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IT is net necessarily dispraise of Sir Richard Cartwright
as an orator or a statestuan to say that the burden of

0one of bis public aldresses can generally bu pre(licted withi
tolerable cortainty, and that its prevailing note will bce
pessimistie. These oratorical characteristics are, WC sup-
pose;« ineritorious or otliorwise ju8t in proportion to the
truth or falsity of the premises fron whicli the speaker
reasons. If the Dominion lias licou and is being go sadly
misgoverned as Sir R-ichard afirmns and essays to prove ;
if its polities have boeon corrupted, its resources squan-
dered, its population driven away, its present blighted and
its futuire inortgaged Leo anything like the extent lie main-
tains, bis.jereuîiads -are but the Inoasure of bis honesty and
his patriotism. Leaving the hearors and the readers of
his Saturday's speech to settle those questions for tliemt-
selves in the light of the formidable array of figures and
alleged facts laid hufore thenil we turn to another para-
graph of htis speech whicli more particularly invites coin-
ment just now. We refer te his nîanly defenco of bis
vote and Lthat of bis fellow Liherals on the motion for the
disallowance of tbe Jesuits' Es8tates Act. When he puts
it to ail lionest mon tbroughout the country, How could
mon of the Liberal party, one of the main planks of whose
platform lias been that the rigbts of overy Province should
lie respected, that each Province shouki ho supreine in the
spberewhîch tbhe Constitution bad assignoed to it, have turnod
back in their own course, and heen falseto their own
record? ieh puts a question which bas always seeîuod to usg
sinmp]y uuangwerahle. t lias, no doubt, been a wonder to
many that leading iinhmers of Sir Michard's party have
hitherto been so slow to accept the popular challenge aud
conte forward in defence of their action in this mattcr.
Perhaps now Chat Sir Richard bas broken the ice others
will pluck up courage and follow the lead.

Tu IIE 'natter of chief interest in Sir Richard's speech, at
Sthe prcsent junoture, is bis atteînpt to formulate a

principle, or î'ule, to guide Dominion Ministries in the
riglit use cf the veto power. Opinions on this dithlcuit
point have itherto oscillatod between two inadmissible
extrernos. 'rite theory that the power of disallowanco
vested in tho.iceutral Governmient is virtually uncouditional
and absolute, and the antithetical theory that it is valid
in regard ouly to mneasures which are uinconstitutional or
ultra vires, verge equally oit the absurd. The one view
would do away with provincial autenoiny and place the
provinces under an Ottawa despotisin to wbich they would
nover submnit. The other would make the veto power a
farce, as being both meaningless and usoless for any prac-
tical purpose. But if the truth lies betweenthe extremes
how and wbere shall it be located and definied ? Sir
Ricbard's speech presents the latost attempt to answcr
this question, and coming froînse high an autbority, the
answer is at least wortliy of respectful considoration.
Liero ài ii in bis own words:. IlThe veto power of the
Dominion Goveriment may bce exorcised as a right in just
such a way and on just sucli ternus as the veto comimitted
by the Constitution to the British Government may ho
exercised with respect to the Arts of the Federal Parlia.
ment. Yeu will net find the British Goveruiment inter-
fering with the Acts of the Foderal Parliamnent in ariy
inatter whatever which contes fairly within it~s jurisdic-
tion, andl precisely the saine language, precisoly the saine
words, identically tlie sanie terms are used in Cthe Constitu-
tional Act defining the right of interference by the
Domninion Governînent as are used with respect to the
riglit of interference by the British Government with
Federal Acts. 1 know riglit woll how a Canadianl Parlia.
ment and how the Canadian people would rosent auy inter-
ference from Downing Street with Acts formally passed
by their Legislature. And 1 say that if our Constitution
is to be workod at ail you must extend to the Local Legis-
latures the rights and privilegos whicb you youtraolves bave
claiîned and maiutainod, and which you are prepared to
maintain against the British G-'overnaientshould it unfairly
interfore with you." This is, se far as Wvo are aware, a
new view of the case. The argument certainly lias consi-i
dorable logical cogency. But if this wore accopted as the t
standard of interprotation, we fear it would not sttie the(
difficulty, inco the samne kind of reasoning which iiow t
avails to, persuade hundreds of intelligent mon that the
Federal (loverument is in duty bound to veto the Jesuits'
Estates' Act of Quebec, wouid hoc qually cogent to con-
vince themt that, mutatis mutandis, tbe British Governeutf

would not hesitate, in a parallel case, to veto similar legis-t
lation by the Canadian Parliamtent.r

