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to benefit more especially the Church of England. On the
other hand, the numerous dissenters and those members,
also of the Church of England, who entertain non-sectarian
views in educationnl matters, contende - thut a bequest,
which had not been made in terms in fvor of vne sect,
should he deented to have been intended for all. Indeed, Cath-
olics might even have been allowed tourge that Mr. MeGill,
being desirous of shewing his gratitude to the inhabitants of
@ country where he had accumulated his wealth, could not
he supposed to huve excluded from the benefits of his noble
bequest the great majority, nay, at the time vrhen he eame
to Canada the very people from whom he had almmost ex-
clusively gathered the elements of his fortune, and more-
over, that considering the great fondness and affection which,
by the severnl legacies of his will, he had shewn to his wife
and her children, he could not have meant to exclude their
descendants trom the college which was to beur his name.

But partly from the fact of the execution of the trust hav-
ing been left to the Royal institution, the schools of which
were far from being popular with their church, partly from
the disinclination which they always entertained to any
connection with persons of other sects in the management of
such affuirs, while they had institutions of their own amply
provided with all the means of giving a high collegiate in-
struction, the Catholics did not raise any such issue as might
have been grounded on the circumstances just now alinded to.

The McGill University, at the outset, assumed therefore
adecided sectarian character, as connected with the Church
of England, and even the feelings of the dissenters in the
wmatter were for 2 long time more commonly evinced by a
perfect indiflerence to the fate of the undertaking, and by a
withholding of support from it, than by any course of active
hostility.

The other sonrce of diffieulty we have mentioned is one
which must be faumiliar to all those who have had to deal
practically with educational subjects.

While discussions as to the preeminence to be given to
literature, to mathematics or to natural philosophy, in the
arrangement of a programme of studies, always remind ona
of the quarrel between the fencing master, the music mas-
ter, and the duncing master of the bourgeois-gentilhonec—
there will always be u great deal of that kind of thing in the
management of educational institutions. It is true that all
such questions seem to he very summarily disposed of by
the answer that every branch of human knowledge is, in its
own way, just as useful and just as important as any other
branch, and that the success of « college will mainly depend
on 2 fair apportionment, a proper cquilibrium of all the in-
fluences, which are to assist in training the mind sor the we-
complishment of its task during life. But the real issue is al-
ways as to what will constitute that fair apportionment, that
proper equilibrium , and such we believe, was one of
the causes of division between the governors and the
professors : while the latter were ziming at a classical
collegiute education of the sume uature as that given in
England in the venerable institutions of Oxford and of Cam-
hridge, the community at large was anxious for some kind

of training more congenial, in their opinion, with the posi-
tion and the wants of & new and progressive conntry.

(2% be continued in onr next.)

Pigrre J. O. CHAUVEAL.

A Word about Lying.

‘The tirst sin which darkened this earth was a he. It was com-
mitted by the prince of darkness upon the tree of knowledge, aml
ever since. the mcrease of wisdom and learning seemns to have been
followed, to a certain extent, by a decrease of veracity. Lying is
the froitful parent of uther sins, the evil spirit which goes out to
make room for seven others, the cancer which eats up the vital
powers of our hicher nature. This seems to have been felt by
ancient nations. The Grecian Mythology punished even the deities
for lying, and the old Persians® Catechism of Moral Philosophy con-
tained only one great foremost demand,—¢ to be true to cue’s sel(
and to others.”

The old Gennans had a proverb, ¢ A word, a man,” while now
frequently @ man is but # word, and in the old Saxon and Gothic
languages there is but one word, ¢ lizan,» ta siwnify prostration of
body and of soul, while in modein German and English there 1s but
little difference of pronunciation or spelling hwtween liczen and
ligen, or a ¢ liar” and a « lier.”?

Ve are surrounded by lying decds, deceptions, or mutations, and
have become so accustomed to them, that we are willing to forbear
whenever they make their appearance. There has been a time
with several nations, when the refation between the governing and

overned rested ou a true moral basis : but now the science of pol-
1tics uses the sheep-skin cloak of pattiotisin to coverwmany a deed of
selfishuess and oppression, chooses liberal names for illiberal acts,
and sometimes a glorious end is made to justify ignoble weans.
The practice of law has lost a great deal of its orignal purity, and
many a lawyer will take greater pains to gain before cottt the case
of his client, than to examine into the true state of things.  In trade,
assertions are frequently made, which are known to be wrory, or
spurious articles are sold for genuine goods. The architect uses
wood, sand, and paint to imiiate stone, paper to build marble walls,
and fresco-painting to make the interior of a room appear larger or
higher than it reaﬁy is. Our ceremonies, literally understood, con-
tain a2 great deal more thun they are intended to convey. Much of
our poetry is but fiction—not the history of what has happeiied, but
the creation of imagination. In all dramatic performance, the
actors us well as the spectators are for a while withdrawn from real
life. We lhave imitations of all kinds of jewelry, American Eau de
Cologne, counterfeit money, mauuntactured hair, false eyes, teeth
and imbs.

We hate to be told by any one what he knows to be untyrue. Bank-
ruptey and even murder are less shameful than a lie.  No {lush of
the cheek is more burning than that which follows the detection of
a falsechood. Why is it? Is the word more thana deed, or the
tongue more important than the hand ?

Jean Paul explains it thus: ¢« When 1 confront another person,
onr souls are, as it were, Indden in our bodies. I may guess at his
character and intelligence by his eye or his general appearance,
but I am without certainty. It is only through language, this em-
bodiment of thought, this” audible veason, that T can converse with
him. The tongue is the telegraphic wire between soul and soul,
his last will is revealed by his spoken word, and the action of his
soul lies clearly before me. The importance of the spoken ward
has lost in intensity by the invention of writing. When an idea is
expressed, not in the living, life-giving ward, but in dead characters
drawn upon lifeless paper, it loses to xt great extent its power and
vitality, and consechemly a lie, when written or printed, appears
less punishable. But how annihilating when the spiritual T of
another human being communes with mine and tells me a down-
right Yie! His living soul is vanished at once, only his bones, flesh,
and skin are before me, and the words spoken by his tongue are
just as insignificant 1o me us the wind whose howling does not
indicate any pain. A spoken word may explain or annihilate many
deeds; but it requires many deeds to neutralize the sting of one
spoken lie. The liar treats his tongue as the beggar does his hand-
organ; the instrument plays a plaintive air, while the possessor
rcjoices at the money he receives. The liar is unjust. I give
myself without reserve 0 him, while he gives me only his body;
and by building a draw in the free bridge of true conversation,
?v_hich"h,e, opens and shuts at his pleasure, he makes me a tool of
s will,




