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man should b selected for the purpose, and.
ample time given, in which ho might prepare
an address worthy of the occasion.

It seems ta me to bu utterly unwortby of an
educational institution of auy pratentions to
fritter away an evening in self gratnlations
over some temporary triumph, and irrelevant
speeches, while the great field of education and
principles of instruction are ignored. A con-
vacation is suppsed te be an as-embly of the
most learned or the community, and ail the de-
tails of such an assembly should b carried out
on that assumption.

Were this donc I am convinced these convo.
cations would be jar more interesting ta educated
mon, and more profitable for the Collage.

.hooBU5.
lbth Oct. 1889.

DEGREES IN DIVINITY.

Sra,-It is greatly to be regretted that the
bynod was unwilling to allow any discussion
into tha doenils of the Canon on Divinity
Degrees. Provost Body seems ta bu under the
impretision that any errors or omissions can b
amended when tieCanon cornes up for Confirma-
tien at the axt Synod, but I am afraid that ha
will fluid himtulf mistaken. At ail avents
when I endeavored to adopt a liko procedure the
Synod bteore last, i was ruled out of order by
the present Prolocutor, and in this I believe h
was supported by the late Speaker of the
louse of Communs, so that onu may cousider

the question as finully decided, although I must
confes that I still adhere te my original
opinion, It is not My intention Lo offer any
verbal criticisms on the Canon in question.
My opposition te the Canon is toundea on the
beilief that, as drawn, it will not have the offeut
of carrying out the objuct that the framers hatd
in view viz: ta prevent the lowering of the
Standaîd oi the Degree of D.D., and at the
sametime to suggest a practical eolution of the
vexed question relating to Text Books. With
respect te tho Degree it secus to me that the
Caunou in questuon must infallibly result in a
lowering of Iha standard by the proposetid cur-
riculum. Il the first place Hubrew is net
made obligatory ut aIl, a d, for 10 years at ail
avents, only shob a àmattering ai Latin and
Greak as is uecessary for passing a Matricula-
tion Examinauon. Now this might be well
enough for any ordinary degree, but when we
cohider that the Degree of Ductor lu Dlvinity
is or ought te be th highest degree that eau
b awarded by an Jniversity, and is intended
to imprets upon the outside world that the
bearer of such Dôgro is fully gronded in ail
mattere connected with Theology, it dos use ra
that as a a sine qua non the graduate houltd at
least have a thorouga knowiedge of the
language in which the Soripturea are written.
Then again as regards the subject of examina-
tien, the only obiîgatory exaaniation on the
several branches et Theology la that of he
primary examination for the B.D degree. In
ali the uther examinationa the candidaLe bas the
option of choosing which group ho desires ta be
examined in, and might, if so dtsposed, select in
eseb case that of Aplogetics-with a httle Greek
added. Nog atbhoug Apologetics i a very
intereting brancti of Teeology and one in
which, particularly at, the present tirne, every
clergynan bhould bu thoroughly grouaded, one
would hardly consider that proficiency in this
one branch alon was suffaient ta entitle a
man ta affix D. D. ater bis name. And as the
option is given aven to University Graduates te
avait themelves of the Mitropolitical degree, I
am afraid that practicail it will b lound that
even University candidates for the degree of
D. D. will avail themselves as is ouly natural
of ibis easy mothod of attaining thair degree
whichi is thus opened te thsm, partionlarly as
it will rank on un equal standing wah the
University degree and will have the imprima-
tur of the whole Church in this Boclsiastilo
Province; and consequently I cannot foel so

ean juine as Provoat Body that the Universitios
will not be injurioasly affoted ; and therefore I
consider that the tending of this Canon will bu
ultimately te lower the standard of ail D.D.
degrees.

Then again as ta the vexed question of Text
Bioks. The plan suggested by the Canon
semas to me ta be wating in fidelity, und
most ultimately led either to a desdiok or
else to a compromise which would be unworthy
of our Church, and which curtainîy sbhould not
seaure its imprimatur. Perhaps I can make
my view of tue matter clear with the aid of an
example. Take for instance the qnestion of
Apostolical uccession. The Church as a
wnoie considers this as a Divine institution,
but there ara certain membera of our Church
who consider it as meruly a matter of Charoh
orgamzation ; snd suppose that one of the
inturested colleges should favor thiis latter
view. Now wher. the question of a Taxi Book
treating on the subject came up a college hold-
ing these views would naturally object aund
rightly too, ta their studente being examnined
in a work which taught views ou this subjeci,
dýametrically opposite te their own. ln 'ihis
case the Text Book objected to would have te
be temporarily withdrawn and another sub.
stitutud for it. Now this second or any sub
suquent Text Book musit necessarily either
teaou the same dootrine or that already objectud
to, in whio caseo the college would bu corn
pelled ta objdct again and again, or ele it mut
omit the subjeut altogetcr or treat it in
aucordauce witn ithe views of the College, and
then of course the Collage ie question would no
longer object. Now ibis latter course I foar
would ba the one mot likely tu b adopted by
the Board of Examinera lor the salie of pace
and harmony. Indeud suci a course seems to
hive been in the minds of the framers of
this Canon when in the. 2nd par. of claue 111
they speak of two TAxt Books being ap-
pointed as alternative subj iots. If' on ti other
band the mjarity of the Baard of Examinersa
persisted in appointinig two Text B ,oks each
containing the docirine objicted to; is it ini
human nature to suppose thaL the College after
having twice formally rejaoted thein, would
quietly acquiesce in their students boing ex-
amined in this ta them objotionable doutrine ?
And il not, tbeir students would necessarily
be unabie ta avail thermselves of the provisibs
of the Canon, and the Collage in question
would be in statu quo ante and probably begin
to agitate again rer the privilege of conerring
such degrees. And thus ail the work of the
Committes and the Synod would resiult in
nothing. At ail events whethar my surmises
are welt or ili founded, and no one would be
botter pleased than mysulf if they shoald prove

