the preamble ta the

next statute, the 9 and 10 Geo. IV., cap. lxxvii., e

Canadian Act passeti in 1831. L.t was mainiy an Act to

quiet litigation by validating tities under either form

of law.
Sa matters remained in the townshipsunutil the

abolition ai the tiigniarial tenure througbout Lower

Canada. Then it was ascertained. that the Frenchi tenure,

franc aleu roturier, was almost identical witb the Englisi

tenure of f ree and colmaun socage. The Act, 20 Vie.,

cap. xiv., was passed ia 1857, whtich quieteti ail doubts

and, reserving ail existin- rights in actual litigation,

tielareti that, on and after JuoiO,1th, 18à7, ahl land in

the Eastern Townships shouiti ho governed by the saie

lawâ as if hid in franc aleu roturidr. These statutes

were nil cansolidatoti in Chap. 35 of the Cons. Statutes of

Lo)wer Canada, passed anterior ta Canfederatian, sa the

Fre'nch umajorty of the present Province of Qnebec is in

no way responsible for the fact that lanti in the townships

thougli originally granted in free and commun Bocage, il

helti under the samne iaws as if granteti under a Frencl

tenure.
Fromn the preceding coniderations it seems eviden

that the parish systeim is not incompatible with thý

English tenure; that it is and bas been always indepen

dent of the feudai tenure ; and that there ie now existiný

only anc systemn of laws thraugliout the Province. ThI

Eastern Townships being Englieli and Protestant ther,

has not been thç requisite number of Roman Catholies t

recuire the intervention of the bisbop ta organize theu

inta parishes. This statu of affaire is caming ta an end

Ontario cannot belp it; nar can Queblec help Monseigneu

Grandin in the North-West.
The succeeding letter will explaiin the procedurec

panish organizatian.
Montreal, January, 1890. S. E. DÂwqsoN.

(II RD'S PI!IILOSOPH'IY 0F KANT.*

T I-IIS is the mast important work in the egion of pui

phlsaphy which bas appeared since the publicatic

of the late Profeesor Gneon's IlProlegomona ta Ethici

The lagicai treatises of Bradiley and Bosanquet reach a hig

level of menit, and exhibit a distinct advance upan t!

logic of Miii, valuabie as tbat work is, but they are bu

deneti with n certain incomplets mastery of the principli

of a spiritual phiosophy. Profeseor Caird's ork je ti

Most compicte and consistent exposition of Idealism tb

has anywhere appeaneti. Hie review of the philosaphyi
Kant bas brought him face ta face witb ail the praboleu

of the higlier philosophy, andi it je safo ta say tîjat there

no0 tapie that lias not received at bis band8 the peculii

illumination that cames from a higbly cultured mind

great speculative dlepth or subtlety. A tharougli study

these volumes je a philosophie educatian in itseef. TI

stuident who bas mastareti thcm wyul not only posses

intiniate acqnaintnce ith the whole mind of Kant, but

clean perception cf the inadequacy of Engiish popul

philosophy, anti a comprebensian of the issues ta whicb t]

criticai phloliophy, sympathetically interpreteti, ultimate

leatir. Tbe author bas displaye<l an extraondinary patiei

* "The Critical Phiiosophy ci Immanuel Kant." ByEdward Cai
Ll,.D., Professor of Moral I'hilosophy in the Univerity oof Gla.ug<
late Fellow and Tutor of Meton College, Oxford. In two ou
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anti intiustry in tracing every itisa ai Kant fromn its finit
impcniect presentation until it lias assumeti a form beyanti

whicb Kant titi nat ativance. Nor lias li eft tbe matten

here, but bas gone on ta show the correction which muet

be matis in the thouglit of Kant if we are ta have a per-

iectly consistent anîd adequate theory. The immense

etincational value of sncb a book cannot be overestimateti.

