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U. bas set itself to accornplish is indeed a, very difficuit one. If. the
first be acccptcd, is it flot now tco late to seek a rernedy in drastic
mecasures? Outside of the colleges, the major lacrosse, hockey and.
football leagues are professional, and w'ill lie professional. Partici-
pation in the ganies of these leagLies is the dream of the youn-
athiete. But this cannot be reai-tzed except by the sacrifice of his
amnateur sýnding. It is safe to say that w~lien the opportunity
cornes lie wvill be lost to the C. A. A. U., and that ,,vitliin its ranks
will Le found only those flot qualified for th~e major le.-gues. Hockey,
lacrosse, and football are our chief Canadian sports, adaptcd to our
necds, and under prop-er control, ani important factor for good in
every comniunitv. \Vhat is truc for the major, is, in a lesser de-
grec, true for the niinior Icagrues. Willh bothl bevonid its control, the
usefulness of the Canadiani Union is niiiiniiz-ed. And it is difficult
to, sec Ilow its present policy is going Io regain this control.

If tic second hivpiothcsis bc accepted, theni nio artificial barriers
w-hich the C. A. A\. U. niav ecet cau stemi thc tide of a natural. t--
dency.

l cither case disruption is inevitable. But is this xiot a niater
for regret? That our atilleties should lie divided int two distinct,
a11lmost hostile Classes, cannot work for thec general good of alth-
lctics. Tlîe mîeed for ;. central autilcrity is apparent. But certainlv
Ibis is 1.nowipsi! witlxout Compromise. Thc meni Nlio, l)ronhluted
bw th-1 lezt of miotivcs, havc set up a the-ir ide1Il national annalvzur-
isim, %vould call this a compromise wvith evil. But tic consensus of
opfinion scems to be ilhat this ideal is loo liigh, and impossible ot
attainmeit. The trend of evexîts -,ocsq t provc tixis view. If so,
comprrýmise is xvisdom.

'.Vhyl shlould ai man ]ose lis aniaîerr standing for playing- N'itn
Or a;axnllst a professional? Logicallvi a mîail b1econies apoesoa
or-11 whmî lie receives pavient for biis participation in sport. This
constitutes Uicessmta di.ferenlce. Thec furtlier distinction was
originally: inîiended to prevent indivicinal conîpetilion. Tlie legisia-
tors Ilac not in Yicw UIl prcseni. condition of sport iii Canadzi. \ind
wce beliec thn tih.ei law Nvill tend i-ore toivards inrcsngîofes-
sîion.alis;îîi dian towards accomiplishing its object, since top prti cipat
iii one of our tlirec grearI sports is flO01%0 o nîCole a1 profes'ioimîal.

As %we saici beforc, the neecd for ;t central authoritv is evidenti.
We think it is -dlnost as cviderit that the C. A. A. U'., ibv maintamni-
ing ils present attitude, cannot hlope in bc thiat authority. 'lli rc-
suit is eitîxr conflict or ;ihiiiiai<'.. SNcither is dIcsirable. JA coni-
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