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attendant of education ; the other aims at their tota] ge

| Provided for the jyeq Poration of the Several colleges ag integral parts of
(| the Umversily, and for a Participation, by Queen’s College, in the public
f endowment ; the other gives but a mere shadow of Tepresentation 1o the
| Several colleges that may agree to the measur

paration. The one

j g €, and no share whatever
Il of the endowment,
'1

o e oA

| Although the Trustees of Queen’s College, anyioys to promote a
| peaceable settlement of he question, would have agreed to the plan of
union propose Some years ago, noh\'ithslanding several serioyg objec-
| tions to which such a plan is liable, yet, from the entirely different
| character of the new measure,—the apparent impossibility of Procuring
a union of colleges on Christian or equitable principles, and the rapid
increase in the Population of the country calling for additional seats of
| learning, they have, on mature consideration of the subject, come to the
I conclusion 1o maintain Queen’s College, not only for instruction in
Theology, but for all the Purposes for which it wag established,

The objections to the new Univcrsir_v Act
talning Queen’s College according to ts
prised under the following heads :

s and the reasong for main-
Royal Charter, ma be com-
)

1. The irreligious character of the Act referred to, Not only is the |
teaching of Theology prohibited in the Univcrsily of Toronto, but aj] forms
of Divine Worship, al] public prayer, every thing that can remind either
professors or students of God, and' the duties we owe to him,—of oyr re-
sponsibility and ob“galions, 18 rigidly and Peremptorily exeluded, And |
aS no test whatever 15 required of the Professors, not eyen belief in the
existence of God, there js nothing in the Aet to prevent infidels, atheists,

|
f
or persons holding the most dangerous an( Pernicious principles, from (

being entrusted with the instruction of youth at that time of life when
evil Impressions are most Jikcly to be made upon their minds,

2. Another objection is, that while the Act thus 1
semblance of Religion from the Unive
and no provisjon tor improvumcn[, on the existing system of literary
and scientific instruction, leaves entirely unrelormed what chiefly
stood in need of reformation, [y leaves the management nearly in the
same hands ag formerly, There is indeed a shoyy of alteration by the
addition of several members to the governing body, but g who are
acquainted with gyeh subjects, will at once perceive, that in aj| practi-
cal and essentig] respects, the Management will be the same as before,

anishes the very
Isity, it makes po Improvement,

3. The Act is liable to this further objection, that evep although jt
made the best Provision for the efficiency of the University, yet the
confining of a]| the means of Univursity education to one Place and one
set of teachers, wil] of itself Very much impair that efficiency, Ip
educalion, more than in any other subject, a wholesome rivalry, a
generous Competition, js of paramount importance ; in this department
the <le:1dening effects of monopoly are more apparent than ip any other,

nd if such g System would be at once condemned, if altempted to be
applied to ordinary trade or commerce, what reason can be assigned

Or applying it to a sabject of such immensely higher importance as the
education of our youth,




