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fact does not touch the broad basis on
which the legislation proceeded, namely,
the propriety of cncouraging the diffusion
of educational fucilitics. And even if it
did, there is another more reeeut testimony
which flatly contradictsit. T'his testimony
is recorded in the report of the Commission-
ers appointed by Lord Monck in 1861 toin-
spect the University and University Col-
lege, Toronto. 1t is to the cffect, that
there were complaints of the aceviumoda-
tion afforded by these buildings being alto-
gether inadequate, notwithstanding their

splendour and costliness—declared by the |
Commissioners to be unwarranted.  But,

did not the Legislature of 1853 regard the
denominationalism of certain institutions
as a disability? Did it not feel towurds
that bugbear something of the horror
which 1s excercising the souls and disturb-

ing the peace of so many in the present :
Its Aet describes the

day ? Not at all.

institutions to be beunefited. It legislated

in favour of those which are denominational |
without cven mentivning their denomina- |

tionalism. It was deemed enough that

they were known to be incorporated and
efficient Academical Institutions, frequent-

ed by the youth of Upper Canada.  These
colleges, therefore, irrespective of their de-

nominationalism, have a recognized public
standing, with certain rights and privileges !

secured to them by law.
And this unquestionably is the enly
sound and tenable position to take with

regard to them. What has the government |
to do with denominationalism in its legis- .

lation, except to respect the rights and turn
to proper account the taxable resources of
denominationalists for the gencral good ?
Is the cligibility of an individual, for a
public situation and public pay, dependent
upon his religious views or ceclesiastical

litics? The decision of this question, .

which must be in the negative, is not
affected by the substitution of several per-
sons or & corporate body for a singic indi-
vidual. The conditions of government
support, namely, fitness for serviee and
fidelity in its performauce, are as entirely
untouched in the onc case as in the other.
If a corporation fulfils these conditions. it

does its part in the state, equally with the
Roman Catholic schoolmaster, the Presby-

terian  treasurer, or the Ipiscopalian
Premier, in his officc.  The only concern
of the Legislature is to legislate and ad-
minister its measures cquitably, and to
cnforce the observance of its laws. We
have legislation with respect to the Colleges
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| as has been shown. The adwministration of
| it is a history of educational institutions
depriv d of their just rights, as can easily
be proved. 1If in any particular, the
authorities of any colleze have infringed
cither statute law or excecutive regulations,
1t is owing to the remissness of the govern-
ment. If it can be made out that the
colleges are averse to an improved legisla-
; tion or a stricter inspection, so that ail
¢ reasonable demands with respect to their
, character as public and efficient institutions
. may be satisfied, we shall cease to be their
advocates. The collezes ask no favour, no
assistance from the state, for the propaca-
tion of dennminational predilections. They
. avow an ceelesiastical connection, and they
¢ are vilued on that accoun., just as the
i private citizen or the public official -«
. This connection enables them to conjoin
with state aid, an  amount of revenue,
which the government cannot raise withour
, @ burdeusome taxation. It has a special
. attraction for students belonging to par-
ticular sections of the community. And
to all classes of the population, it affords
a guarantee for that meoral influcuce and
respect for religion. which the incessant
. berating of denvminationalism by our op-
_ ponents has a direet tendency to diminish.
But we are told, it has been reproack-
fully asserted on the floor of the As-
. sembly at Toronto, that the extending of
| movernment assistance to these colleges is o
i ©* fragment of the connection between
: church aud state.” If this charge husany
. foundatien at all the grounds of 1t are so
{ micrescopical as not to be discernible to the
|

|
i
|
|
|

naked cye. It would have point and force
if the grants were made dircetly to
churches as such. But the colleges have
not received and have not spent public
. moncy for purely ccclesiastical purposes.
The churchies as has been conclusively
proved by statistics, only share the general
benefits derivable from the colleges as pub-
iic institutions.  Qne or two denominations
which have no colleges of their own, re-
. ceive the same kind of advantage from
. University College, Toronto. With noex-
pense to themsclves they get a general
cducation for their students, intending to
enter the ministry, at the public expense.
In that respect the charze holds against
the favoured institution as much as agrinst
those which it is proposed to proscribe
This charze, morcover, carried consistently
) to its proper issuc has apphications which
ought not to cscape attention. Kvery
advertisement for a public servant should



