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even palliate the receat outrages in Moutreal, | who is Kumg of hings and Lond of tanls; aud eoto

"Tlicte are several clauses in the act which ex-
sliow at one that they are ignornnt of the duties

of good subjects, and that they caunot apprecinte
the bleasinga of constitutional government,
We would add, yet farther, let us wath afl our

theirbeng the better fitted fur beang the sunjects of
an earthiy government ; yetwe do net find any such
| gentunent w the Act; and though we know that
1t has been represented as a gudives one, we have

clude mintsters, ceclesinstics, and religious teache
ers from certam offices.  Now, we are not called

on to approve of these claanes, amd in common

3 wul athers, have recanded oue disapprobation at
never so iyded o, vor will we do o, vo Jong an Jeast L€ the way in which they are expressed ;
mation, not forbear to wam our rulers, whether | umler 1t we can hnven Protestant mumster, Saper- | but, w40 Jar asx they are wntended 1o tnpose a
colonial or fperial, against the danger of touchng | miendent of Education ; and may also have the | lunst to the number of ministere who may at any
the atk of the Land with their hande, even when | trusices and the teacher of every several echool, | one fume be Jound in the governing body of the
they think that they could stay it on s rugged { God-fearing and praying men ; and while we f

effonts for nromoting religious revinal and refor-

| University~we have no controverey with the

couree,—and the guilt and danger, 100, w wiich | yave, in point of fact,as we believe, the Seripturea
nlas they hiave involved Britain and this Provinee, U0l in almost all our schools,

|
!

principle involvedl in them  "Phus, V'oz Rrniar-
ous "T'racT Soctery or Loxrsn, one of the most

of maintaing the worship, and building up the
thrines of the modern Dagon,

'8 COLLEGE BILL. AND THE
CHRISTIAN GUARDIAN.

Ju our last number we made a few remarks on
this Bil), giving it a quoliicd commendation
We were desitons, so far as we might be cutitled
to epeak for the Preshyterian Church of Canadn,
to put in 8 careal against ite being supposed that

our Church was oppozed to the Bill, a8 the Bizhop of !

*Toronto, in hia petition to the Legislative Assem-
bly, had insinuated was the ease.  Aud in those
remarks we were cxpressing something of the in-
digunation which we have felt at thosc who have
been decrying the Billas godless and antichristian.
TPhe Christian Guardian, of the 25th Apnl,
which we had jusi@ockedgover before peaning our
remarke, bad filled a page with extracts from pa-
pers having a very questionable right to the cha-
racter of Godly, with such captions as these —
“Ineorury of Tun Usivenstry B« Fure
Goovntss Uxivensity Bivr,” « Tne Inviver Uste
VERSITY BITE,” &6. ~ Andour reiiatks wére to
the effect, that the same opprobrious epithets wmight
with equal justice be appiied to the Norma! School,
and to every common school throughout the land.
In saying this, we bad a reference to the Act un.
der which theae schools ate constituted, and which
80 far as we at the time conld remember, made no
allusioit to the Bible or Christianity.
~ Now, the Christian Guardian,of the 9th May,
replies to our remarks, and it does <o by quoting
the testinony to the good working of the Normal
School, which we had borne, and that cheer-
+ 7 and spontaneously in an article on the Pro-
vinciai Normal Schoo! ; and it says in eflect to
us, * where is the conzistency to Jaud the Nonmnal

School, in which a provision is made for the reli- '

" gious instruction of students ; and 10 defend the
College Bill, in which no provision is made for

But, whatever of religion we have, arnay have,
in the Normal Schoof, and in the Common
Schools, we have it through the men who work
them, not from any special provisions jn bee
half of religion in the Act il And so we
believe it will be with the Bl for modifying

, King's Colfege, now hefore the Legislatare  If
y it hecome l.':\v, and be worhed by good men,
jit will be worked in favour of religion  And
W is g0 much lese gadlerss than the Comnon
School Act, that it formally contemplates, as iy
, #tated in the preamble, the establishment of an
institution, which, “ under the blessing of Divine
Providence, may encourage the pureuit of litera.
ture, science, and art, and may, thereby, greatly
tend to promote the best intereata, religious, moral,
and intellectual of the peaple at lasge.”

This 1s but A seanty recozntion of Gud and
i Divene trath, we acknowledge , but let the Elitoe
y ol the Guardian shew as ax much in our Commun
| School Act, and let him either retract his charzea
¢ agamnat the Coltege Bll, or in consistency, agitate
{ for an atteraton in the Common School Act.

