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U.NIVERSITY REPRESENTATION. volve it in political wranglcs, and it might coi-ne, in some degree,ta share the fate of the party which, for the timne being-, it espous-
Dr. Fladgins, in a reccut issue of the 'V/âr0/yj, quoted histori- cd. Prom any dloser connection ivith politics it \vould be sure to

cal Precedentbs infavor of the represontation of the University of uffer. At present the appointment of a professor is almost ce-
TIoronto in the Legisiature. Hc pointed out an old Statute of tain to bc discussed from a party point of view, mercly because
UJPper Canada which authorizcd any University which night the appointment is in the Government. The resuit is that onc of
afterw~ards bc createci ta sCiid, xvith the sanction of the Govcrnor- the two political parties becomes more or less hostile ta thc
inCucl a representative ta thc Legisiative Assembly. The University. If it be alleged that the Univrsity needs, or ina>,
University of King's Callege aftcrwards came iuta existence ; the need, a special advocate in the Legisiature, the answer is that, in
UJniversity of Toronto follo\ed, but the provision of the law caseof real danger, such an advocate w'ould bc poivcrless for

lOoking farward to University representation was neyer acted good, wile his mere presence might inflame prejudice instead oftUpon. The necessary Order-in-Council ivas neyer passed. Why, allaying it. The University must rest its cause on the generousIve are not informed ; but it may safely be assun-ed that the in- sentiment of the public, and the spontaneous efforts of its own
actio, in ths particular, vas the resuit of prudential motives sons.P.VDr. Strachan, ta wvhom the University of King's College owed its 

___existenlce, held an influential position and could probably havesecured the representation wvhich the Legisiature had thought ON A POPULAR FALLACV.desirable if he had feit it prudent ta exert his influence ta bringabout that resuit. The executive Goverviment wvas, tilI 1840, in THAT MNEN SHOULD LIVP ONLXy FOR T'iH FUTlUE.>h hands of men favorabîy disposed towards the University of lO us Who live there should be no future. Oe only thing ie have
l<1ng's College and any representative 'vhich the University IIndfaist and deternined,-it is the Present. One only thing jave inii-
Wa1uld then hae selected wvould have been favorable ta the self cannot make voîd, neither empty of scorfi or delight, as it is of ither,
ýýover1ling party. Anxiaus as aIl palitical parties are ta strengthien -nc only thing-give it ta nien as a motta and gaeit on their walls-LIIe'n'elves, in the Legislature, the part>? which hield the reins of Quodfùgiens Izora set//el vesci,-t hat alone.grvPower, subject ta ai check being placed on the reins whcn Im- I do flot say that a future is denied us That would be ignorantPeilinterests came into play, neglected ta vitalize the Act and heretical. Eternity is always with us and shall be. I3eyond lite weP'liigfrUiest representation by issuing the necessary live.Orde-inCoucilTiiere can be 11a douibt that the inaction xvas But how grasp this future? By ignoring- it. just as a mian savesbsc n 1849nia th tves 

his life by losing it. This is flot enigrmatical. It is flot even a paradox.n 1,9h University of King's College gave place ta the We gain the future by laying ail the grasp of the hand on the present.
linversitY of Toronto. Far from being a mere change of name, Therefore ta us Who live, life must be as there were no future.

the Wthole character of the institution wvas changed. U'he Govern- Men have talked that one should live only for the future. TheyITIent ivhich made this change wvas opposite in principle ta that hlave deluded a world into their belief, which is also the rnost encrvatingrep vhih Kng' Colegehadreminc witautLegslaiveof beliefs. The), do flot sc with their eyes and hear with their cars the
ter esntaion ;nd' ylet, intad oreatingd ýthomisita issute sight and the sang Of Homner and the tragedists. They know and know
arerrstor, ;~ the t iouldaveetd o r a nhe cmsontisuea nat that Shakespeare lived. For the greatest knew fia future. That is

teproclamation ta olhaeeetd' evcniunyaswhy Hoiner has gras, ed ail future tirne forevermiore. If lie ]lad Wvritten
anter o h part of its predecessors, it followed iii their foot- for us hie ]had lost us. But hie sang only ta the rnen of his present,the . This 1 aA, Dr. Hodgins observes, retained its place on1 therefare hie has sung for uis. And Aeschyius and Saphocles tried ver),

Statute book tIl 1858 ; but it wvas sufféed ta rernain a dead liard to wi their present palpable crown,-ptît on the breathing leaves.,hefor a period of thirty-nine years. AIl the Governments And therefore they have won a crown forever more, and put on 'caves
cn h exIsted, during that tîme, may be supposcd ta have acted that shall not die again. Have ye not heard, bas it not been told you, ofilheinteres ts of the University, as they understood them. the spendid at n h emn aeeseswihteEgihAnd there is little reason ta believe that they could have been had of bis wondcrfiîl plays ? flot because Shakespeare had no0 hope Of!nistaken. Far myscîf, 1 arn entirely wvitbout cloubt on the sub- future harvest,-but becau6se hie ignored it. Therefore Rosetti nialignsan ant ergrddac reeetwhc.ee hbis w'isdomn in calling it patience, and Swinburne îuts iminîriality on un-That ano crgre sapeeotwihnvrhdjust ,ords. For Shakespeare had lived for the present. Therefore hiebrea actuaîity. a forrn 'ithaut vitality ; a law w hich wanted the lives. Fo d o sh t i h rs sa h uue rul h tna

bPiedt fte xctv ta vitalize it, and which ývas neyer *in- îifs Fr ne ad ha e i h ganps akn the y futr lrio tha rn
PrdWith life. This imperfect Act xvas a mere fancy, based on Therefore the gods give hirn hs desire. TIhe rurse is on bis,,,bat ii- estnc at theipate it as raed, he Activs suf- greed and hie shall live lahorious days forever. For the present is the

th t a rameret vat pae scetd teAtýa u- wane of the past. Driven by the tide and the wind of a past this wave
aered f o veau e r-,at pr has an inevitable raad. But the past is a bygone present which basarTeEnglish, Scotch and Irisb' precedents are real ; but they given this present. Then why care for the maorraw? Care not but r.-
hs eflo balun tnless ft can be shown that tbcy apply here. This gard the day, for to-day holds to-rnarrow in its wînib. This is the sun,thingý n showvn. The mere quatation of the fact proves no- tlie present contains the ftre.rereofeay or the ather. It is quite possible that University Mankind lives not for the future. They, pretend ta, ignorant that
rlhere *bin may be a desirable thing iii those countries and t/ieir future is a potential present. Only a few live for an actual future.isaSis, indeed, more than likely. The presumptian And these are not the greatest of mnen, bu1 nyterotabtosIagain5 t the applicabiîîty of the Englisbi plan in Canada. also the most selflsb. But mainkind still does flot gain the future, be-~Uch o ' se b ofbasand ossbly cause they do nlot live for the best present. Debauchery is a badUreýni versity ofToronto hsnothing ta gain adpsil rsn vni hr een uue n hntepeetsrig u

fi b a dloser connectian with poîitics. Ta give peenoften ibf theest werefafutur.i an hen heeniprns u
reree ntto 

1r. 
t jftewobothpatdeucrysatrile present. If one possess-

_rsity a rpeettoinheLegislature would bc ta in- les to-day he bas also possessed yesterday. Let to-morrow take care of


