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'We W1ay venture the suggestion that there

!O&y bc a good deal of illusion in the popu-

lar iew with regard to the greater advan-

Sfie8 Offered by the larger staffs and more

'rOilUte classifications of the great state uni-

V1jj5 inasmucli as no one stuidenit can
Profitably avail himself of the se~rvices of
'loore than a very few professors at the samie
tUirk; and lie, thereforp, who has the privi-

lege of Sitting at the feet of, say, three or

fOlr Who are scholars and teachers of the

hge5 t ability, bas really the substance of

#iii that il best and most essential in the

W&Y O!1 educationai facilities. Nor is it an
Q'l'iied geod to have ail the youth of the

toufltrY educated under one uniform sys-
t6r], The spice of variety may be as desir-

able "n higher education as in other spheres
Of bumrani life and activity.

A question of considerable importance,
0 OI1nectjon with the land grant promised

by the Domninion Government, in 1885, in

nid of the University of Manitoba, was

brouglit up in the Commons by Mr, Martin
latWeek. The facts, se far as agreed on

by the respective speakers, seem te be that

oe of the terrms of a settlement of certain

d8te'between the Dominion andi the
Mltitba Governments, made in the y( ar
&bove Qarned, was that 150,000 acres o! land

Should be set apart by the Dominion Gev-
'ertlk'e4t as an endewment for the Provin-

Cial 'Juiversity. This University had been

fOetaed by the voluntary affiliation of three

afi'Orinational colleges St. John's, St.

tutedac" and Knox. As originally consti-
t1tethe UJniversity wst emerely an

~~e"Plain o net a teaching institution, on
t se Aofthe University of London, which

*4 011 tatof Toronto until a fwyears
ago Whenl the Manitoba University was
rnasde a teaching body, the Archbishop of St.

BOiaceobecedt the transfer te it o! the

ofv w 88on certain conditions, the purport

! hich il, as we gather, that the land en-

doueate Or a part of it, should bie dividcd
5'hiong the Colleges, instead of being placed
""el', the control of the University. The
other Univest authorities reuigte

agree to this proposal, the Archbishop ap-
l*aled te the Dominion Government. The

foVSe'rnent fell in with hie views, and
et'i'died them as conditions in a patent.

Tthe n iest refused te accept, con-
th"1g that the land should be conveyed

ote'university free from conditions. Sir
e0htn Thorupson at firet thought that tbis

haelu lerely submitted te the Univer-
Btasa draft agreement, but at a later

Peidof the debate h( arned that the Gev-
leant bad committed itself te the condi-

tiolis o! the draf t patent. On the refusai of

th "Vrsity te accept the conditionFs, the
ceaEed and has net- since

beet renlewed.

Without COMmenting on the somewhat

ain'lar ouseof the Government in hav-
11191 80 far as appears, acted on an ex parte
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appeail, without consultation with the other ï

parties in the case, we may say that the finst s

quîestion of importance invelved seems toe

be, whett.er in finally settling the affair,

the Government should deal with the Senate t

of the University, or with the iProvincial

Administration. Seeing that under the

constitution educatien is eue o! the subjects t

assigned te provincial jurisdictien, and thati

in this case the original arrangement for the

bestowment of the land was made between

the two Governments, it is net easy te see

on what greund the Dominion Government

could justify itself in enitering, as Mr. Daly

thinks preper, into direct negetiatiens with

the authorities ef a University existing in

virtue of a Provincial charter. The difliculty

becomes the more apparent if we suppose the

terms thus agreed on as conditions o! the be-

stowmnent and acceptance of the endowment

te be in soine way inconsistent with or con-

trary te the educational policy of the Pro-

vince. Would net, in that case, its spliere

of jurisdiction bave been invaded by the

Federal Government ] A second question,

and eue involving a principle which the ma-

jority in the Province miglit deeni o! special

importance, arises in connection with the

conditions accepted at the instance o! the

Archbishop, seeing that these involve, as we

underbtand them, the endowing or subsidiz-

in g o! denominational schools f rom the pub-

lic funds of the Dominion-a thing te which

the people of the ether Provinces would have

a riglit te abject and te which many o! them

would most strenuously object.

