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only a grogs violation of sound administrative prinoiples,

but also the establishing of a misohievous and demoralizing

precedent? We are curious to knaw, and we think the

Parliament and people of Canada have a right to know, on

what grounds the Premier can reconcile it with bis own

sense of public duty. Would ho not be one of the first to

condemn such an act in a political opponent, were sucli at

the head of the Government, as an open betrayai of the

public trust î Has lie not always approved the well

understood principle of Canadian politics, that no public

official bould be permitted to engage actively and offen-

sively in a party canvass ? So far as we are able to see,

and we have honestly striven to look at the matter on ail

sides, the act admits of no justification. It simply amounts

to this, that the Premier takes advantage of bis position

as the virtual Head of the Canadian Executive to use the

public funds, supplied by the taxes of the whole people

without ditinction of party, for the employment of

a personal agent in a partisan canvass. In other words

lie compeis lus political opponents to help pay the expenses

of bis own agent. And go long as bis majority in the

House supports him the party go grossly injured bas abso-

lutely no redress. ls the country then really under per-

sonal government I We wish to speak with ail respect of

the veteran Premier, wbom the people bave kept go long

at the head of the State, but we cannot conceal our

conviction that in tbis act lie bas struck a serious blow at

our non-partisan Civil Service. It cannot ho tbat the

more independent and hroad-minded of his supporters

fail to see bow indefensible it is, or bow the bad precedeni

may return some day to plague its inventors. We wish tc

put tbe matter strongly because it seems to us a case in

wbich the indopendent press sbould speak. If there is

any possible justification of this procedure we saal be

grateful to any one wbo will point it out. We say nothing

of the mannor in which Sir Charles conducted bis canvass,

or of bis epithets of whicb the Opposition complain,

because those are but the accidents of the case. 0f course,

as we bave before said, Sir Charles' own plea, that h(

came to belp save the country, is but insuit added tc

injury go far as nearly baîf the people of Canada ar.

concerned. -

fc AREFUL readers of the debate in te Commons, go fai

Uas it bas proceeded, on Mr. Jamieson's motion affirru

ing tbat tbe country is ripe for Prohibition, must havf

observed tbat a great deal of tho discussion was beside thi

reai question at issue. Arguments from facts an(

tatistics to show that terrible evils result fron

the use of intoxicating drinks may or may riot hi

r.ecessary to impross the minds of mombers witb

deep songe of their political and personal responsibilit,

to (d0 ail in their power for the suppression of thot

evils and of the traffie which gives rise to them. Bu

manifestly those arguments have no bearing upon th

actual question at issue. That question is not wbther th~

use of intoxicants is the source of a very large percentag

of the vice, misery and crime whicb afflict society. N

man in bis senses can deny that. Nor is the questiai

whetber, in view of ail theso facts, it is desirable that th

manufacture, sale and use of intoxicating liquors should b

totally supprossod. On that point there is much differonc

of opinion, but, even were ail the members of the flouE

agreed on the principle of Prohibition, it would by n

means follow that the time bas arrived wbon it is expedier

to einbody that principle in law and attempt to carry

out in practice. It may ho said that the great numbor

signatures affixed to the petitions must be taken to proý

tbat the great majority of the people demand sucli an A(

and are ready to, onforce it. But this by no mneans follow

as an analysis of those signatures would no doubt sho'

We say notbing of the groat financial difficulty that woul

ensue from tbe loss of revenue, were a prohibitory la

passed and put in operation, for we do net tbink that ar

inancial consideration shouid ho set over against a mor

obligation. But it must ho clear to everyone that ti

onforcomont of sncb a law as tbat proposed would be

mattor of enormous difficulty. How large a percentage

those whose namos appear on the petitions belong to ti

class who could bo rolied on to bring personal influen

and energy to boar for the enforconient of tbe la-

especially in the citios, wbere the great struggle would ta'

place1 Every reasonable porson must admit, as inde

the istory of prohibitory legîsation bas auiply provE

that ne law of the kind can be enforced in a free aj

democratic country by a haro or slender majority. Nothi:

ehort of an overwhelniing public sentimient in ita favc
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can avail. Is thore at hresent in Canada any sucb ovor-

whelming sentiment ? How large a majority of those with

wbom it would rest, in the last stage, te say wbetheri

sncb a law should ho carried into effoct or not, can ho shown

te ho in favour of total prohibition i Is there a maJority

go poworful and go much in earnest that they can ho reliod

on te hack up the officers of the law 1 That is the reai

question. The most oarnest advocate of Prohbition must

admit, unless wholly carried away hy entbusiasm, that te

pass a prohihitory law and fail te enforce it would tbrow

hack the total abstinence movement for many years and

plungo the country into a state worse than the former.

