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THH OHURCH GUARDIAN,
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man should be selected for the purpose, and.
ample time given, in which he might prepare
an address worthy of the occasion.

It seems to me to bo utterly unwortby of an
educatiopal institution of asuy pretentions to
fritter away an evening in self gratuldtions
over 8ome temporary triumph, and irrelevant
spoeches, while the great ficld of edueation and
‘principles of instruction are ignored. A coun-
voeution is suppoted to be an us-embly of the
most learned of the community, and all the de-
tails ot such an assembly should be carried out
on that assumption.

"Wore this done I am convinced these convo-
cativns would bo 1ar moreinteresting to educated
men, and more profilublie for the College.

Jaoonus.

1oth ©ct. 1889,

DEGREES IN DIVINITY,

Sir,—It is greatly to be regretted that the
Synod was apwilling to sllow sny discussion
into the dersils of the Cunon on Divinity
Degroes. Provost Budy seems to be under the
impression that auy errors or omissions can be
amonded swhon Lhe Canon comes up for Confirma-
tion st the next Synod, but I am afraid that he
wiil fiud bimeelf mistaken. At sll events
when I endeavored o adopt a like procedure the
Synod betore last, 1 wus ruled ouat of order by
the present Prolocutor, and in this [ believe he
was supported by the late Spesker of the
House of Commons, go that one may consider
the question us finully decided, although I must
confess that L siill adhere to my original
opinion, It is not my intention to offer any
verbal criticisms on the Cunon in question.
My opposition to the Canon is tounded on the
beticl that, sy drawe, it will not have the effect
of carrying out the object that the framers had
in view viz: to prevent the lowering of the
Standwd of the Degree of D.D., and at the
stmealime {0 suggest 1 practical solution of the
vexed queslivn relatiog to Text Buoks. With
respect Lo the Degree it seens to me thet the
Cauou in question maust infallibly result in
lowering of the standard by the proposed cur-
viculom. In the first place Hobrew is not
mude obligatory at ull, a d, tor 10 years at ail
events, only such & smatiering of Latin and
Greek as is necessury for passing & Matricola-
tion Ezamination. Now thie might be well
enough for apy ordinary degreo, but when we
consider that the Degree of Doctor in Divinity
is or ought to be the highest degree ihat can
be awarded by sn University, snd is intended
to impress upon the outside world that the
bearer ot such Dogroe is fully grounded in sll
matters connecled with Theology, it doss seem
thut 88 & & sine qua non the graduate shoald =t
least have s thorougn knowiedge of the
language in which the Suriplures are written.
Thun ugain as regards the suhject of examina-
tion, the only obigatory exsminalion on the
sevoral branches ot Theology is that of the
primary examination for the B.D degree. In
all the uther cxuminalions the cundidaie has the
option of choosing which group he desires to be
exumined in, snd might, if 50 disposed, select in
euch caeo that of Apulogetice—with 8 Litile Greek
added. Now althuuga Apologatics is & very
intereativg branch of Taoeology snd one in
which, partioulurly st the present time, every
clergyman shouid be thuronghly grouuded; one
would hardly consider thut proficiency in this
one branch aione was suffisient to entitle a
man to uffix D D. aiter his name. And as the
option is given aven to University Graduates to
avail themselves of the Motropolitioal degree, 1
am ufruid that practicaily it will be found that
even University caudidates for the degree of
D.D. will avall themselves as is only nutural
of this ea:y method of atiaining their degree
whict is thus opened to them, particnlarly a8
it will rank on zn equal standing with the
Uuiversiry degree and will have the imprima-
tur of the whole Church in this Kecleswastical
Province ; and consequently I cannot feel so

sanguine #s Provost Budy that the Universitios
will not be injuricasly nffvcted ; aud therefore L
consider thuat the tending of this Canon will be
ultimutely to lower the standard of all D.D.
degrees.

Then again a8 to lhe vexed question of Text
Bioks. 'The plan suggested by the Canon
seems to me to be wanting in fidelity, and
most uitimately leud either to a desdlock or
else to & compromise which would bs unworthy
of our Church, and whish certainiy should not
secure its imprimatur, Perhaps I can make
my view of the matier clear with the aid of an
example. Take for instunce the gnestion of
Apostolioal Snccession, The Church as a
woole oonsiders this as & Divine institation,
but there aro certain members of our Chureh
who consider it as merely & matter of Charch
orgunizution ; sud suppose that one of the
interested colleges should favor thia latter
view. Now wher the question of & Text Book
treating on the subjeot vame up s celloyge hold-
ing these views would maturally objeot and
rightly too, to their students being exumined
1n a work whioch tuoght views on this subject
d-smetlrically opposite to their owa. ln:this
case the Text Book objucted to would have to
be temporurily withdrawao and another sub.
suituted for it. Now this secend or suny sub-
stquent Text Book must necessarily either
tenoh the sume dootrine or that alroady objected
1o, in whioh ouse the college would be com
pulied to objeot sgain sud again, or else it must
omlit the subjest allogether or treat it in
accordance wita the views of the College, nud
then of course the Cullege 1 question would no
longer object. Now this latter course I feur
would be the one most likely to be adopted by
the Board of Examiuers for the sake of pouce
snd harmopy. Indeed such 4 course soems 10
hive been in the minds of the frumers of
this Canon when in the Zad par. of clawsoe IlL
they apeak of two Text Books being ap-
pointed as alternative subjssts. If on the other
band the mujority of the Board of Examiners
persisted in appointing two Text Boks ench
vontusining the doolrine objicled to; is it in
boman natare to suppose that the Cullyyge after
huving twice formally rejsoted them, would
guielly scquiesce in their students boing ex-
amined in this to thom objiotionable dystrine ?
Aod it mnot, their students would necessurily
be unabie to avail themselves of the provisions
of the Canon, and the College in question
would be in statu quo ante and probably begin
o agitate sguin for the privilege of conterring
sach degrees. Aud thos alt the work of the
Committee and the Synod would result in
nothing. At all events whether my sarmises
sre well or ill founded, and no one would be
better plensed than mysslt if they shonld prove
untoanded. provided the Church had not to
sacriive any matter of principle, it must be
sdmitted that it wonld have beon botter hud a
diecussion bven had on their mertts in the
Synod.