But the charge of godlessness may pethaps be
( fastened on the Bill hecause of those ~lanses that
, are of a prollntory kind, ag respects the teaching
i of Divimy, forms of worship, aud the admizsion

of ministers to certain offices in the Uaiversity
Let us look at these for a moment,

Divinity i3 the science of religion ; and surely
|lhc Bill i3 not ungadly because it leaves this 1o
,schools instituted and supported by particular
- Churches!  We do most earneatly desire. that onr

Covement would do the same with pastors, mis-

; sionaries, and theological schoolsa—leave the sup- !

port of then all, to the Churches with which they
| are connected 3 and then they would free them-
selves from the guilt of =upporting Popery, and
several discordant and questionable {  ns of Pro-
, testantism,

‘T'hen, as to the clanse

forbidding rcligiz;us ob- '

this?”  Now, we have a ready answer to this, | servances according to the forms of any particular f
and it is thia, that the Common School Aet, of religious denomination to be imposed upon the !
May, 1816, under which our Common Schools " members or offizers” of the University., We see
and the Provineial Normal School are now con-  nothing godless in thia.  Had there been a clauze
stitated, says not one word about the Bible or  renderiug it imperative on all students to attend on
\Christiunity, and yet, we believe, that that Act i3 ! some particulur religious observance within the Col-
an object of some complacency with the Guur- - lege, we would have accountedit tyrannical : asit

. . R !
dian, and though in reality tore entitled (o be

branded as jufidel, antichristian, and godiess, than
the University Bill, ias never been so branded by
that paper. We could certainly have liked to have
geen embodicd in that Act seme sentiment imply-
ing that it was the aim and the will of the legis-
Jature, that leatning should be diffuced amongst
all the people, in order to reading the law of Him

iz, we presume that the pious Professor, of whatever {
! denomination he may e, will feel a liberty mam-
pleging the Divine blessing on the studics of Ins ,
clasg, and in his clax room ; yea, that he may
make the same chamber or linll,if he deem n
prident so to do, an oatory—a place of prayer
for his students, at times when he 13 not required
10 teach,

l
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+ liberal evangelieal associzaons fn the world, go-
{ quires thnt its governing by, the connmittee, shall
i be coposerl of four mmisters and cight laymen.
¢ ‘There 1atleast one rovision in the Act whieh

direetly favours a teligious nfluence in the gov.

crument ol e University, of a most Imporiant

fmd, bat, pamely, swhucl: allows ncorporated
+ ‘Theologicat Colleges 1o send representatives into
« the Seante.  ‘T'he other ordinary membiere of the
{ Senate nre to be chosen by the Ciown 3 and when
1 we vonader that, under our gystem of responsible
I government, the mlvisers of the Crown muet in
+ all prircipal matters be found in hannony with the
» wnjority of the representatives of the people, we
1 se2an this, all that law ean do, for giving to the
1 rchazious clement among the population, s fair
} influence m the appomntment of the directors of
1 the Umversuy.  So that we are quite dieposed to
- wtand by our former statemnent, that  4f the billbe
t made to operate mynnously to the chnsuan reli-
i gion, the blame st attach to the professedly
1 chrishian part of the commumty.”

Let christiang shew o becoming zeal for the

public good—let them depatt from the clam which
1 zome at least are too ready to prefer for State
1 support—let them cncourage statezmen in their
v efforts 0 help forward the canse of edueation 1n a
1 wayin which wtmay be rendercd subordinate to the
| higher interesta of the kingdom of the Saviour, even
though these interesta may be feebly appreciated
by statesnien themeelves ; and ve do not doubt
| that the working of the College Bill, if indecd it
| become law, will comnbute nughtily, to the fur-
therance of sanctificd learning.

Having a School Act working to -a great ex-
} sent in favor of trie religron, simply from the char-
) acter of the men who administer it, why should

we despatr of the resultof a College Act wluch in,
| 1 some important respecte, stll more favourable
to the ntroduction of the christian element into
the government of the instittion 1

Our views of the moral qualities of legislation,
do differ materially from some religious men, such
as the cditor of the Christiun Guurdiun, Wesee
no infidchty or antichnstianism in the Common
School Act, or the College Bill, so long ag they
allow rehgious inen te conduct the system of edu-
cation wich they severally originate, in harmony
with Christian truth, and in rabordination 10 §1;
but we do see antischnstinnism in the acts of our
government,—m pensioning the teachers of “1the
man of sin'——the priests of Rome, and in supporst-
ing the colleges and schools of that anti-chrigtian
system, and we would lift vp onr fecble teatimony
agunstsuch acts ; nay, we yo farther, we behold an
ingury to the trath, in the support which our govern-