There is much te ho said in favour cf a plebiscite te doter-

imine the question, but, evon should a plohiscite ho resolved

on, it would nover do, for rossons ahove indicated, te lot a

haro mjerity, even of the electors, decide sucb a question.

Nothing less than two-thirds or three-feurths of the people

could warrant sucb a moasuro, or secure even a passable

ienforcoment of it.

TRlE remarkahle educational niovement known as"I Uni-

* versity Extension" is making great strides in Great

Britain and the UJnited Statos. Unless we sadly misread

fthe signs, it is heund te undergo a wonderful devoiopment

in the near future. It is but in koeping with the spirit

rof the age that tbis enterprise sbould ho laying hold on the

Lsympathies cf large-minded educators, and of the more

,philanthropic and puhlic-spirited of educated mon of ail

sclasses. Fer the first time in the history of the race, the

tgenius cf learning seems disposed te corne forth frein the

university and collego cloisters and brin-, the metbeds:and

opportunitios fer higher culture within the reacli of the

8many. As the Christian World observes-.

e The needs of the nation are finding a voice. Multitudes
c f people scattered throughout the country, eager for know-
ledge, keenly alive te intellectual problems, and struggling
bard te eduz-ate tbemselves, are asking whetber the Univer-
sities of the land bave ne duties towards them. They

»~ cannot spare ither the time or tho money roquired for a
ýe course cither at tbe eIder seats cf learning, or at the local

,0 celleges which have sprung up during the last twonty years.

-eTo the Univorsities they cannet go, the Univerâitios muet
come te tbem.

And the Universities are rcsponding, as nover before, to tho

r caîl. Few, prebably, even in educated circles, are aware

ahow muoli bas already beon done in this direction in

,e England,whera sucli Universities as Oxford and Cambridge,

ýe Lý)ndon, Durham, and Victoria have the signal, and it may

d pretty safely ho predicted, the iminortal boueur ef having

n led the van of this evolutionary-perhaps it would net

)eehote much te say revolutinary-m w)ement. From facts

a rocently puhlished in the Qutarterly Retiew and elsewhere,

ýy it appears that during the Iasu year ne legs than 40,000

e students have availed themeselvos of the new epportunities

t thus hrougbt within their reacli.Il"Almost every town of

.o importance has become an outpost of University infl acnce.'

e The recent visit of Professer Moulton, cf Cambridge,

go bas united with otber influences te givo a great

eo impulse to this ruovement in the United States. The

n systom igs one well adaptel to the spirit of American

he institutions. t bas, tee, within it that which cannot

bc fail te appeal strongly te the well-known liborality

ce in educatienal matters cf the wealthy classes in the

50e United States. A great work, te soure extont along the

rio samo linos, bas, indeod, been geing on for years in the

nt development cf what is known as the Chautauqua systom.

it But the superiority cf University Extension is that it adds

cf the presence and stimulus of the living teacher te the

ve oppertunities and inducement4 affordod by the carefully

ýct graded courses and exaîninations. Its inothods are alec

vo, hy se mucli tbe more flexible in that tboy take acceunt ef

w. the smallest instalments cf real work done, insemucli that

Id the mecbanic or the clerk whe takes but a single subýject

w for a single term may bave the satisfaction and the

ny! stimulus te further exortion wbicb corne from University

-ai recognition cf their work. LIt wouid ho a groat mistake

,h Prof. Moulton assures us, te jump, as many will he ready

9 a te do, te tho conclusion that the work done at the out.

