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We continue our nutice of the defence of
Unisenity Reform prepared at the instance
of the Trustees of Queen's College. Without
following the order of its statements, we
shall endeavour to give a concise and cor-
rect vicw of the leading points of the case
as submitted by the defendants.

It is contended :—

1. That a Collegiate education consists
of a training at Coilege as the means, and
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a certain acquaintauce with the higher

branches of study as the end; but the
University of Toronto dispenses with the
attendance at College, and by thus scpa-
rating the means from the end disparages

and weakens the uscfulness of its own Col- |

lege, and makes the end, suppored to be
altained, of a very infirior and questivnable
order. It requires no attendance at Col-
lege, though the costly and magnificent
baddings at Toronto, calied University
College, were crected fur the reception of
students. It has no fixed standard of at-
tasinment in learning ; the present require-
ments {rom its graduates are very low ; and
candidates for University honoars may be
examined on such subjects as suit their
tasie.

2. That the province of a University, in
relation to the work of its Coliege or Cul-
leges is to appoint a uroper curniculum of
study; to fix a standard for the examination
of students; and generally to act as 2 su-
perintending and governing Board. Buat
tne University of Toronto has not exercised
these functions in a manner that should be
considered satisfactory to the country,
or duly respectful 1o the various important
interests involved. It has sewured a Col-
lege for Toronto, but not thereby a system
of Collegiate education for the Province.
For that Colicge it Las piovided impusing
buildings, large revenucs, and a won.ieiful
power of spending money ; bat it is the
only College in the couutry over which
1t has any control, not from the unw.lling-
aerd of the other Culieges to afliliate, for

, they are free to do that by law and iecli-
nation, but because they refuse to be con-
trolled by a University which ignores a
Collegiate education and degrades the
standard of Acalemic learning.  This one
College, thongh situated in a great centre
of country and population, and though, as
might be supposed, specially favoured by
the inflacuce and funds of a University de-
, signed 1o be national, does not compare
advantageously with the other Colleges in
the countiy, in respect of its capacity for
doing work, the amount of work done by it,
' the attendance of students, and the value
| of its degrees.
{ 3. It s the need of the country, and
. chould be its great aim, to have a uational
. University.  This is the esign of the Uni.
vérnity Act of 1853. But the University
of Torunto neither supplies the need nor
satisfies the aim just mentioned. It has
pursuc! a system which has alienated the
other Cu.i! ges. They will not accept it
exam’nations and degrees becaase they are
of an unequal, uncertain, and inferior value.
i They are necessarly dissaisfied with the
constitution of the University Board, be-
cause its members are not limited in num-
tier, and their election is not fixed by any
wholesume princ’ple of election or distri-
bation. In consequence of these circum-
stances the Scnate is apt to b come the
arcna of pulitical strife, and its measures are
Lalle tv assame a detrimerntal party com-
plexion. A University to be truly natidnsl
vught, in & great country like thig to have
all fully equipped and thoreughly working
Cuileges affiliated to it Lut 1o se-ure this
o! ject its composition, government, and in-
fluence, must be attractive and not repul-
sive to such Colleges
4. That a Natonai Universi'y must be
undcnominational—not for the fostering
of seits or the propazaticn of particular
i theulogical opinicne.  But the University
of Toronte, kowever strange the assertion
may scem, is actually more denominational
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