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tised hand shown in the recent modification of the cur-
riculum of the Utiversity of Toronto in this particular,
as well as the exceeding anxicty of its anonymous
supporters in the press to get full credit for the change
and all its conscquences, whilst the ink of the new
statute is yet scarcely dry.  The somewhat startling way
in whi.h the principle of “theological options” is ap-
plicc . tooks more like a sop to the theological sclleges
than a real attempt te Christianize the general curricu-
lum. Longer experience may, however, be eapected to
give further light for ti:e guidance of the Senate in such
unknown regions, and, meaawhile, with all sincerity, we
may congratulate the P.ovincial University upon the
abandonment of its traditional policy of ignoring the
Christian Revelation as unworthy of a place amongst the
subjects of a liberal education, and the adoption of at
least the principle fo: which Trinity has so long con-
tended.

(2) The principle of 4 confederation” as opposcd to
“absorption” must be frankly and sincercly adopted.
Any attempt to bring about ultimate absorption under
the guise of confederation, by placing University College
ir « position of unfair pre-cminence in the new Univer-
sity will be absolutely fatal to the scheme. The addenda
of the Corporation upon this head, no. only, as the Week
remarks, “in no way conflict with the principle of the
scheme,” but embody the only way in which this “ psin-
ciple” can be practically and fairiy carried out Of
course the questions which arise in regard to the rela-
tion of the several confederating Colleges are full of deli-
cacy and difficulty, and it could not be expected that the
Conference would in its memorandum deal finally or fully
with them all, but it is important in this connection to
note that in no casc do the conditions of Trinity cmbody
a dcmand whick Had bzen rejected at the Conference.
The simple fact that the governing bodics of Trinity and
Victoria have independentty araved at conditions, which,
althoagn differing widely in form, are practically almost
coincident, corrobarates stronzly the conclusion almost
universally expressed by impartial onlookers, that no
University in Ontario could, with any sclf-respect, con-
federate upon other terms. it must be very galling
to the authoritics of a University which is never tired
of boasting about the widening and liberalizing in-
flucnce of its system; to notice the petty narrow-
ness of view which marks the vroductions of the
anonymous defenders of the Uuanversity of Torento in
the press.  Onc learned “ organ” secks to allure us with
the prospect of becoming the leading theological board-
ing-housc in the Qucen's Park, and in the stive breath
cxhorts us to cmulate the Jreatness of Oxford by so
doing. Surcly the distinction between a* College” and a
* boarding-housc” is not. too recondite for our contem-
porary to grasp, or does it imagine Oxford 2o consist of
thealogical baarding-houses grouped round a central Arts
College? A correspondent, who rejoices in the dignity

of ¢ Curator,” whilst denouncing the chief features of the
new scheme in strong terms, as an “ absurdity,” “ a dan-
gerous experiment,” etc, yet finds counterbalancing ¢ ad-
vantages from a public point of view” in the “increase of
tne state-teaching body,” the number of professors being
raised to “about twenty-five” Has it ever occurred to
“ Curator” that we have already in the several Univer-
sities of Ontario a staff of at least thirty professors of as
much eminence as any we can hope to get in the new
University. True, some of thesegentlemen mist plead
guilty to the fatal indictment of not belonging to the
state faculty, 7. ¢, they do not cost the country a dollar
for the educational work they do, but after all iv is pos-
sible thav this may not appear so capital an offence from
* a public point of view,” as it does to “Curator.” [t is
clear that the aspirations of “ Curatdr” and his friends
are stmmced up in keeping Toronto University as nearly
as possible just as it is,and drawing indcfinitely upon
the public purse to give to the “state teaching faculty”
the monopoly of supplying University cducation at the
lowest possible price.  Such a programme is intelligible,
although it hardly possesses the merit of novelty, but it
is far as the poles asunder from the aspirations of
“ Bystander,” for the founding of a new Oxford upon
Canadian soil.  Clearly, at this rate of progress, we need
be in no great haste, as it will take men of the stamp of
“ Curator” years to understand the first clements of the
schems they criticize.

(3) The State must prove itself ready to provide the
necessary funds for starting and cquipping the nev: Uni-
versity in a thoroughly liberal way. We quite endorse
Principal Grant's view, but if the country is to gain
another Oxford by the rcadiness of the other cenfeder-
ating Universitics to incur considerable risk and make
large sacrifices to this end, it is altogetter unworthy to
*haggle about the bill.” In good sooth, if the State will
not bear the necessary large initial cxpenditure con-
nected with the removal of the various college buildings,
ctc, no college would be insanc cnough to waste its
own trust funds for such a purposc; in fact any college
that did o would havc the satisfaction of presenting
University College with more than it has ever asked for,
whilst itsclf losing the greater part of the funds it
possessed.

Fortunately the common scnsc and justice of the com-
munity has been strong cnough to prevent any would-
be oppanents of *compzasation™ from making them-
sclves heard, and the claim of the Corporation on this
head has received nothing but support even from unex-
pacted quarters.  Case should also bz taken to'secure
that thc cndowment of the new University should be
made over in ] capital sum, and not be depeadent upon
an annual Parliamentary vote, liable at any moment to
bz ruthlessly cut down for the purposes of a politicalscry.

We trust that our graduates and benefactors through-
out the Province will give tc the action of the Corpora-
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