c f posts under this system is superficial and comptratively

ih wortbless from the scbolarly point cf view. 0f coursea

ce good many attend the lectures wbo do little or nothing in

w, the way cf systematic study. Even those can hardly fai

ke te derive a certain amount cf henefit. But iL is none thE

ed less true that miucli cf the work done hy those who takE

ed, the prescribed studios and examinations is quito as gooè

wd in quality as tbat cf the regular college students and some

.ng imes botter. This can ho readily explained in viem

our cf the groater oarnestness, entbusiasm, maturity of minc
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and concentration of force upon a single subject, Wbhic

will often lio found in the extension studont. This nuOe

ment may be takon, wo believe, as embodyirig the ow

of the spirit of the age te the complaint 11, sOften be

that the masses are heing over.educated and that giw

social and economic evils are likely to result. Tbe afls*e

îs-and wbo sball dare to say it is net the truc sOluU8

and the only one worthy of tbe now century 80 '00, .
dawn- "More oducation, net loss." Make eduCtIn

universal. Why net ? The two great bindrances 011

sicie of tbose UJnivorsîtios which are alivo to the iIflp»'

ance of the movemnt-as, unhappily, somo are nOt-l

want of monoy and want of men, suitahie mon for leCtl1'r

Botb will be fortbcoming; the former as mon of el

toucbed with the Ilenthusiasm of bumanity," corne

what magnificont opportunities for a work of the obnlied

pbîlanthropy are berein set before them the latter S

students, lîke-minded, awake to the fact that haein 00

opening up avenues to a new profession of the n0ble1e

kind, one that will give ample scope for the hi,,Ilt8st dues

tional talent, and will have the proise of nloi

opportunitios for theo most enduring uscfulne55.

A U a rocent dinner of the Fair Trade League of

speeches were made by sevoral distinguished t'os"

in favour of dloser trade relations between Great Bro~

and ber colonies. To us it has always seem ed la,

opposition te opinions that have been advance di

tinguisbod advocates of Imperial Federation that COO'

mercial union of somo kind is the indispens ctlen of11
may add the impossible, first stop in the directonof

such federation. It is, we think, characteristic Od

discussions, tbat tbe necossity of commencing, 10stea8

ending, witb the adjustment of tbe new trade rolatt.O"

coming te he more clearly recognized. On theOcca"'

question, Sir James Lowther said that the object

(the, Fair Trade Club and the United Emnpire Leu)L

inl view would ho best achieved by LsetiigUoBule)

basis the various component elements of the r ,

Empire would entertain proposais for fiscal ufliofl..

Charles Tupper Ilwas convinced that to maiko theO0'i

(between the Mother Country and the colonies) cI05a'k

was necessary, as ho was sure it was practicabl . eo»tj

a new fiscal departure. He did net undervalue sentie Iu

bonds, but if wo wished to strengtben those bod

measures would bave to be adopted, and tiO

interest would bave to ho joined with that of seD"'

Sir Charles Tupper, by the way, is reported as haq

made the extraordinary statement that the fisca lpid

bis party had adopted in Canada was Il never Ca

Canada, a protective poiicy," but this mu.tsrl

mistake of tbe reporter. That is, bowever, asido ra1

point. Sir Julius Vogel said that "lif they werc Ot

their movement successful and to avoid t 01001
chai-acter whicb, notwithstanding Sir C. ho 0

undoubtediy attacbed to the Imperial FederatiOn 0

they must by an informai ovnin for dfiscu~î

otberwise, lay down the details and particulars b
an Imperial zolîverein mnight ultimately oetbl ~
Tbese are imiportant staternents by mon, whose

rare entitled to weigbt. If it would net ho presuanp "(#

in us te do sço, we would commend thema to the o

of those friends of Imperial Federation in 0iIr 0.w, i

liament who are said to contemnplate hringiflg ii

flouse a resolution in favour of the sunramoning Of ag

conference of British and colonial delegates 0 CiO0

the question of dloser union. What tarif r0 .0i11

Canada prepared to make in favour of British&
0 turers ? What changes in her free trade 8yst' eto

Motber Country ho reasonably expected te a qe sti

for tbese reductions 1I Whon these two prctiëa q' b1

Lshall have been considered and an agrement rea 0 -w.
representati vos of tbe two parties concerned, the fr

y~ wiIl have been taken in the direction of the ciser PO

B, union desired. 0___

TH1E ::bject of the lstparagraph sget lefe'

a which appears in a late number of Imperzà ed

,n under the heading "lAn Impartial CanadiBa 5

.lThe letter shows unmistakabîe evidence cf aiîYi
.0 cf a thorougb knowledge of Canadian affairs, nog
oe eut admitting the conciusivenoss cf the ra e

d think it eminentiy wortby cf consideration in 0 0 1 C o

e- witb the important question cf our future relatio»B
W ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~A. Mo0rCuty'h rtewoi eietc