THE elaborate oxplanation of the working of the Public
an eparato Scbools Acts, given byth Minister of

Education ini bis speech at the Liberal picnic, on Saturday,
tfails to remuove the inconsisteucies in the provisions of

those Acts te wbiclb we have liofore adverted. The
Mînister's statement is in one important respect satisfac-
tory. I t commîuts the Gloveruient for whom lie speaks to
the distinct declaration that the lIanIl"presumes every
ratepayer te bc a Public School supporter," and of course
te a distinct denial of the position that the law, as it 110w
stands, presuines every Catholie ratepayer te lie a Separate
School supporter. This is as it should be, aud having laid
down this principle it follows, as a iatter of course, that
the Governinent wîll promtptly remnove or autend any
clause of the Acts which seemns to bu at variarnce with it.
Such a clause is, ,;urely, that which roquires the assessor to
accept thie statetient wtade in bchaîf of auy ratepayer that
lie i8 a Romuan Catholic a4 sulcient prinba lacie evidence
Chat hie is a Separato Sclool supporter. The înerest tyro
cannot fail te sec that this clause runs couniter te, the logal
presuniption abovo uîentioned. And every one who knows
anything of the working of such statutes, must know that
these prima jacie assumrptions are of very great practical
importance. Th'le Mînîste- of Educatien points out, ne
doubt with perfect acciiracy, Chat Ilif auy ratepayer gees
before the Court cf Retvision and asks for proof that any
Catholie ulesire8 te o oo ea Separate Scbool supporter
and the proof is not forthcomiug in the forni of a notice
frein tho Catholie bimnself or bis agent, thoen such Catholie
cannot lie assessed as a Separate Scbool supporter." But
it rnakes an immense diflerence in such cases uipon wlin
the burden of takiug the initiative isi made te roat. If, as
the foregoing statement imiplics, it rests upon'sorne second
party net directly intereste(l, the prosuimption is that in
mue *cases eut cf ton ne action will bc taken aud the proof
required will net be denîandod. But on the principle laid
down liy Mr. Ross bimiself that every ratepayer is legally
presumod te lie a Public Sehool supporter, nothing can ho
clearer than that the Catliolic ratepayer wbo wishes te ho
rated as a Soparate Sehool supporter should, in every case,
bc required te take the initîatory stop. Tho law should
be seo anendod as to leave ne doubt or confusion in regard
te this matter.

W auClioGoverunont'ii progranmne, as laid down by Mr.
~Ross, for doaling with tlic sehools in the French

sections of the Province, ne fairmindod Canadian
eau fiud mucli fouit. There is, indecd, some speciousness
in the Miuister's careful liracketiug of IlFrenchi" with
"lGorînan " in ah bhis reniarks, ou the assumption that
every objection that applies te the eue applies aise te the
other. Soeing that tho miain'objections are based on national
cenideratious, and that ne eue suspects the Germans in
Canada of cherishing any distinctive national or race ambi-
tiens, or any determined hostility te Ultimate assimilation,
the ossential difference in the two casies isnet very hard
te discovor. But as a defenco of bis ewn administration the
Minister's historical and political sketch was effective, while
bis policy in regard te the future, if honestly carried out,
should, we thiuk, satisfy auy Canadian who lias any
facility in puttiug himsolf in bis ueighbour's place. To
press steadily, prudently. and roasouably for the samne pro-
ticiency in Englisli in the schools Of Ontario in which
Frenchi and Gorman are tauglît ; as in the Public
Schools wherc only English is taugit ; te carry eut at the
earliest oppertunity measures for training the teachers of
French schois in correct methods Of teaching Euglish; te
se witb all conveniont and roasonable speed that noue 1
but authorizcd tcxt books arc used in these schools in any (
subject; te refuse pernîits or new certificates te ail teacb-1
ors unalile te teach Englisb, and te do ail this in the spirit'
in which oee hould deal with feliow citizens, net with i
aliens, will lie, perbaps, te go about as far aud as fast in i
the direction of referm as either a true patriotism or a t
sound statestnansbip would warrant, Iu eue particlular,
if the Clobe's report bce accepted as accurate, the Mnse
8eema te beave himsolf open te a charge of using the artso
of the politician by paltering with bis hnarers in a double t
50110. 1le states distinctiy aud with 9 ample arguments t
that the Goverunieut wiil not probibit abseluteîy th, study ,
of French or German iu any school wbere the local wauts oft
the population reuder a k nowbedge of these languages desir-
able or necessary, but whether the Geverument will concede a
or refuse the demaud that Engliali only be made the ]an-e
guage of instruction in ail state-aided scheola, deponient, noe
far as we are abile te discover, saith net, unleas, iudeed, q
the affirmative is implied in tho promise with regard te
the use of noue but authoriz"d text books. If by this is
meaut text-books in Euglish ouly, we venture te predict t

that the "1ceuvenieut and reasonable speed " will prove
a veritable suail's paco. As we have liefore suggested, tho
natural solution of the dîfficulty will, it seoms te us, lie
found only in a bi-lingual series of text-books.

