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'HE JUNIOR'S CRITIC,

We have watched with some interest
and considerable pride the improvement
that has attended the publication of our
neighbor, the State Democrat.  But while
we congratulate the Democracy upon so
able an exponent and champion, we are
nevertheless compelled to refer to 4 lew
points that were somewhat indistinet in
the mind of the reporter for the Junior
Exhibition. We give to the Democrat
the credit of, at least, endeavoring to erect
a standard of criticism, that tends 1o re.
move the monotony of “pufling™ every
part of a programme that is presented to
the public. But if we are not mistaken,
the effect wus too great for the ealiber ot
the Democratic shieet.  As this is ihe first
opportunity, hewever, that the Democrat
has had 1o witness a public exhinition of
the students of the University, perhaps the
plea of inexperience may be urged as an
excuse for insccuracies. But we must not
ignore the eriticism.

Since “we do not know if there is an
Elocutionary chair at the Nebraska Uni.
versity.” we are able 1o reply that afier
searching the storeroom of the Universits
we have found no chair of so late o |ha;.
ent. But we have found o few elementary
grammars that we are certain the Univer
sity would loan on good security,

Tue ndvice concerning scepticism was
indeed profound, snd in this age of in-
quiry, an inspiring motto.  He, who upon
forgetting a carefully prepared oration,
could excell it by speaking extempore,
would, it seems, mect the admiration of
the critic.

But of all things considered we at least
hope that our critic will not again try 1o
exhiihit his marvelous erudition by stating
that a eertain authority is better than the
one quoted, when no authority was quoted
upon the guestion under consideration.
This act is beaesth the dignity of the true
eritie,

With these few allusions we lhope our
friend will be more faithful o its profes
gion in the future.  After an enlurged ex-

perience and continued improvement, the
journal will doubtless attain a position
where it can win and maintain the confi.
dence of its reader.

METIHODS OF INSTRUCTION,

In opposition to the particular methods
of teaching now practiced in the Univer
sity, we wouid not have these féew remarks
capecinlly directed, But in as much us
great differences exist among profession
al teachers as to the proper methods of
imparting knowledge, we wish to speak
of the relative merits and demerits of two
systems practiced by Educators generally.

Evidently the greatest aequisition of
knowledge is mude when the sindent is
caused W feel nnd realize that what he
has acquired in the mental flela, is his
own to use and enjoy. How s acquisi
tiom is to be most facilitated, und at the
same time the knowledge be made las,
ting, is the problem for solution.  Some
have endenvored to solve this problem by
giving to the student a textbook 1o guide
him, in the discussions ol the cluss.room,
and in the explanations of such peints us
may be alluded 1o by the student and elu
cidated the By
method the student 18 supposed (o guin
his entire knowledge of the subiject nnder
consideration. Others, though perlings
ablé 1o compile a textbook themselves,
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give tothe cluss such topics as can be
maustered by reference to various books
al the hands of students. By this means,
the ground that the usual text-book cov.
ers is traversed, and the work comple.
tedd,

In the system first mentioned, the stu.
deat is left o attain nothing by his own
diligence What is brought out in the

| lesson, is tuken from the twior as the real

snd true suswer. Thus the opinion of
the professor is made the opinion of the
student, In short, with no discrimina.

tion 1o be exercised by the student, the
ncquisition of knowledge can peither be
of critical wtility, nor lasting ¥
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