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URRIE, COMMENTS |
ON DENTAL COURSE

PRSI EREE

Takes Cognizance of News-|
paper Article Suggesting
McGill Change

—————

NO AMENDMENT NEEDED

'No Word From University of
Montreal Regarding Pro-
posed Bill and Doubts
Such Action

Two years in faculty

|at McGill University is still ade-
quate preparation for the study of
- in the opinion of Sir

je, principal of the uni-

issued a tement to

yest ay in connec-
wi an ar v that appeared |
‘uesday’s. La Pr in regard to
gualifications at the

J ty of Montreal and MecGill
This article stated that there was
a mouve afoot to have a bill intro- |
duced at the next session of the |
Legislature requiring an arts aegree |
for all students entering the dental
profession. was explained that

thig was nec ry because of pre-

sent inequalities in the standard of
students entering dentistry at Me- |
Gill and the University of Montreal. |
It said: ‘“The English universi
of Montreal only requires dental
students to have completed the sec-
ond year in the arts course; while
the French university, W in the
past required one additional prepa-
ratory year over and above the two
vears in arts, has now decided that
in future two turther years will be
required. This offers an inequa-
ity between students of. the Eng-
lish and renc : age before
the Dental C ge. 'he Frene
better prepared and with
knowledge than Canadians of
English tongue, nevertheless
have to study two more years prior
to entrance and graduate two years
later,”
The article went on to exp.ain
that the bill in mind would require
that standards at MeGill be rais d
to the same degree as now obtains
the University of Montreal.
In commenting on this report, Sir |
Arthur Currie said: g
“f ecannot understand the ai 2le
in La Presse. So far as it deals
with the equivalence hetween train-
ing at McGill and at the clasgical
colleges, It is of course rather mis-
leading. We have never attempted
to  establish any equivalences be- |
cause our courses are quite differ- {
ent in content and in arrangement.
“phis has nothing to do with the
main point at issue. Several years
ago, after very full con jderation of
the contents of our course, it was |
agreed by the University of Mont-
rb:ll. the Dental Board, and MecGill,
that two years in arts at MecGill
pyn\'lriwi quite an adequate pre-
,,m-“uon for the study of dentistry.
This situation is unaltered. 1 know
it ‘to be satisfactory to the bhoard.
We had no word of any proposed
change from the University of
aMontreal, and I can hardly hbelieve
that our sister institution would ap-
the Legislature over ouf

peal to

héads.”
Dr. Edouard Montpetit, secretary-

general of the University of M nt-
eal ' said that the matter was in
he hands of the dental facuity af
hat institution and had no col
ent to make.




