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To Mhe E dito r ofJKzox Golle,-e )Jfo ntAdy :
DEAR SIîR,-An article on the question of Scbolarsbips, in the Iast issue of

the Monthly, bias filled readers with surprise, flot so much by the arguments
wvhicbi it contains, as by its bold assumiptions and sweeping assertions. XVill
you tben allow me space ta review its contents, lest it be inferred that tbe
writer is speaking tbe mind of the students in general. The special care bie
takes ta tell us " This is an E ditorial,> might welI seeni to convey this impres-
sion. Truc, bis utterances nmay be officiai, as hie dlaims, b- r it is also true
that lie does flot, by any means, express the views of those bie represents.

While it certainly requires some fortitude thus ta oppose the views of an
editorial Wc, yet -ie do so, mucb more freely tban bie could bave done bad
the article appeared over the signature of the writer whio may be, even at this
moment, keenly sniarting frorn the dernoralizing influence of failing ta win a
scholarship.

But laying aside tbe authority due ta the autborship, we proceed ta, exa-
mine its arguments. The first point bie endeavors to rnake is, that the winning
of a prize implies "'a trusty memory and a rapid band," but notbing more.
WTc almost wonder if this statement was made in good faitb. Surely no
person in looking back over t.-he years be hias spent in college and recalling
the names of tbe prizemen during that timie, wvill say it implies notbing more
than bias been indicated. On the contrary, miost af theni were men of " more
than average brain power " and acknowledged leaders among tbe students in
their time. If tbere is any doubt about this, a -lance at tbe list of tutars, al
of whon 'vere prize-winners in their respective years, will show tbe correct-
ness of tbis statement.

Tbe second argument is rather more emational tban reasonable, and -wbile
it may appeal ta aur syrnpathy, yet it fails ta influence the judgment. " What
of the earnest student who bas beeri narrowly scrutinizing the systerns?
Ob, bie bas the fortune of figuring iii an obscurer place! " If we undcrstand
the writer's position correctly it is this, tbat it is impossible ta master tboroughly
tbe amount af work gone over iii tbe class-roomi, and as a cansequence, lie
who wins a prize, must resart to memory in order ta accomiplish the task.

Nowv if the work laid dowvn in the calendar is greater than tic writcr can
overtake, let bini say sa plainly, and caîl uponi the professors and members of
Senate toagive us no more than we cari «"narrowly scrutinize?' Let him strike
at the root of the evil, (if evil tbere be), but wby make an attack upon scholar-
ships, w'hich bavC notbing ta do with tbe amount of work prescribeat?

But if on the otber hand the field of aur investigation is nat too extensive,
then the prize-winner wvill necessarily be the man -posscssing the greatest
earnestness and diligence.

In 1passing ta tbe next argument, wc are pleased ta find commnon ground
upon wvhich ta stand. There is no daubt tbat in almost every examinatian>
the questions are tao numnerous ta, allow as full a criticisnii as we nii-lt wishi,
too longy also, for the pbysical endurance of tbose engaged in them. Wbo lias
niot often observed the weary anil Ianguid look of the students as they left tic
hiall, and whvli as not often lîcard tlîe conîplaint, "«Utc paper was toa long, I
ami canipletely worn out"?P