P RINCIPAL GRANT'S rejoinde- te Vice-Chancelier
ualock lias beau publisbed, and lioth sides of the

question are uow before the public and the Goverument.
To mauy the question will seom, after aI!, te ho net a very
large oua, yot it is educatiouaily important. Principal
Grant bas doue wisely in soeking te put aside all irrelevant
matter aud fix attention directly upon the point at issue.
That peint is whether the matriculation standards in
Outario are what they ougbt te bo, and, if net, how shaîl
they ho improved. If we ai-e net mistaken most of those
who have some dlaim te ho i-ockened ameng our educa-
tional authorities, including many of the alumni and other
warm friends of Toronto University, are agrecd that the
standards neod te lie raised and improved se far as the sub-
jects choen and the ameunt of work indicated are con-
cerned. Very mauy, tee, will, we believe, agree in the
opinion that the choice of examiners hy the University
Seu&te is net always of the wisost character, and, espaci-
ally, that ne man, young or old, -ne matter w.hat bis literary
attainnmants, can be qualified te perforin the delicate fune-
tiens ef such an office, se long as ho bas ne practical
acquaintance with the science and art of toachiug. Prom
this peint ef view it eau hardly lie doubted that an Exam-
iniug Board, represontiug the combined wisdom and oxperi-
once of ail the Universitiep, should uîoet the conditions of
the problein botter than auy other arrangement. Would
puttiug the formation of Matriculation standards and the
application of Matriculation tests iuto tho bauds of such a
Board, ho equivaleut te bringing the sacoudary educatien
of the country under denominational coutrel, or involve
tho slightest departure frem the preseut puroly secular
system 1 if wo thought it weuld, we should lie among the
first te eoject and oppose. Auy change involving this
effeet would ho inimical te the best interoats of beth the
Provincial and the voluntary Universitios. Dr. Grant
ridicules the idea thaft anything of the kiud weuld ho
iuvolved, aud we confeas that with our present liglit bis
argument, drawn in part from. the fact that at prosent the
Sonate of Toronto lias on it reprosontatives, net enly of
denominational institutions but of purely theological col-
loges, appears conclusive on tho point. What is wantad is
net a departure from the souud educational principies now
established, but a more effective application of these prin-
ciples, wherever possible. Whatever promises te raise
the average ef preparation for and of educational training
in the lJniversities, beth Provincial and deneminational,
will tend in this direction, aud deserves attentive con-
sideration.

the late Professer Young, will, we are sure, require ne
urging te induce them te respend proînptly and heartily
te the appeal of the large aud influential body of gentle-
men constituting the .9,Young Meniorial Committee.",
Witb regard te the propriety aud desiability of establish-
ing some fitting aud lastiug memorial of the deceased there
can lie ne tweOopinions.' Those especially-aud we believe
they are many-who are couscieus of baviug received
from him sucli impulse and inspiration as will ho helpful
te them through aIl their future lives, will net williugly
lot the memery of their benefacter perish, but will rather
desire te de ail in thoir power te make the good that ho
bas doue live after him, in ether lives as wehl as their ewn.
The committee have, aftor deliberation, theuglit it hest te
indicate $10,000 as the sum te ho asked for. They also
request coutributora te state whether they weuld prefer
that the memorial shouid take tho form of a work of art
or a scholarship. Some have suggested both, but the
iimeuut named weuhd cloarly ho inadequate for the two
objecte. Tho comamitteo, ne doulit acting wisoly aud ou
the best information attainable, have decided on what
bhey deem practicable. Were it otherwise, we could bave
wished that thoy miglit bave seen their way clear to 'sot
bheir fluancial mark very much higlier aud aim at the
establishment of a new Chair in soie branch of atudy
akin 'te that te whicb the lameuted professer was se
enthusiastically devoted. But assuming that this fitteat
a.nd moat unobjectionable forni of memorial is ont of the
question, we can only hope that the response made te the
committee's circular will lie sucli as te enable them te pro-
,eed at once te the accomplishient of eue or the other of
the objecta proposed.
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