Philasaphical culture doos net cansist in an acquaintanco

wîth tic resuits that have been reacheti by tues or tbat

thinker, but in tic procoss of inteliectual and spiritual

dsvelopment tlirough wbhich a man himsecf passes. t je

neassurîng to finti the greatest living representative ai

Englieli ldealism, ns Professer Caird untioubtediy is, comîng

ta the conclusion tliat tueG grcat realitie a i Gd-freetiom

anti immortaity-may lie establisheti upon a reasoneti

basis, but it is infinitely more important ta make anc'e

awn eveny step in tic procose by wiicli tue asanreti con-

viction le reacheti.
Twelve years aga Professer Cairti pubulieti is"IlCitical

Accaunt of the Phulosopliy of Kant," the firet wonk whi'-b

put before the Engliili neatier the substance oi the "lCritique

af Pure Roason," anti indicateti the lines on wbicb the phil-

osophy of Kant muet lie develapedtet a higlior cansistency.

In bis preface Mn. Caîrd lielti ont a hope that at same

future time lie wouid compieto the plan af the wonk n

anotlier valume an the ethical anti msteticai works ai

Kant, especially tic Il Critique of Practical Reasan," anti

the "lCritique ai Jutigmenit." Tliat pramiseolho bas now

mara than fulfilleti. ILuing tlie interval lie lias nat been

itile. Besities critical papere on WVardsworth anti Goethe,

lis lias contnilinteti twa important articles ta tic "Encycla-

poetia Bitannica "-Il Catesianism " ant Il Metaphysîce "

-antih li as aise publisimeti a work on "lTic Social Phil-

asapliy anti Religion ai Conmte," any ans ai whicb wauiti

have been sufficient ta stablisi a reputatian, andthte last

af whicb je a motici ai sympatietic statement and fair citi-

ciem. Returning ta tue subjeet af hie first treatise, hie bas

matis an entirely 110w presentation ai the metaphysicai

part ai Kant's Philosopiy, andti t this hoe bas atited a

critical account, net onlly aflitse thical anti icthetie aspects,

but ai the atien warks ai Kant, whlich may lic regardeti as

illustrations or dcvelopriieoits ai bis main argument, anti

eepecially ai the impotant treatiso on Il Religion Witbin

the Bountie ai More Ths e " icEnglisi reatier je now

ion tic firet time in a position ta estiniate th" ultimate

scape anti bearing ai tiecrciticýal phlisopiy, ta see tiat

"tiers je an unbroken coiîtiniuity in tic mavement ai

rKant's tiaugit, andt tat the lesson ai his philodopliy as a

4whlale ietinito andticonsistent."
i Proiesson Caird lias writtoit the, final exposition ai

Kant, anti it woulti li superflnor o any Erigliih authar

8ta go aven tic saine ground agaiin. VWhat h îaw needed

is an intiependent statememît ai Idealisnm, anid it je mot,

u penliape, to inucli ta expeet tiat Professern Caîrd, whio liasq

e proveti himecf se groat a niaster ini exposition and criticismi,
a wili adtthe i obligations untier whiclm ho lias paccti us

ýf by doing tlie ork himseh. iliere are dlean mîdiatioiis

e tiat the present generatian lias iost faith in the aid guides,

n andt tat the phiosophy ai the future muet do Juastie at

B, once ta tha trti af ecjiîc( anti ta tiose dreat bel, fs vhicb

is give meaning and valu(, ta liamin life. No living authmar

bh le sa able ta, provide sucli a systoin ai piilosaphy far us

as Professer Caird.
t t je impassible withiný the spaco at aur cammandi te

k6 give anytlîing like an adequate idea, ai the philosopliical

à- wealth cantainti in thie treatise. Perbape we cannat do

Lg btter tian give a short statement ai the valuablo intra-

Le ductary chapter wbîeb cotitaiiis an outiinc afi Ltealiem as

re prapenly umdentaad.
bO In a nomankablo note ta thIl"Critique ai Pure Reason'

in Kant epeake ai bis awn age as Ilthe age of criticiam.'

d. The ternim'lcriticiemn " is sam etimos appiiedt t the praceel

mnr ai raising any abjections tiat happen ta stnike the mini:

ai the citie ta the tieary an doctrine under invetgatian.

