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¢ are hroken up for a forenoon to carry it into effect the time for reformation
of old practices has arrived.

If we are to have the ‘rush,” above all let there be about it nothing mean,
O personal or brutal or unfair.

QUELN'S AND THE CITURCIH.

At the time of the death of Principal Grant there were forces at work to
sever the ties that bind Queen's to the Presbyterian Church.  The General As-
50“1]')1_\', however, was pronounced in its determination to retain Queen’s un-
(]C_l' Its control.  The movement for separation was consequently dropped. At
this time, too, funds were needed to meet the expanding needs of the various
departments. The church, through its representative body, the Assembly, un-
dertook to rajse $500,000. Tt appointed capable and enthusiastic men to handle
the campaign for funds, set them upon the road and relapsed into condition of

“apparent indifference concerning the success of their mission.  Something is
}’adically wrong in the position of Queen’s.  If her connection with the church
'S to Le maintained, to the church she must look for her main source of support.
And for the church to neglect the needs of its largest educational institution
}Vhe.n it has drawn it back from a course of action that would have advanced
1ts Interests, is an act of most serious import.  No one objects to the present
allegiance hetween Queen's and the church—at least those who know (QQueen’s
flo not. It is not manifested in her policy, but it undoubtedly alienates the act-
tve Sympathy of men of wealth and influence. In the progress and develop-
‘Cllllellt 1of Queen’s they may show deep interest hut the tendeney is to shift to the
urch the responsibility for her support. intr fing the Bill respecting
Toronto L711ive1rsitv, ]:’I‘Iémier \\r’hitn]c]\' ‘z:ftex‘l ”rc];’]ct::i:}:'ul](];\tltllcl\tint)z'lllltir(tlblp(t)tftllllli:
Rovernment to devote the amount r "1—1i" > A1 ccessi luties to the mai -
tenance of edueatior cmot ( zgf‘ 10?11 succession « 11‘1105 to tl.(, I.Hdm
Possibe o Lc.l\l(.)l]«ll lllblltll.ll()lls,.Slll(l, | .saul ulsf) at lbat time t!mt it is not
et of (¢} 1g\115)?c 1Tn'l 1¢ (.‘onmdcf'fmon of this very nnport:mt' ([llCi\‘thll 11110’ srul‘Jj
materhll@ﬂe\nn s University, W 1(‘-11 reference to that the s1t112.1t1()1?1 ,t(?-( {l) 1*
mill'lti()( y changed. . . : As it stood tllcn‘lhcrc W.as‘ appz}'x ten_l‘)/ a ({ cter-
.01 to separate Queen’s from the control of the Presbyferian Church and
it be?amc possible that Queen’s might have a great deal to ask in the ncar fu-
l:;'i‘;ftg;hils;ct(é;)’, is (;)nly tyl‘)iczEl otf’ Ell.c‘:in(lCl]fC){lt(\) (1(‘)(‘_)1\’\ iol th\i:}m]rfl,l for sup-

‘ ear-cut, unequivocal action of the General Assembly.

It is useless to lament. Queen’s students and graduates are loyal to her
?l?i(ll]i(\;v“‘l remfiin loyal. It is for thc?n to 1‘;111_\t to her s,'u])port. ‘ They have 111(;)1‘.
i“ﬂue::% to give her, but they have influence in Ontario and L'anada, aufl ‘t'llb
) ¢e should e exerted to arouse the church to a sense of its responsibility
?l?(lhmen of ()Fher denominations to a sense of the important part Queen’s plays

¢ educational affairs of the country.

THE  AND THE PURPOSES IT SERVES.

T . 3
¢ Lo the title above might have been added “and how 1t serves them.”  In
¢ first issue the JournaL gave expression to some of the current criticisims of



