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was that the restrictions of the Prln- 
cipalship to the ministry of the Presby 
terian Church should be removed : that 
the provision requiring an overwhelming 
majority of the trustee* to be Presby 
terians wee unnecessary, and ni ght be 
dispensed with, and that the corpora 
lion should be confined to benefactors 
of the university and graduate*. He 
regarded these changes as inevitable, 
end denied that they would 
separation of the university from the 
Church W any weakening of the 
Church's control over the theological 
faculty. Principal Gordon concluded 
by moving a resolution in favor of ap 
pointing a com mission to confer and 
oo operate with the trustees regarding 
the constitutional ohange* suggested, 
and to v ,Hirt to the next General 
Assembly.

fiuch was the effect of the Principal’s 
speech that for a few moment- it seem 
ed as if the Assembly would eocept 
It Rev. Dr. Campbell, the venerable 
Clerk, however, sounded the first note 
of opposition. He regarded the propos 
ala as the first step toward* the sépara 
tion of the Church from the university.

Rev. Dr. Armstrong. Ottawa, suggested 
that the resolution should be submitted 
to the Presbyteriee and Synod* instead 
of to a eommiasion. 
that as a Church they should have a 
college or a Christian school where 
they could educate their minister* and 
their sons and daughters. “ If you allow 
this university to go out of your hands," 
he declared, " the time will come when 
you will be very anxious to get it back.
I do not think this Church should bow 
the knee before a Carnegie or anybody

the Senate and Trustees were a unit in 
favor of the changes, and maintained 
that the atilt v Je of the Church towards 
the university was clearly defined in 

" They call Ihi- evolu 
exclaimed, " this propos*I to cut off the 
univensity from the sour e of her past 
strength. What is nationalisation V" 
asked Mr. Macdonnell. •• Will anybody 
tell us V"
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The Hoard recomiwnded that author
ity be granted for th* exemption from 
payment thereof of the fhlneee capl- 
tstation tax In the cs-ea of those per- 

of Chinese origin hereinafter de
scribed In clauses 1. 8. 4 and f., and 
the refunding after i*a>mi nt thereof of 
the said tug In the cases of those pér

ir Chinese origin hereinafter 
described In clause 2. In the administra
tion of the Chinese Immigration Act, 
Revised Htatutes. H>»6. and amend
ment* thereto, when such persons, 
aubject to the iirovlslons of the said 
Act. can sulietantinte their status to 
the satisfaction of the controller, sub
ject to the approval of the minister:— 

1. Htudents who pursue some regu
lar course of study In the higher 
branches of learning.

mean the

" We ere to make a united Canada.’ 
replied Mr. Macdonnell, •• by cutting us 
off from tile thing* we have loved for 
th# pest sixty years." The cua-ier had 
been described a- a dead parchment, 
but the charter declared that 'he 
vemity was founded " for nstructi 

Christian religion and arts." 
they were to appoint a commission, that 
oommiasion should have instruction*, 
and they ought to reaffirm the podti ,n 
of the Church, made clear at Van* iver. 
that Queen's University must stay with 
the Church. He would not object to 
the Principalship being opened up nor 
would he insist upon an overwhelming 
majority of I*reebyterians on the Board 
of Trustees, hut he would not lie content 
to have a corporation composed of gr»d 
uatea and benefactor*. If the university 
were nationalised the benefacior* would 
disappear, and as for the graduates, 
their power would lie limited, and the 
control of the university would lie left 
in the hand* of a Board of Trustees, 
oome Toronto graduate* had written to 
him, " Hold arts and theology." The 
Church muet hold what it had held for 
aixQreight years. They could build up 
other faculties and group them a* they 
pleased, but let them stand by art* and 
theology. Mr. Macdonnell concluded by 
moving the following amendment - 
" The Assembly, while

persons <

th.' If
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occupation or calling requiring a 
nlcal or other special mental training.

<b) Students who upon arrival al
ready possess a liberal education, 
devote themselves to the study of 
clal subjects or questions, as 
of manners, customs. Institut!* 
ties, economy or history.

(c) Teachers who are eligible to 
Impart Instruction In one of the re- og. 
nlaed schools or colleges or other edu
cational Institutions of Canada design
ed for those whose entire time Is given 
to scholastic work.

He maintained

students
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declare
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Prof. Jordan protested against Mr. 
Carnegie’s name tieing introduced.

" Title agitation began." said Dr. Arm 
strong, " because the college de*ires to 
have it* share in the Carnegie grant that 
ia given to professors."

Cries of " question."
Rev. James Hodge*, Oshawa, ae a grad 

ua4e of Queen's, upp«wed the resolution. 
A lead!
■aid to
tween the Church and Queen’s, and in 
Ave years you will have no theological 
faculty." The movement we* contrary 
to the spirit which animated the stud 
ente of his day.

Rev. John Hay, Renfrew, supported 
the resolution, contending that nothing 
would be lost by eubmitting the matter 
to a commission, while much might be 
gained.

