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SPEECH
- OF JOHN HILLYARD CAMERON, ESQ.

AT Tag ‘BAB OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, IN DE-
PFENCE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF KING'S COLLEGE AT
~ TORONTO. :

(Concluded from our last.)

We know that, prior to the revolt of the American
lonies, there existed in them many institutions char-
tered and endowed by the Crown; and we also know
that, after the United States became independent,
€S grants came up before the State Legislature and
Preme Courts of that country; we ought, therefore,
tolook into these matters, and eee in what manner
G"itl_ts made by the Crown were treated after the do-
'f“mﬂn of that Crown had passed away; and it; upon
Searching into them, we shall find them respected—if
W& shall find, instead of being diverted from their
"ginal purposes, that they were held inviolable, and
'Q!Cmnly confirmed—how much the more ought we in
u“fi which is still, and which I trust will ever be, a
3“‘i'h'(folony, to respect and conserve them?  If we
Ud that the Legislature did attempt to interfere, but
t the Judicial authority declared that interference

;Zth°k}1ht the Legislature of a British Color._.y wil |
Persist in this high-handed measure? If it has

I declared unconstitutional in a revolted Province,
€0 attempted to be applied to institutions chartered
= Sovereign, every vestige of whose power, it may
fllrly presumed, the inhabitants were anxious to
EStroy  how mach the more is it incumbent upon
s I"lOnourable House to pause before it gives its
'ﬂnctl_on to an act which the Judiciary of revolted
Merica, in a spirit of justice worthy of imitation,
Tefused 1o allow. And such has been the case, not in
Ol€ or two instances, but again and again the Courts
lh.e United States have been found refusing to allow
:".Y Interference with rights and property granted by
'arter from the Crown of Great Britain. Aud when
charters were contrary to the genius of the Uni-

[ Slates, in cases where the grints were contrary to
© 8pirit of its institutions, do we find a dfferent course
Plln!;ed? No! On the contrary, the same rule was
;N'hﬁd to all, the same principle ruled every case.—
g\:\:e Instance, 4 grant was made by the Cr'own of
Cley li;lnds for the support of Protestant Episcopal
"8y in North Carolina; after the revolution, that
f:;g:"”ﬂs at!acked. !)y the Legislature, thc.case was
Itted to a Judicial tribuval, and by a judgment

o the Court it was confirmed for ever. ~ I another
Un;:“c(‘? a charter was granted by the Crown toa
ersity endowed in part by the State; after the
Olution the State desired to interfere and to revoke

e charter, and an Act was passed for that purpose,
'Lthe Judiciary declared it to be-unconstitutional and

- Iu that case, the charter granted by the Crown
-'el:eipecled, although part of the endowment was
Which, 4 tl')e' State, and not all by the Colony under
11t originated.  What stronger evidence can be
'Iou:;red’ what more conclusive precedents than these
the auases? The one was a grant of glebe lands for
Pport of Protestant Episcopalian Clergymen, and
other University; and yet in a country which
'ev:[ngt Great Brilain_, ‘in a country which had just
™ o f':um her dominion, the charters granted by
. VOVereign were declaved to bz inviolable, and the
. le:"itﬂitabli@.hed by the Crown were perpetuated,
Shay) it. al]egl‘ance to 1hat"Crown was renounced.—
Undey be said, wheu the King’s Charter was respected
A ““Ch _clrculuslance:s, that her(:,.where we believe
kﬂy’ae enjoy all the rights of British subjects, the

wh,

Ove

the hay ter shall be taken away and destroyed, alligynless with the consent of the Company itsell.  And

8llts it conferred be trampled upon, and all its

Ll T T
be lf"“'es dashed to the earth?  Surely it shall not
tiog 'd, when Charters of the Crown which a revolu-

Could not sweep away, even in matters of religion,

:i:(,lr_efpect_ed in a country which, in a treaty with
fo I" '1n 1797, declared that its government was not
_"‘? upon the Christian religion, and that it had

. 0 itself any chaiacter of enmity to the laws or
“i‘dgl::n of the.Mahom.ed.au—surely it shall not be
i“g h‘lmt hell‘e‘, in a Ch'rlsll.an country, in a land boast-
k(ro""a"cmcal I.nsmutmns, a Royal Charter was
tedy:d? Let it not be said that in a country re-