*untonded, provîded the Church lad not te
sacrifias any matter of principle, it must be
admitted th~at it would have beau btter had a
dîscûission been had on their marits in the
Synod.

Yours truly,
E. J. HEMMING,

Drummondville, 15th Oct., 1889.

Sia,-I have j ast read Principal Adams' letter
in answer to iiy criticiasm on the Canon in
DLvinity degrees, as well as Provost Bhdy's
explanations, and desire ta thank ther buth
for their efforts to elucidate the difficulties
which presented themselves ta my mmd.
Whiist i am glad to admit that the meaning
and purport of the Canon on sume points bas
been made clearer, I tiel bound to maintain
that the terme in which the Canon is drawn up
do not fully warrant the interpretation put
upon them, If I understand Dr. Adams aright,
each Collegeand University individually nanes
its repreeentauve on the Board of Exaninra,
and ihen the six representatives are formally
reoognized and appointed by each University
and Culiege. This, ne doubi, i the intention
which the committes meant the preamble and
firat enacting clause to express, but I sabmit

that it is diff5uit to read this intention in the
words. Ail that the first enacting clause laya
down is that une representative shall be ap.
pointed from eaah University and College, bat
it does nat declare that ha shall be appointed
by his own University or College, The pro-
amble is elear enough, but the enacting olause
wnich follows, the ail important part of a sta-
tute, is obvionsly ambiguous. That "the Canon
oould not make by-laws or regulations for any
of the Collages " need not have pruvented the
Committee from. gaarding against an interpre-
tation which the terms of the prearmbl semo to
suggest. For if the proamble, which states the
reason and intent of what follows, speaks of
each Universitv and Collage as appointing the
whole Board, surly the interence seais almost
forced upon us that the terms following refer
t the asmie mainer of appointmenit. The pre-
position froa bas no canonical signification by
which it must nocessarily bu beld ta mean by.
Dr. Adams' explanation resta upon the assump-
tion, " As the Board is te have its members
nominated, one by each institution," which I
have no doubt was intcnded, but intentions
oeght to be made plainer in a Canon, and this
is ail I maintan iu support of my opinion that
this Canon calls for improvemont in its form.

I will not take up your space by any lngth-
ened rofereice ta the ingenions link which
Principal Adams bas construoted for uniting
(2) and (3) ;vtbuat doing violonce to the ordi-
nary priniciples of language, but if I withdraw
the word ' ab1urd " asasume-what exaggurated
expression. 1 muet yet refuse to accept the
explanation given as naturalily flhwingfr-om the
cotext. Toe urdinary primafacie viuw is that
clause 2 relates only to the appointmnent of a
chairman. Thero is nothing aise affirmed by
the words, "The louse of Bishops appoint one
Of their number"; what id the offi:e or charge ta
whioh they appoint him Y Chairman of he
Board. If after the word 'number' had followed
a member of the Board, De Adami' contention
would have had more reason ta jistifty it. A
clause which bagins with the intention of ap-
pointing, fade to filfil its intention, sand ends
by e pressing th'fist object for which the ap.
pointment ûa made wouki no, I wae goinîg tu say,
abaurd. In any case, I trust tre form will be
altered at the uuxt Synod. as well as provisicri
made for a succousar ta the Chairman, which I
am glîd te se bath the Provo5t of Triaity and
the Principal ' f Bishop's Collage are agreed in
îhinkug is deirable, The suggestion olfered
by Prmvost Body for gettiig over the diffRulty
without amendient i do nut think would be
consistent with the present terms of the Canon,
nor do l think Dr. Adarni' propsal te naie a
tempurary chairman applicable ta the case in
hand since the Chairman mat be a mober of
the louse of Bîshops and appointt by that
House at a meeting of the Provincial Synod.

I had net overluoked clause (i of Section I[,
but it did not appear ta me that the provision
for one or more assistant examiners would ne.
cessarily remove the possibility of unfairnssa.
The examinator in chief will probably be on
the staff of the University or College, which is
the centre for holding the examination, and
the assistant may b named from the same in-
stitution. Thora is no acourity, in the natureof
the case, in snch an arrangement. If on the
other band the examiner in chief came from
some institution other than the one he wu
specially interesed in there would be every pas.
sible guarantee that the oxamination woud be
conducted on an tqual basis for ail.

A A. VoN IFflAND.

For further Home Field Nowa hse page 14.
We are aiso obliged to hold over soveral com-
munications through want of space.

Thora is a good saying: " That wbich la
learned eady is rcmembered late." Youth is
the time te learn texta of Suripture and holy
things.
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