Prof. Jordan, in supporting the 
tion, ridiculed the idea that the theo 
logical faculty would be destroyed by 
what was proposed, and deprecated any 
discussion of Mr. Carnegie's action. He 
'regarded the proposed constitutional 
changes aa evolution and inevitable. 
Theological student* numbering 20 or 
30 oould not be allowed to stand in the 
way of the internet* of 1,000 students 
He did not think the word separation 
was in order. The changes proposed 
were change# In the charter, a dead 
parchment, rather than in the actual 
life of the university.

Mr. W. Drysdale. Montreal, declared 
that the tendency was to nationalise all 
progressive educational institution*. He 
characterised the étalement of Rev. 
Dr. Campbell, that the corporation of 
the university extended from ooean to 
ocean, as bunkum.
Church had no real control of Queen’s 
University.

Mr. J. K. Macdonald, 
thought the request of the university 
trustees a reasonable one. If, he said, 
they believed that Queen's University 
was experiencing difficulty in connection 
with things as they now existed, it was 
surely the duty of the Assembly to as
sent to the removal of these difficulties 
at the earliest possible moment.

Mr. O. M. Macdonnel. K.C., regarded 
the proposed changes as the A rat step 
toward* the separation of Queen’s Uni 
varsity from tiie Church. He denied that

in i '«mad 
pursuing 
who, twli 
rival
and are thus 
tatlon tax, an 
duce within two years and a 
date of their arrival In «'anada certi
ficates from teachers In any recognised 
school, college, university or technical 
school, showing that they have been 
for at least two scholastic years bona- 
fide student* In attendance at some 
Institution.

the necessa , , reaffirming the
resolutions of 1904 and 1906 a» requested 
by the trustee*, appoint a commission 
to consider in cooperation with them 
whether it would bt- advisable to limit 
the relation now subsisting between the 
Church and the university to th* depart 
nrenti of art* and theology, and to pro 
vide tliat the other department* 
hereafter existing may 
constituted, such commission to report 
to the next Assembly.”

R«v. I>r. John Forrest. Halifax, said 
that in the Maritime Provinces they had 
fought the battle of den.miinationalism 
in relation to their colleges, and the re 
suite had proved satisfactory. He de 
dared that for the Presbyterian Church 
to bind itself hi any university would be 
to kill it.

member of the Church had 
m: "Out the connect ion behi
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QUEEN'S UNIVERSITY AND THE 
CHURCH.

-HAMILTON, June 3.—The relation
ship of Queen's to the Presbyterian 
Church gave rise to an animated debate 
this morning. In their report the true 
tees vf the mitersity submitted a résolu 
tion requesting the Assembly to assent 
to the removal from the charter of such 
denominational restrictions as might 
impede the development of the univer
sity, and to appoint a commission to 
co-operate with the Board of Trustees 
In regard to such charge*.

It fell to Principal -D. M. Gordon to 
present the resolution, and in a speech 
of marked ability and moderation he 
Almost succeeded in persuading the 
Assembly to accept, without further con 
sidération, ita proposals. With a lucidity 
and sequence which compelled the 
attention of a crowded and expectant 
houes he traced the evolution of Queen's 
University from its nakedly denoinina 
tional position to the status of a nation 
nl Institution. Step by step the Assembly 
had modified its constitution, almost to 
the verge of abolishing the denomina 
tional restrictions, and then came the 
change in 1903, when a policy of main 
taining the university by the aid of the 
Church's contributions was embarked 
upon, and a campaign of endowment 
by subscription launched. That 
paign had provec a disappointment, 
end, in the opinion of the trustees, the 
time had arrived when the Church must 
cither discharge its responsibilities to the 
university more adequately or grant the 
constitutional changes proposed. What 
form these change* should take Prin
cipal Gordon merely suggested, but he 
indicated that the view of the trustees

Prof. Pen*)', Winnipeg, contended that 
the question should he regarded from a 
national standpoint, and not merely 
from the standpoint of Presbyterianism. 
People of different religion* were pour
ing into the west, and if they were to 
WFwgste Presbyterians they would have 
a divided Canada.

Prof. Dyde, Queen’s University 
to continue the debate, but the i„ ^ 
adjournment having arrived, ft ,er 
discussion was deferred until tomorrow 
morning.
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" ^ the people praise Thee, O God ; 
let all the people praise Thee.

Then shall the earth yield her in 
and God even our God shall

IIow well chosen were *he*e w^'.le of 
Scripture lesson read at the opening of 
the evening sederunt by the Moderator, 
and inspired the opening pray, r of Dr. 
BitiJsby, of Chatham.

Canada is yielding her increase of 
wheat, timber, and minerals. Dr. E. D. 
MoLaren ws* ready to admit. But he 
warned the father* and brethren that 
Just here was the danger point in the 
old idolatry of worldline*. But "let 
the people praise Thee. O God, let all 
the people praise Thee. Then Canada
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