. trom the Crown of Iugland, the King's Char-
is'ﬂ.resp.(-_\u?d, and the institutions created by it still
' while in a Province of the British Enipire they
'hes‘v.ept away. Surely it cannot be argued that
“.“ was allowed to remain inviolate in the one

it c‘: ought to be taken away in the other? ~ Surely
co\lmrno" be sa.xd !hat. when it was cunserv'ed in a
fiee. .:/IWhuse lostitutions were contrary to its exis-
¢ ‘; b)at here it should be taken away when its terms
of the C":“(L when the preamb.le and the very clauses
. ollege of New Hampshire, and that now sought
Rentle estroyed, are almost ideutical? ~ Let honorable
“h:';"‘ compare the two toget.hel'-, alfd then point
Uthoy A "Pamy.; _there is no vaiiation in substance,
) ﬂl‘tegr tf}ere 1s in words. The New Hampshire
U oag. cltes, “that considering that the best means
Him U;-I!.itlou be established in our Province of New
King“: ére, for the benefit of said Province;” the
Stapyig ollege Charter declares,_“that whert-aus the
bper émem of: a College within our Province of
youthm'mda’ n P{orfh America, for the educ‘ation
. 1o the Cl}rlsuan religion, and for their in-
'09 n the various branches of science and litera-
%"’hlch are taught in our Universities in this King-
< wo“'ld greatly conduce to the welfare of our said
shi, "¢e"" . The cases of the College of New Hamp-
anq ll"'t’served' in all its rights by a revolted people,
by o Calt of King's College sought to be annihilated
A l‘t? onial Legislature, are in substance the same.
gy 'e:“ of the lands for the endowment of the for-
Breg, € granted by Vermont in 1785, and were of
8hire i: Y€, and others were granted by New Hamp-
We § 1789 and 1807, and were also of great value.
which . ! .ﬂlerefore, in the two charters, two things
Wwh are identical, the preamble of the grants of land;
' ten, lies the difference between the two cases?

Y the Legislature of New Hampshire, desiring
% iy there’ adopted the same language as is made use
bo%“m;l Bill for the same purpose now before this
Leliul.n € House. It would indeed appear that the
a iy .. ore of this Colony are attempting to act upon
e .en ﬁ-.om 'there, and which was there declal:ed
Pese,,:}?lnStl'ut'()'lal' There is also another point
ot ince, the Legislature of New Hampshire
Warg thr:‘l.mented with oune Bill, but it brought for-
i 25 but how were those bills received? The
h"}'ey, Argued by Mr. Webster, one of the greatest
Margh the United States, before Chief Justice
At Of"“d Judge Storey, the latter of whom is the
% 'hi:i;veral stanfiard works of 'le_gal !itelature-—
Quoteq are received as authorities in England,
ang as such by the judges upon the bench—
e Was the judgment which was given by two of
Wag St eminent Judges of the United States—what

€ law which they laid down upon the occasion :

. q;leusc“'emmem has no power to revoke a grant
O Dorgg; own funds, when given to a private person, or
:o"dowmenm" for special uses. It cannot recall its own
el"h, for :hgr‘“m?d to any hospital, or college, or city, or
€ thyy o US€ of such corporation, It is perfectly
Bowey or‘*?y act of a legislature which takes away any
::'P""ﬂtiun ranchises vested by its charter in a private
th c"""‘ols ‘t Or in 1ts corporate officers, or which restrains
w! 10 othe e leglumatc: exercise of them, or transfers
the nhli(r Persons without its consent, is a violation
R:Ins t6 cl,g.mmns of that charter. If the legislature
u; Erant, 4m such an authority, it must be reserved in
tly Sucl res s charter of Darmouth College contains
oy, ? that the""“l"n: and I am, therefore, bound to de-
W in que".e Acts of the Legislature of New Hampshire,
g re ¢, 101, do impair the obligations of that charter,
. "OBSequently unconstitutional and void.”

0

Unconstitutional—how much the more ought we; tted, after a revolution, in so great a degrec