TAXATION AND THE FRANCHISE.

There is a miarke 1 tendency in these

days, in the more democratic ceuntries,
te reverse the old order o! things in respect

te political riglits and obligations. In Great

Britain, for instance, it was long practically

the rule that the representatives of property

owners should make and administer the

laws,including the collection and appropria-

tion o! revenues, while labour bore its fuît

share, or more than its share, of the finan-

cial burdens. Under the new order o! things

labour is coming te bave its full share o!

responsibility in the making and adininister-

ing of the lawe, while property is being

called upon te f urnish the larger part of

funds for ail goverumental purpeseà. What-

ever may be said by a certain clases o! poli-

tical economists,, the old maxim, "Taxation

without representation is tyranny," com-

mends itself te commen sense, reason, and

conscience. We have lately seen it argued by

a clever writer that the maxim properly

applies, and was originally intended te

apply, only te organized communities, net

te individual members o! the cemmunity.

Most readers wi]l, we think, agree with us

that it is bard te see why the axiem, for

se we may venture te caîl it, should net bc

true of the individual as o! the nation, or

how it can be truc o! the nation and not o!

the individuals cemposing it. The nation

s but the aggregatien of its citizens. As

,n organized unit it bas but an artificial

xistence. But men are created as individ-

ials and tirst principles ef natural jus-

ice or riglit can apply primarily te theni

)nîy as individuals, and only derivatively

o them in their erganized capacity, as la-

ions. i-lence the fir£t principle or axiem

.n question, if it be accepted as such,is valid

.n respect te nations only as a logical eut-

come ef its validity as applied te each ef the

individuals e! whemi the nation is cein-

posed.
If this reasening be accepted, it follows

that every aduit citizen in any state who

is ferced te pay taxes under a law which

lie lias had ne share in malring, te be ap-

propriated by a geverument which he bas

had ne veice in appeinting,and fer purpeses

which lie has no means of appreving or

epposing, is the victim o! tyranny. ilence,

wherever a preperty qualificatien is made a

condition of the franchise, the simplest jus-

tice dem ands that only these who have the

riglit te vote, thereby creating the Govern-

ment, should be under obligation te pay

taxes for the purposes of sucli gevernment.

In other words, the prinoiple underlying

free political institutions is that it is the

right and duty of every citizen te tax him-

self fer the needs o! governiment, but none

bas a riglit te tax one who is net a citizen for

that purpose. If it be said that that other,

even thougli lie may net be given the riglit

te vote, enjeys the benefit of the protection

of bis persen, and the ether advantages

previded by the taxes, and sheuld therefore

help te pay fer theni, the ready answer

is that, on that principle, the divine right

of kings, or any ether ari;btocratic or oligar-

chic system, may be defended. A despot

or an unsurper may give good governument,

but few in these days will admit bis riglit,

therefore, te exact from those over whom

lie has ebtained the power te mIle, the

money needed te carry on bis gevernment.

But, whule by sucb reasening it may be

possible te prove te the satisfaction of most

rninds, that the obligation te pay taxes,

directly or indirectly,to the stat-, thould be

ce-cxtensive enly witb the f ranchise,it would

evidently be impossible, on those principles,

te justify a systema of gradua ted taxation,

sucli as that now recognized in certain fea-

tures o! the tax on inheritances in Ontario,

and proposed te be openly adopted and ap-

plied in the income taxes about te be levied

in Great Britain and the United ,States.

If the obligation te pay taxes reste on the

franchise, which mâkes or is supposed te

make it a voluntary, Eelf-imposed obliga-

tien, it fellews that ene citizen should not

be required te pay a higlier rate of taxation

than anether, unleas, as in the case o! those

who have votes in more than one munici-

pality, lie bas more votes than the other.

(In reference te that exceptional case, we

may observe in passing that it aeemis se

illogical that of two citizens who pay taxes

on equal amounts of property,the one should


