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EDUCATION.

THE COLLEGES OF CANADA.
IIT.
The University ot 'Torouto.

(Continued from our last.)

The pamphlet from which we have made the ahove
quotation, was published as late as 1845, (1) and was
intended for the discussion of the second University
bill of which we shall speak hereafter. The one that was
under consideration when Mr. Draper was heard at the
bar, had been introduced by the Hon, Mr. Baldwin, then
Attorney General. This was at a very momentous period,
when the question of the seat of government had just been
decided in favour of Montreal and against Kingston, and
when Mr. Baldwin’s Lower Canadian allies were under
the greatest obligations to those of his followers who
had voted for this extremely unpopular measure in their
section of the country. On the other hand, warnings as to
the fate of the religious and educational institutions of
Lower Canada, were not spared by the Upper Canadian

(1) Thoughts on the University question, respectfully submitted to the
members of both houses of the Legislafure of Canada, by 2 Master of
Artg,~Kingaton, 1825,

conservatives to the French Canadian and catholic mem-
bers. It was certainly most difficult, even for a man of Mr.
Draper’s tact and ability to treat a question of such vital
importance toone section of the Province, and into the con-
sideration, nay into the arbitration of which the other section
was forced much against its will, and apparently not
without some danger to its ¢wn institutions. His speech
was looked upon by all parties as a most happy and suc-
cessfl effort. Tt is remarkable for the elegance of its
langnage, terse and sarcastic as it is and verging on the
extreme limits of the freedom of speech allowed by parlia-
mentary usages to the counsel at the bar of the house.

Little was said by the eloquent speaker that could be
constrited, by the Lower Canadian members, into a positive
threat as to the future consequences of their votes, but the
injustice complained of on behalf of King’s College, was
cloi:ed in such terms as he thought might more nearly fit
the case of the Lower Canadian institutions at some future
day.

Little was said of the analogy “etween the cstablished
Church of England and the once exclusively recognized
Catholic Church in Canada ; but the whole current of ideas
running through the speech was strikingly identical with
the views which he thonght must he cherished by the
members of the latter. Among the arguments which
could more forcibly be brought to bear against the bill
were, naturally, those arising out of the provisions made
in the original Charter for the existence of a Faculty of
Theology.

It will be seen, by the following extract, to what account
they were turned by the counsel of King’s College.

« And, first, the proposition contained in this bill, respecting the
conferring of degrees in divinity, preserts an insuperable objection,
for it involves principles which King’s College caunot sacrifice ;
and on this ground, therefore, its assent could never be given.

In allusion to a supposed analogy between the offices of Lord
High Chancellor in ?«anland, and o' Vice Chancellor in Western
Canada, the latter has sometimes been jocosely called the

keeper of hér Majesty’s Uppér Canadian conseience,” The analogy