If the Judiciary of the United States refused to
allow any interference, by the Legislature, in a
Charter granted by the Crown to a College, when that
country was a Colony of England, that is a strong
argument to use before a British House of Assembly,
—before the Assembly of a Colony still belonging to
Great Britain, why no legislation should be allowed
upon it here.  Surely it will not be said that I have
nothing to rest upon when I bring forward a judgment
pronounced -upon chartered rights granted by the
Crown half a century before they were impeached, and
then declared to be still subsisting, as strongly, as fully
as ever, although the dominion of the Crown which
granted them had passed away. If it be a strong
argument that a grant from the Crown has been
respected in a revolted Colony, is it not still stronger
when I can shew that where a grant of lands was made
by the State of North Carolina, and that, too, for reli-
gious purposes, an Act, afterwards passed by the Legis-
lature of that State, resuming and annulling that grant,
was declared to be unconstitutional and void, and that
the Legislature at once, desirous of paying 1espect to
those who gave expression to the laws, recalled and
repealed that Act?  When I find a charter granted
by a State, and the endowment by the people respec-

| ouly did the Judiciary declare that the Aew-s e
ference of the Legislature of the State was unlaw{ul,
but the Legislature itself recalling its Act, passed
another declaring all such interference on its own part
uncounstitutional and void—when I find this, I say, is
it not a strong argument in defence of the cause I am
now pleading? When I look upon these cases, have
I not a right to ask a British Legislature not to inter-
fere with property and privileges which the Legislature
of the United States preserved even after its allegiance
was destroved.  Have I not a right to ask that it will
not be done here, even to quiet the popular cry;
because it is better, if' wrong has been done and injury
felt, that both should be endured rather than this high-
handed measure should be allowed to destroy that
given by the Crown—rather than our faith in the
Crown should be shaken.  Who are they who cry so
loud for this spoliation >—who are they? and what
has been their conduct in other lands?  This measure
is called one of State necessity,—that is the tyrant's
plea,—the plea made use of by Mr. Fox, when he
brought in his celebrated bill to destroy the charter of
the East India Company. He gave three reasons for
that” measure: that the charter confarred political
power upon the Company—surely there is none con-
taived in this; that it had abused its powers, aund
therefore that it ought to be forfeited—is it pretended
that it is so in this case? if it is, there is noallegation
of the kind; and that a great and overruling State
necessity justified its destruction.  That the charier
did confer political power is certain, for it gave the
Company the government of the countries it acquited;
that it had been abused was probable; but the great
reason for the spoliation was that which is urged in
the present case, an overruling State necessity. But
did the larliament of England admit this mighty

the Ol¢ Aberdeen College with the Marshall or New  King against Gray, were to the same purpose.  And
Aberden College, the people of Scotland arose as one it was also said in a case in which the City of London
man anl petitioned the Legislature against the pro- | was concerned, that it was out of the power of that«
posed neasure for altering a constitution which had | Corporation to part with its rights. A sinilar case
been gven by Royal Charter to those institutions; | was that of Auais, in the reign of Henry .Vlll. In
and theImperial Legislature refused to do any thing | the Loudon case a quotation was tmade which showed
againstthe wishes expressed by the petitions of the | that in the time of Henry VIIIL it became necessary
Scottis] University. It refused, in relation to those | to procure a legislative euactnient, in order to enable
institutons, to take the course which the Colonial | the corporation of the Knights of St. Jobu of Jerusa- |
Legislaure was now called upon to adopt, with regard | lem to surrender; - their own will not being hrld_m be f
to Kings College in this country. Was it ever urged | sufficient for that purpose. - All the corporation ef |
that the Old Aberdeen University ought to be des- | King's College could have done to meet the views |
troyed, or that the Imperial Legislature could have | expressed in the despatch would have been to surrens
any rigit to interfere with its privileges, merely be- | der their right for the purpase of taking back an
cause tiat body received a grant of public money? | amended charter; grauted like the first to the Chan-
Was itirgued that this public grant made the insti- | cellor, President, and Scholars of the College, with
tution vhich received it a public institution, and, there- | such other provisions as it might have appeared pro-
fore, limle to legislative interference? = There was no | per to grant.  The despatch went on to say, and this
questior that the Parliament of England, being theo- | was a direction which had been carried out by the au-
reticall; omnipotent, might have made any alteration | thority of the College, because they had never given
it pleaed; but, when a bill was brought in for the | their assent to that part of the Lill of 1837 which ve-
purpos of making the alterations to which he alluded, | lated to the granting of divinity degrees; it went on
it had eceived the petitions against the measure from | to say:
the Unversity, and it rejected the bill; and, although “But there is one object to which I must direct your
the Whg Ministry had introduced it, they were out- frlx:t;!:ili‘un,l :nd wh_ighr?'gt: wx;lﬂr:utl fea_lli tlntsu;:_t;c.lalll{n ::t'.']ntrl!)x;
R4 £ve0.by their. apya. sapporters., Dot sstisled permanocmeeg:)anbsl‘istl‘l:le:lri(:l thi i}fllse:ge, u;’)on a secure
w_at losing one bill in the Lower House, the support-| g,,iing of a Divinity Professor of the Church of Eng-
ers of the measure brought another for the same pur- | land. This is a matter of great importance to those of
pose into tre House of Lords; and the Lords also | His ‘Mujesty's subjeets in Upper N(,‘la'nadz.a who Pgh‘?g} to
trew it out. . wid that they were ot swisfed |32 ureh o Entand s Hi o o b
with being defeated i the House of Commions on this | g oop- e protecting it in all parts of his dominions.”
measure, but brought a bill into the Upper House also
to destroy the privileges of the Scotch Universities.
They had made that bill less objectionable than the
first, but yet they were signally defeated, and the Mi-
nistry, on that occasion, was deserted by its friends
and supporters. That wasa good example of the
Imperial Parliament—it had refused to act agaiust the
protest of the Rectoriel Court of the Old Universiiy
of Aberdeen, and against the memorials which were
presented by the other Universities. When the Le-
gislature had found that the authorities would not
consent to surrender the grant made to them by Royal
Charter, what did it do? Did it attempt to force
them to do it, or did it make the grant of so many
thousands annually a reason for forcing them? No:
it did not.  Did not the Universities of Cambridge
and Oxford receive £3,000 a-year cach? But was
that made a reason for Parliamentary interference?

