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E have watched with !
deep interest a discus-
sion which has been car-

ried on by the Press of On-

tario, since the commence-

ment of this year, on the ,

subject of grants to what

are called denominational

Colleges. Queen’s Uriver-

. sity is much concerned in this discussion,
and along with Victoria University, at Co-
bourg, it has figured prominently in newspa-
per editorials.  Every friend of a liberal
and adequate education mustfecl the great-
est solicitude as to the issue of the present
agitation, and ought to cherish a prayerful
hope that the Legislature will be led to
adopt such a policy in the premises as will
facilitate and extend, rather than curtail the
work in which the Colleges have hitherto
been so nobly and successfully engaged. The
discussion has, we think, been characterized
with much firmess and mederation, if we
except one or two journals which have Leen
more declamatory than convincing, in the
expression of their views. We have no he-
sitation in saying that the best of the argu-
ment is on the side of the Colleges, and that
with the exceptians mentioned, they are
supported by a majority of the ablest and
most influential of the newspapers. It is
clearly established and, in fact, universally
admitted that the colleges are liberal, me-
ritorious, and most uscful Institutions.
They show by ample statisties that the work
they have donc is, in every sease of the
-term, a public service, and that the grants
received from government have never been
employed for denominational purposes, but,
on the contrary, large sums have been added
anonally from theic own revenues to make
these grants adequate for their efficiency, to
say nothing of the munificent expenditure
which by private liberlity, they have been |
cnabled to make in the purchase of suitable |
propertics, the fitling up of class rooms, the
procuring of apparatus,and the establishment

of libraries, museums,&e. What particularly
pleases us in the representations put for-
ward in behalf of the colleges, is the fact
that while they would be content to go on
under the present system, they do not re-
gard it as the best that cun bhe devised.
They would prefer a plan moie in conso-
nance with broad viewsard sound reasoning
upon the subject, as well as with conclusions
which have come to be recognized by the
best educational organizations in the more
advanced pations of ecivilized Europe.
There are too many degree-granting-insti-
tutions in Ontario. What is demanded is
onc independent university, which alone
shall have the power of conferring degrees,
and enough of colleges throughout the
country to prepare, by adherence to a suffi-
cient curriculum, all aspirants to literary
distinction, This is the plan contemplated
by that liberal and patriotic measure, the
University act of 1833, which, if it had been
properly carried out, would have supplied
the Province both with efficient institutions
and abundant means for support. The de-
sign of that act has, however, been shame-
fully frustrated. The public property of
the country has been swallowed up bya gi-
gantic monopoly at Toronto, which is
doing less public work than the colleges
that have been first despoiled of legislative
benefits intended for them, and then cruel-
ly reviled with invidious distinction on ac-
count of their nominal sectarianismn; and
which, notwithstanding all that is said of
its being under government control, has
not condescended for seven years to give
any account to the legislature of the use.it
has made of the people’s patrimony. By this
maladministration of one the wisestmeasures
in the Canadian Statute book, the coileges in
cexistence at the time it was passed have en-
dured the loss of all the benefits they er-
pected toderive from.dt.  They do not now
propose or encourage any attempt to impair
the once favoured institution, but on the
ground of equity and fair play, they plead