of Sucli lap-iazand criticismi is net wbat Kant hati in lii

mmnd. Criticism ble apposeti an thc anselandtetadog.

matisma anti on thie atier bandti ta cepticiem. By

dogmatism,' as ho telle ne, is meant Ilthe positive or

tiagmatic procedure ai neasan witbaut previaus citicisin

ai its own iaculty." Aesumîng the paesibility ai knowledge

the dagmatiet I"seizes upon sains genenal principle that

ne scems e tble as witie as the universe iteeli," anti uses it

on witbaut doulit an besitatian ta explain ail thinge. But

s>the principie at firet emplayeti is inevitably inatiequate te
ghi its task, anti wientue js e son daulit is apt te al upai

'hi truth itseli. A particular pinciple, truc witiin ita

r- limiteti range, je emplayeti as if it werc an Ilapen sesame"

le fan the whalc univorse, anti hence the dogmatiet wha hae
hie à perception ai tic compiementarY tnutb je easily abls te

iat show tiat bis opponemît cantradicte himseli. But as thE

ai sanie abjection eau be retarteti upon bîmeeli it seeme as il

ms no principlo rosteti upan a soliti lasis. Tbus arises scepti
me cisin or tus conviction that Il wlatever can lie assented

ia may witli equal reasan lic tenieti." Now Kant maintainE

ai that scepticiem, like dagmatiem, carnies within it th(

aio pinciple of its own reinutation. t je really becase th(

lie sceptie tacitiy appeale ta a principle cormman ta the con

an1 tending parties that lie je able ta show that tiey refui

ta oaci athe. The aim oi citiciemij e tabrng the cantro

an verey ta an end by detecting its sources anti presuppasitianE

te ta penetrate ta the principle whicli nadelijes the contre

ey vsrsy, ta, diecoven the mare compreliensive canceptio

ace5 which putsecdioa the appasing theorîes in ite place as a

mrd element ai the trutli; anti the critical phlosopby goe

,w, beyond this aniy in se, far as it je an attempt ta nreac

ROI'. principles which are prier toalal contnovensy.

This conception of the problim af pbiiosophy muet net
be confused witb Locke'e doctrine, that we "lmuet take a

view of our awn unticrstanding, cxamine aur own powere

and see ta what things tliey are adapteti." For we bave

no othor faculties by which we can examine the mind but

tbe mind itsclf, and if aur faculties are nat adapted ta tbe

discavery of tnuth in athor negions tbey cannot reveal ta

ne tbe true nature of aur own poxvcre. Locke, in fact,

eawe away tlie brandi on whic lieho jehimeelf itting.

Mind ije nt an abject that cau bc soparateti fromi nature

anti understoati purely by itself. "lFor man je a being

wbo doubly presuppases nature, as lie is a spirit which

finds its oryan in an animal body, anti as it je in tbe system

of nature Lihat lie hîîds tbe presuppositian anti environmcent

af hie ie." Man, bowever, je not merely an abject in the

known or knowable world, but loic jeaiea a subjoot of

knawletigo, anti it je only for such a snbj oct tliat an abject

ar a world af abjecte ean exiet. It je witb tlie aspect af

man tliat criticismi lias ta deal. Its problem je tae finti ont

the principles witbaut whicb thens can lie no knowledge

eitber af matter or afi mmd. Tie great defect of the

phlaeopliy af Locke, antiofai al forme of empinicism, je,

tbat it regarde tie acte of tbe mind as if tbey were notbing

mare than etates af the individual conscionenese. 1If that

were truc, knawiedgs af abjecte would manifestly lie

impossible, for the mind wouid bc capable af coming teaa

knowledge oL' itsecf withaut having any consciausnese of a

wanld autside af it.
Tie truc pnoblcm, thon, is ta fi ti.ont a criterian af the

validity of knowledge from au examination af aur

consciouses of objecta. Ail aur knawlctige af particular

thînge presuppose certain universal principles whicb are

implicti in tic nature af caneciausness anti nie relation ta

objecte in general. If we can but discaver these principies

wc may employ thein as a test af aur special ideas anti

beliofs. Thus, e. y., in al aur consciaunees of tbe world, we

find it representeti as a unity and even as a systematic

unity. AIl tiings, beings anti events ara therefore

canceivedtet stand in saine kind of relation ta one another.