He said that the University had acted upon the
terms of that instruction when it had rejected so much |
of the charter of 1837, as prevented tests being re-
quired before divinity degrees were granted. And
yet the House was tcld that there ought to be no pro-
fessor of divinity at all, when they had the despatches
themselves on their very face contradicting the asser-
ticn. He now came to the University Bill itself. If
nothing more were enacted therein than the provisions
for the erection of an University, the Counsel of King's
Cdlege would say nothing against it ; because it must
be admitted, that the Crown had the constitutional
righi to incorporate any other College if it pleased.
So loug as they were not interfered with, they would
nerer desire to be heard at the Bar of the House; but
it was now proposed to force them to become a King's
Cdlege. The recital of the Bill was as follows :—

¢ Whereas it is necessary to make further provision for
the more general cxiension of liberal education, and for
faeilitating the instruction of the youth of this Province, |

Were. they not public institutions much more thau the
one now under discussion?  Yet the Legislature did
",Ol interfere with lhc}r %'lmrler! fmr lakve uw‘uy their | of all Cbristian denominations, in the various hranc_hes
rights, nor level their immunities. No: it never | of Science and Literature usually taught in a University,
placed itself in such a situation that any corporation | aid to provige for the establishment of a Um\'ezsuy in
or individual could say to it, “ You have deprived us | Which Degrees in Arts and Faculties may be conierred;

P s And whercas, in a Despaich dated the 8th November, |
of our property by a high-handed and unconstitutional |

3 1832, from the then Principal Secretary of State for the |
act, and have thus made yourself a bye-word among | Colonies, it is stated that * the Legislature of Upper Canada |
the nations of the earth. You have taken away by | have already been invited to consider in what manuer the

law that which you could not have deprived us of with | University can be best constituted for the g“"“""l,"‘gm.‘.'. }
propriety. You have done that by law which, in the | tage of the whole society:” Be it therefore enacted, &e.; |
due course of law, you could not have done; and you Ile had to touch upon the preamble, because he was |
have given the sanction of law to that which is against | Counsel against every word of the Bill which affected |

argument? Did the Parliament of Gieat Britain bow
down to this overruling State necessity? Did lhisi
bill, which was intended to destroy the charter of the |
East India Company—then so great, wiih an empire
then extending so far, and now still further—become

| law.”

It appeared, then, that the Presbyterians and | the rights of King's College, and because the pream-
Dissenters had both defended their own institutions | ble contained some important words which would be |
in cases similar to the present, and they ought not, | placed on the records of Parliament, and which led to |
therefore, to say that the Church of England had not | the belief that the Ciown had called upon the House
the right to do so too. Those Churches could not | to ineriere.  T'he University of Upper Cunada woula

alaw? No, it was rejected; it was thrown out, and
the strongest argument used against it was, that it was ‘
an interfcrence with vested rights, with 1ights upon |
which large sums of money had been expended, and
which ir. good faith ought to be preseived, and there-
fore the Legislature had no power to interfere with it,

