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by tlic act. Tlioy claim thai tlio roform which thoy advocnte is but the

fiuthful c;irryin;4 out of the avowed intentions and iiroviHions ol' the IJni-

vcr«ity A( l of 185:5; tluit it providoH one hii,'h standard ofchication for

all tlu! collo;^i'S, and ri'coj^'nizcs the t'ljuai riuhts of all (rlasso8 accordinj; to

their works" that it (•i>nihi»i(>s tl.(! effortH of all denominations, as well a»

those of no denomination, in the <,'roat work of liberal cducati(MJ
;
that it

will contribute ^'reatly to the cxtennion of University education, while

olcvutinK its character; that it is in harmony with the furidamental prin-

ciples of our ])u])lic .school system—the state aidinji; each section of the

community aeeordin;:; to its works in teaehin.i,' the prescribed Kubjcctn of

public education, and providiiiL' (hat parents and the clerfzy of each cliurch

can in the one case as well as in the other, aocf)rdini!; t(» the nature nnd

circumstances of eaeli kind of oducatifm, provide for th(! reli.iiious instruc-

tion and oversi^'ht of their sons while taught the secular branches of edu-

cation. The illustrations and proofs of ihsso statements will bo ^'ivou

hereafter.

The sole plea for the present system of monopoly is the pretext of keep-

in{^ up a hi^'h standard of University cducatioti, while the whole course of

the proeccdin'.'a of it8 nianaj^'ers has been to lower that standard beyoud

all authoritative precedent or parallel, as 1 shall demonstrate in uiy next

two letters.

I have, &c.,

E. Ryerson.

Toronto, March 2Gth. 18G1.

Letter II.

Sir,—I now procenl to particulars, and address myself first to the

notes appended to Mr. Langton's speech, which occupies (with its appeu-

dices) the first fifty pages of the pamphlet.

{Misstatement as to Dr. Harrett representing Victoria College in
the iienate.)

To all that I^Ir. Langton has slid in the first twelve pages of his speech

about the intentions of the University Act as to buildings, other Colleges,

Library and Museum, I have fully replied in my Defence of the Petition-

ers ; but in a note on the 8th page, in regard to Dr. Barrett (of U. C.

College) sitting in the Senate as a Representative of Victoria College, Mr.
Langton says—*' Dr. Wilson and Mr. Langtc" never said that ho (Dr.

Barrett) now represents Victoria College ; but i ey said that he first took

his seat and for some time sat there as I'resideiit of the Toronto School

of Medicine, which was at that time the Medical Faculty of Victoria."

And on page 02, Dr. Wilson says, that " Dr. Barrett, it is well known,

never had a seat in the Senate in any other capacity tlian as Dr. Kolph's

or the Toronto School of Medicine; and who as such took liis seat for the

first time to represent the Medical Faculty of Victoria College at the

meetings of the University of Toronto, while its students were systematic-

ally prevented from graduating there." The character in which Dr.

Barrett took his seat in the Senate is not of the least importance to the

University question ; but Mr. Langton and Dr. Wilson both magnifying


