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Uorrespondence.

To the Editor of the CAxapa Scioor JourNarL,

Str,—As tho question whether literature or science is the more
effectual means in the dovelupmont of the intelleztunl and moral
natwre has lately beon before the public, I imagine tho subject
may yet bo of anfliciont interest to justify the expression of a fow
ideas through your popular journal. In the prosecution of ny
work as a practical educator it has often wvccurred to me that too
much attontion is paid to science, For a whilo scicuco cast litora-

ture, with its lifo-giving and nourishing influence, complotely-

into the shade. It was the fashion to speak of n proficiency m
mathematics, and an expertness ;= solving problems resombling
the ronowned fifteen puzzle, as the great end of oducation. Iam
not opposed to science or mathematics in tho work of education,
but I inaintain that the higher quslities of the mind are cultivated
by other means, and that considerable latitude should bo allowed
in rogard {o the requiromonts of those studying these branches.
There are persons who have a scientific or mathematical aptitude,
but there aro others who possess high and important qualities who
lcok upon such studies with positive distaste. Thero ave indi-
viduals who can seo shades of thought, meaning, and humor in
litorature which others can nover seo ; what if the aptitudo of the
_ one class should be the gauge to measure the abilities of the other?
It would bo just as reasonable, I apprehend, in a case of this sort
as any other. Many men have achieved distinction in cortain
walks of lifo, and oven made their names immortal, who would
run a chance of being ‘‘plucked’ at sume of our examinations,
even after caroful preparation. There is, perhaps, too much diffi-
culty in our examinations in some raspects. It is right and proper
for men and women to be trained for their life-work—and I
believe in a long and gradual course of training—but it is in the
doing of that work, principally, that they should stand or fall to a
great extent, and in which thoy shall oventually stand or fall. The
professions and occupations may be crowded, but there will be the
survival of the fittest, and the only proper way to know who cen
do the work required of him, isto let him try it. Manya manis
ruled out on account of his not being proficient in intellectual
gymnastics, who might otherwise do good work in the profession
from which he has boon excluded. We caunot all be Hanlans or
Westons, but we can row a boat well enough, and walk far encagh
and fast enough, to get through the practical work of every-day
life, perhaps as well as they. I admit that cxamirers may be
conscientivus in mirescribing such large doses of scienco, for the
purging of the mind and training of the intellect. It dependsa
gond deal on the opinion an cducator has as to what & properly
duveloped man should be, what means he takes to educate him.
If amanis to be trained principally to amass wealth, and to get
ahead of his fellow-men generally, a scientific education principally
will not prevent his doing so. Science may train the perceptive
and reasoning powers, but the finer forms of porception and the
higher powers of reason are reached only by the lofty thoughts
of noble minds, Literature is nourishing, life-giving ; scieuce is
not. Literature partakes of the nature of the soul of wman ; science
is more useful in the common meaning of the term, but lower.
But the traditions and history of ages, and the natural respect and
admiration of men for the literary qualities in other meu, prove
that literature occupies high ground, that it contains life, and
thought, and power.
Port Albert, March, 1884, T. F. Youxe.
Nores.—1. We welcome frosh and practical correspondenco ;

but brethren, be brief, and striko out into yuur subjoct in the
first sentence.

2. Wo hardly percoive what Brother Young aimaat.  He is not
sufliviently delinito, and wo do not know what particular refor. he
wants, Literaturo is getting pretty fair attention, and the pro-
gramme for higher cortificatos provides for options fairly well.
Thqsol “aptitudes” ean switch off, wo fancy, at o reasonibly cacly
periad,

8. Examinntions socure ¢‘ the survival of the fittest " moderately
well, oven under present conditions, Brother Yonng should con.
sider tho misery of students who havo no “aptitude” for literacure,
and cancel it against the vther misery.—Ebitox.

To the Lditor of the CANADA SCHOOL JOURNAL.

Sir,—I wish to call attention to an article on ‘¢ Pedagogics” in
the Practical Departmont of the Jovrvat for March.

The writer remarks :—*¢ T oro 1s in the minds of the thoughtful
to.day & growing discontont with the results of our oducational
system.” Insupport of this statement he goes on to say :—**A
successful business man not long ago said, ‘[ have sent my son to
school for seventeen years ; ho has graduated with honor at ono of
our most noted univorsitios, and now he does not know how to >
anything.” That father seemed to think his duty had Leen faith-
fully performod when he had merely introduced his son to this
world and handed him over to the schoolinasters. Theo truthis
that the fault in this case lay not in the school systom, as we are
left to infer, but in the home training; uuless, indeed, nature
herself was at fault, which is not at all improbable.

It is truo that the results of our cducational system are often
unsatisfactory., There is a vast differenco bstween our young
people as they are and as thoy ought to be. But the writer of the
article on * Pedagogics” makes the mistake of confounding our
educational system with our school system. The school aystem is
in reality only one of a system of educative forces acting on the
child, the combined offects of which ought to producs a perfect
man, The home, tho church, society, have a work to do in the
development and training of the child, which the school cannot do
alone, and which ought not to be expected of it. Now, I am
quite willing to admit that our school system is by no means
perfect; but I am not willing that it should have to answer for
sins that ought to bo charged elsewhere. Tho province of the
school is to give such training and impart such knowledge ns every
person, whether furmer, artisan, or professional man, ought to have
to fit him for the work of life. That is to say, its training should
be general, not special. Tho best place to learn agriculture or
any of the trades is on the farm or in the shops. If a father sends
his son to school expesting him to come out & thoroughly equipped
business man or muchanic, and there appears a *‘ calf” instead,
that father has only himself or his son to blame for the disappoint-
ment. Parents make tho mistake, I repeat, of expecting the
school to do what it never was miecant to do. Children ought to be
sont to school for a purpose. If “nine-tenths of the human race
have to earn thoir bread by duily toil,” let parents be content with
giving their children a sound eclementary education at school and
then put them under special training for whatever is to be their
life-work.

In the last paragraph of the article in question I find this
statement : “ Our schools, instead of fitting the young for the
practical duties of life, roally unfit them...... The schalar goes
out of school with a distaste and disrespoct for honest manual
labor.”

Now, in as far as this is true—and I think it by far too sweeping
an assertion—the cause is to be found in the howne influence rather
than in that of the scheol. It does not prove the contrary to say
that the most hard-working of fathers and mothers often havs
idle and useless sons and daughters, who disdain to soil their
hands with honest toil ; for these are the very fatherg and mathers



