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ing duty or competing interest in the work pre-

Hcribed ; the CuUegiato bodies that do the pre-

scribed teaching and training worlc, have to sub-

rait the results of their work to the examination

and judgment of a common tribunal. By this

plan the country has, of course, the best guarantee

as to the character and value of the University

education given ; and the Colleges have all the

freedom of action which the religious condition of

Jiho country requires, and all the promptings of

mutual emulation and competition, in addition to

the obligations of duty.

The affiliation of the several Colleges lu one

University has been considered so important, both

as to the character and extension of University

education, that it has been contemplated by suc-

cessive Acts of Parliament for many years. The
idea did not originate with any religious persua-

sion or denominational College, but with states-

men immediately after more than one College be-

came established. At the present time we have

the American system— almost every College is an

University, and obtains more or less aid from the

State, as inliuence and circumstances may favour.

The plan of affiliation contemplates but one Uni-

versity, and C^olleges aided upon an equitable

system—putting au end to denominational peti-

tions, or "manipulation," in respect to Parlia-

mentary grants in aid of Colleges.

It was therefore natural that the University

Commissioners should direct their anxious atten-

tion to the important question of affiliation as well

as to that of expenditure. The Commissioners

addressed to the Heads of Colleges the following

questions

:

" I. Do you approve of the nffiliation of the Colleges

of Upper Ciinaiiii to one Uiiiversitv Board, and if so,

state the iidvaiitages ?

" II. Do you consider the present system of affiliation

to the University of Toronto unsatisfactory, and if ao,

state the reasons V

" III. What ay.item of affiliation would you consider

most satisfactory witli special n ference to the following

points: (I.) The nrvie of securing an e(iual standard

of education. (2.) Che principle of the apportionment
of funds from puhlic sources. (3.) The exercise of Uni-

versity powers by iho ulliliated (Julleges. (4 ) The com-
position of the (ieneral University Board." ?

The Commissioners addressed the same ques-

tions to the Senate of the Toronto University,

through the Chancellor. The Senate referred the

question to ii Committiie to prepare and report an-

swers to tbein. The Globe says the Committee was

packed liy the Vice Chancellor Patton, and names

as members of it, "Dr. Ilyerson, Dr. Nelles, Dr.

McCanl, Dr. Leitch, Vicar General McDonell, Dr.

Lillie, Dr. Willis, &c., all of whom, (says the

Ol<}be) we have ascertained were on this Commit-

tee, though it included three scarcely ever seen at

meetings of the Senate before." All.the gentlemen

thus named on the Committee had frequently at-

tended meetings of the Senate ; and as Heads o f

Colleges, (except Dr. Ryerson) it was important

that they should be upon it. But the Olobe omits

other names which he could, of course, as easily

have ascertained as those which he has given.

The names of members of the Committe omitted

by the Globe, are—Hon. W. Cayly, Dr. Barrett,

Mr. T. A. McLean, Mr. Adam Crooks. The men-

tion ofthese names would have disproved the state-

ment of the Globe that the Committee was paekeil

in the interest of denominational Colleges against

the Toronto University ; for every one knows

that the four gentlemen just named, together with

Dr. McCaul and Dr. Lillie (constituting a majority

of the Committee) would not do any thing preju-

dicial to the Toronto University. Fairness in the

discussion ol the question, and justice to all par-

ties, required the Globe io mention the names

which he has suppressed^ and the omission of

them argued a consciousness on the part of the

Globe that his case required the use of unfair means

in order to success. The Committee, after long

discussion and deliberation, agreed unaninumsly

upon the answers to be reported to the questions

of the Commissioners. The report of the Com-

mittee was as carefully considered by the Senate,

as it had been prepared by the Committee. The
members of the Senate present at the final meeting

when the report was adpted nemine amtradicerUe,—
first clause by clause, and then as a whole, (on

motion of Dr. McCaul, seconded by Dr. Ryerson,)

were as follows, as recorded by the Registrar

:

" The Vice Chancellor, Rev. Dr. McCaul, Rev. Dr.

Willis, Rev. Dr. Ryerson, Mr. Jones, Dr. Barrett,

Mr. Thomson, Mr. McLean, Dr. Smith, Mr. Crooks,

Rev. Dr. Nelles, Rev. Dr. Lillie, Vicar Gen. Mc-

Donell, Rev. Dr. Leitch, Rev. Dr. Jennings, Dr.

Wilson, Mr. Cockbum, Mr. Cayley, Dr. Croft, Mr.

Cherriman."

The Leader makes'no mention of any thing done

by a Committee of the Senate, or by the Senate

itself, on the quebtion of affiliation; and the Globe

omits the names of the lay members of the Com-

mittee, and also the names of more than half the

members of the Senate present when the Report

of the Committee was adopted. Now, the unani-

mously expressed opinion of the Senate on the

subject, in answer to the febote-quoted three ques-

tions of the Commissioners is as follows :

—

" I. The Senate ate of opinion that it is desirable to

have one University Board lor Upper Canada, which
may be designated 'The University ofUpper Canada,' to

which certain Colleges, such as arc hereinafter stated

should be affiliated.

"Among the advantages of this arrangement may
be mentioned : the fixing of the value of degree*.