though all the reasons given for its destruction were
probably true, yet that bill did not become a law.—
And at length when a bill was brought in by Mr. Pitt
to change the charter of that Company, it was with |
the solemn consent of the Company to abide by its
provisions, and to accept it instead of the charter
under which it was then acting. The principle was
there again established, that there could be no inter-
ference on the part of the Legislatmie without the
sanction of the Corporation, although the Corporation
possessed political powers such as were never before
possessed by the Company, and greater than will ever
be possessed by another, although it was accused of
having abused those powers, and although theie was
an overraling State necessity for the change. How
then can we be now told of a State necessity for a
measure like this, in a case where it cannot be applied
with the same show of reason as to the India Com-
pany? It is the vox populi vox Dei—no it is not so,
the wox populi here has nothing to do with the voz
Dei.  We are told that the members of the Church
of Scotland require this alteration—we are told that
the Dissenters require this change—we are told they
will be satisfied if something is done for the settlement
of this question, but we are not told that they will be
satisfied with this bill. I believe they are not satisfied
with it. We are told that wanting this change, they
have a right to cry out for it.  Let us look where they
have themselves been interfered with in other lands,
and let us see how they have borne the interference.
We hear that they declare that King's College is ex-
clusive, and must be thrown open without reference
to religion; and if it were exclusive, which it is not,
let us see how they acted in other lands in like cir-
cumstances. A bequest was left by Lady Hewley for
the benefit of, amongst other things, the poor preachers
of Cinist’s Holy Gospel, which was assumed by the
Dissenters. But the Unitarians were not satisfied
with the disposition of the property, and considered
that, by the declaration in Lady Hewley's will, they |
were entitled to participate in the benefits of the
charity as preachers of Christ's Gospel.  They ob-

turn round and say that there was a difference between | be esiablished by the 1st clause. By the 2nd, the |
the cases, because the King's College was a public in-  Governor-General was dppointed the Visitor. But |
stitution, being founded by a grant from the Crown;  he thougnt the 3rd was of a character which could
because the Universities of Scotland would then be- | never obrain the assent of any legislative body, who |
come public institutions too, being maintained by | desired to maintain the peace and harmony of the Iu- |
grant from Parliamavt.  But, in fact, they were no "stitution, It provides that the Chancellor should be !
wore 8o thau if a private individual had made a grant | an elective officer, to be chosen by the Convocation of f
to an University. T'he House was told, however, that  an University, which Convocation, it was declared by |
the Crown invited legislation on the subject. It might the 13th clause, should be composed of * the Chau-
just as well be said, that a man v ho had made a deed cellor and Vice-Chancellor, and all the Members, the
for the conveyauce of a piece of land, had desired some  University Caput and all other persons holding Pro-
third party to come in and to bring an action of eject- | fe?aorships in the said University, and all persons ad-
ment to turn out the occupant, as that the Crown, mitted therein to the degiee of Master of Avis, or to
baving given up property and vested it in these par- | auy degree in Divinity, Law, or Medicine, and who,
ties, was now desirous of further legislation on the | from ihe time of such their admission to such degree
subject. Would it not be wrong for the Crown to  shall pay the annual sum of shillings, of lawlul
desire such further legislation? Or, was there any | mouey of this Proviuce, for and towards the mainte-
proof that it did so desire it, even if it bad the power? | nance and support of the said University, and shall be
He held in his hand two despatches which the bon. | and be deemed, taken and reputed to be Members of
Attorney-General (West) had laid upon the table, and | the general Convucation of the said University.” = The
from which the House was called on to presume that | House had been told that the bill would have the na-
the Crown desired to interfere in this matter. Ile f twial effect of doing away with the difficulties which
had however, always thought—although, perhaps, the | have so long existed on this subject; that it would
idea was an antiquated one, and inapplicable to these | make a change in the very nature of parties, and that,
enlightened days—that, when any document of that | as far as mankind was affected by its operation, the
kind had performed its part, it was so far done with. | lion and the lamb would lie down together. The very
Now, he thought that the mission of this despatch had ; fascinating piciure had been drawn of the effect which
been already accomplished, and that it could not have \h"Ollld be produced by the bill, when vnder its provi-
any further application. It might be seen that these | sions, all the Colleges would be receiving their proper
despatches contained orders which had been sent to | students within their several doors, for the purpose of
the Governor before the passing of the Act of 1837, | assembling at morning or evening worship. He found,
and, therefore, he contended that their mission had | however, that the beautiful delineation of the picture
been accomplished as far as the Crown was concerned. | Would prove only too much like the deceitful mirage,
But, supposing that was not the case: supposing it to “'rhich offers to the thirsty and wearied traveller a bf““'
be right to presume an intention on the part of the | tiful prospect of refreshment, but which when arrived
Crown to direct the Provincial Parliament in the erec- | at it, he finds to be but the same dry and sandy desert,
tion of an University; what was it that the despatches He feared it would be much the same with the beauti-
said? Did they advise the Government to lay before | ful picture which had been presented to the House of the
the Legislature any measure for altering the constitu- | effect of the bill—at least as far as the convocation was
tion of the College without the sanction of the Cor- | concerned. Auother clause of the bill was of a very dif-
poration? Or did they advise the Government to | ferent natuve, it provided that the Chuich of England
introduce a bill to which the Corporation had not  student should go to his own College—the Methodist
given its consent? They said: { to his—the Presbyterian to his. But with regard to
“Under these circumstances, I am to convey through | the religious instruction of those for whom no College
you, to the members of the Corporation of King’s Col- | was provided and who would not submit to the test
lege, the earnest recommendation and advice of His Ma- required by the Church of England, or the Presbyte-