Bath ta tie scientifie andt t the ardinary cansciausness the

world je ans in ite manifoitinees, permanent in ite changes,

inten-relateti in its ca-existence. Thue ail forme af rational

cansciounees arecIl buit on ane plan." t je an thi. fact

that criticism is baseti. Criticisin bring8 inta explicit

conscianeness the pinciples implieti in al aur knawledge

of particulare. Thc neeti of sncb criticismn arises fram the

failure af tie firet immetijate constructive effort af thought.

The only way of escape frani doulit anti dutllculty je ta

diseover the ultimate idea upan whicb ail knowledge reste.

Now ail the principles of the sciences are particular

tievelopments ai the genenal presupposition of ail science,

viz., that the world je an intelligible whaie. The ful

îneanmng af this principle, bowever, is nat alwayti seen ;

anti hence a particular application af it, wbich jes foundt t

bc adequate within thc realmn of tie special science, je

swnposed ta bc adequate aven bcyond tiat realin. But

4wlen an attempt je mate ta extend this limiteti idea ta the

spiritual worlti,,doubt je cast upon the very existence af

thiat wanlti. If, e.y., tbe soul is canceiveti as an abject

extennaiiy tictermineti by other objecte, iii muet be regardeti

eimpiy as an attributeofa the body or as a series of

phienomena occurring in it. ïIence it lias na f reedom or

self -determining power. On thc saine principle (liat can

ho nothing but a naini for the aggregate of externai

abjects.
The truthisjetliat the epecial sciences reet upan an

artificiel separatian ai certain aspects af the worid from

3 te wrld in its totality. t je impssible ta explain the

true nature af the organic worlti witbont reference ta the

" organie worid - impossible ta explain itier, apart f rom

" coneciouness. Nor can the matunial world hoe understoati

9 apart fromn the principle manifesteti in the lufe ai self-

d consciaus or spiritual beinge. IlIf man je nat merely the

chilti ai nature, capable of camplote explanatiomi by its

physical anti vital agencies, then nature cannot lie taken

as a syatemn whicb je camplote in itsesf apart i romn man, or

'Y in which the presence of man is but an accident. Te

r strange conclusion af those physiciets who, finding tbem-

S selves unabie ta ex plain conscionenese as ans af the physi.

:0 cal forces, were driven by the necessity of thein logic ta

,t the hypothesis that cansciousnes protinces na result at al

itin the worii wbich it contemplates, illusti'atee this diiffi-

tt culty. . . . Thons are no0 alternatives but sithen ta

ýo prese the physical explanatione ta their last resuit, and se

a ta neduce the spiritual worid ta the natural anorta admit

ta that there je, propcnly spcaking, no sucb thing as a menely

>,natunal wonld. . . . We must 'level up' anti net

tB 'level down:' we muet nat only deny tbat matter ean

te explain spirit, but we muet say that even matter itsecf

,e cannot bie iully untienstuoat except as an element in a

if spiritual wald."

À-bTis hunrieti anti imponiect abstract af Mr. Caird'à

,d argument cannat be expecte t talisconclnsive or even

,a peniectly intelligible, but it may lielp ta correct the cur-

e rent fallacy that a truc Itiealism lias any kinship witb the

ledactrine that neality may be reducedtiet tho transiemit

n-states ai the individual subjeet, andtet indicate the impont-

be anceofa a thoraugi study of a book whicli no ans wbo laye

a- any zelaim ta phlasaphicai culture can afford taeIegleet.

1, University of Qmeen's College. Joux WATSON.

on TiiaEx who ecolti abaut the introduction of manual

anI training may as wel lieo prepaneti for the caming of garden

se training, or instruction anti practice af raising fruits and

ih vegetables, by echool chltiren. It je in the air already.-

Journial of Rducation.