Youars traly,
K. J. Hxmuixg,

Drummondville, 16th Oct., 1889.

Str,—I huve jastread Principal Adums' lettor
in apswer to ,uy critivism on the Caoon in
Divinity degrees, as well as Provost Body's
explanations, snd desire to thunk thew buth
for their efforte to elucidate the difficaliies
which presonted themwelves io my mind.
Whilst I sm glad to admit that the measiog
and purport of the Cunun oo some points hus
been made olearer, I fiel bound to maimaia
that the terms ip which the Canon is drawn ap
do not fully warrant the interprotution put
upon them. [fI understand Dr. Adams aright,
ench College and University individunlly names
its representative on the Board of Examinors,
and then the 8ix representalives are formally
recogpized and appointed by each University
and Cullege. This, no doubt, is the intentivn
which the committee meant the prenmble aud
firat enactivg clause to express, bat I sabmit

that it is diffisait 10 read 1his intention in the
words, All that the first enaoting clause layas
dowan is that one representative shall be ap-
pointed from each University and College, but
1t does not declure that he shall be appointed
by his own University or Cullege, The pre-
amble is clear onough, but the enucting clanse
waich follows, the alf important part of a sta. -
tate, is obvionsly ambiguous. That * the Canon
could not make by-laws or regulations for any
of the Colleges " need not huve pruvonted the
Counitiee trom guarding against an interpre-
tation which the terms of the preamble seem to
suggest. - For if the proamble, which states the
rosson and intent of what follows, spesaks of
cach University sud Colloge as appointing the
whole Bosard, surely the inference seems nimost
forced upon us thut the terms following refer
1o the sume manner of appoivtment, The pre-
position from has no canenical signification by
whioh it must nocossurily be held to moean by.
Dr. Adams' expizuation reats upon tho aysump-
tion, ** As the Board is to bave ils members
nominated, ove by each institution,” which I
have no doubt was intended, bat intentions
onght 10 be mudo plainer in 4 Cunon, and this
is 8il I maiowin in sapport of my opioion that
this Canron calls for improvemeoat in its form,

I will not take up your spuos by any length-
encd reference to the ingenions link which
Principul Adams has constracted for npiling
(2) sod (3) without doing violonve to the ordi-
nary prineiples of languuge, but if I withdraw
tho word * sbsurd " us 8 sumewhat exageorated
oxprossion. 1 must yot refuse to accept the
explunation given as naterslly flhowing from the
covtext. The urdinary prima facie viow 18 that
clause 2 relates only to the uppointment of o
ohairmuo, There is nothing else affirmed by
the words, * The Hunse of Bishops appoiat one
of their pumber” ; what is the offi 0 or charge to
which they appoint him ¥ Chuirman of the’
Bourd. If aftor the word * number ' had followed
a member of the Board, D¢ Adams’ contention
would have had more reason 1o jualify it. A
cluase which begius with the intention of ap-
pointing, taiis to fuifil its intention, snd ends
by ¢ pressing the first object for whick the ap-
pointment 18 made would b, I was going to say,
absurd, lLu any case, L irust the form will ba
sliered nt the next Synod, us well a8 provision
macde for & successor Lo the Chairman, which I
um glid 1o see both the Provost of Trinity and
the Principut + f Bishop's College ure agreed in
thinkiug is desirable, Tho suggestion ofered
by Provost Budy fur getting over the diffisulty
without smondment 1 do not think would be
voosistent with the present terms of the Cuuon,
nor do I think Dr. Adams’ proposal to nams s
tempurary chairman appliosble to tho csse in
haod since the Chairman must be 4 membar of
tho House of Bishops and appointed by that
House ut a meeuing of the Provincial Sysod.

I had not overluoked claune 6 of Ssvtion ILL,
but it did not appesr 10 me that the provision
for opo or more sssistant eXaminers woald ne-
cessarily remove the possibility of unfairness.
The exuminator in chief will probably be on
tbe st of the University or College, which is
the centre for holding the exumivation, and
the negistunt may be numed from the sume in-
stitation, There is no seourily, in the natareof
the case, in sach an arrangement, If on the
other baud the examiner in chief oume from
sume iustitation othor than the one he was
specislly interested in there would be every pos-
sible gusrantee thut the oxamination wounld be
vondugted on an equal basis for all,

A A, Vox [rFLAND,

For further Home Field Nuws seo page 14,
Weo are also obliged 1o hold over several com-
munications through want of spuce,

There is & good saying: © That which is
learned early is romembercd luto” Yeouth is
the time to learn texts of Scriptare and holy
things,