festy’ - ; i der t .
’}Lﬁ? ﬁg:s:;' :]l;lew(g;; ;::::_ :’I;.eﬁig;.sﬁg:,‘;l::: o?'u[?::erezl : nan, or the other Colleges, he supposed.they. must be
It was a fascinating picture,—

nada, with any lands which may have been granted to lefi to go without any.
them. I persuade myself that the counsels which are thus | a very fascinating one, but he believed it to be all a ro-

tained it, and, contriving to command a majority in
the management, held it for 150 years. It might be |
presumed that having retained possession of it for so |
long a period, that long usage would almost have given |
the sanction of law to that possession. But the Dis-

| ceed to notice the ulterior measures which, upon such a | bers of the council of the University and of all per-

given to that body, in the spirit of the most perfect respect ' mance, not a reality.  T'he 18th clause provided that

for all the individuals by whom it is composed, will not | . ;
3 v A (¢ : b b
be disregarded, and it is on that assumption that I pro- onvocation should be composed of all the mem

surrender, it will be convenient for you to adopt.” | sons occupying the chairs of professors, and of all

senters were not satisfied with their possessing it longer
than 150 years; they thought that a century and a :
halt’s possession of the good things of the charity wes
quite enough, and they filed a bill in Chancery against |
them. The matter came up for decision, and was |
given in favour of the Dissenters.  In spite of the cry |
of liberty, they were not deterred from pursuing their |
legal reniedy to the last, and the result was that they I
turned out those whom they declared to be interlopers. |
And these are they who cry out against the exclusive-
ness of the Church of Eugland—these are they who,
with unclean hands, would write Ichabod upon King's
College, that they may obtain a liberty themselves |
which they denied to others, and which the institution
that they now attack does not in reality deprive them |
of.

The learned gentleman paused for a moment, and
then went on to say : {

When the Church of Scotland was attacked, did
she suffcr her privileges to full to the ground, or the
rights of one particalar University to be removed ?
Did the Universities in the Church of Scotland ever
grant bursaries to any except to those who subscribed
" to the belief of the established Church? No: not a
single person could obtain a bursary except he signed
a profession of faith according to the views entertained
by that community. In Glasgow, alone, could they
be obtained without that form, and then only because
a private individual had founded scholarships without |
reference to the Scottish Church. So that, with all
this outcry against the exclusive character of the
King's College University, the Church of Scotland

|

gave bursaries to none except they were its own sup-
porters. When an attempt had been made to unite l

the Dean ang Chapter of Norwich.  There, although

The advisers of the Crown were not found directing ' persons adwmitted to the degree of M.A., or any other
the Governor of the Colony to recommend Parliament  degree whatsoever in Theology, Law, or Medicine,
to pass a law without reference to King's College, &c., in any one of all the various Colleges; but yet,
and yet one which would deprive it of its property;  the principle of the bill is, that no religious dissension
but, on the contrary, he was to ask the Corporation  or di~cussion shall be allowed to 1ake place; that
volunrarily to surrender its rights. He was to take  the caput, like a boy's debating club, shall admit of
that step which in such a case clearly ought to be the | no religion or politics in any form or shape whatsoever;
first.  Ile was to prevail on the University to give up although the convoeation was to be composed of per-
that which the Crown had granted, for the purpose of | sons of all classes of belief—of the Church of Eng-
giving another charter in lieu. It was a question [ land man with his 89 articles, of the Methodist with
which he must now bring uuder the notice of the | his declaration of belief, and of the member of the
House, whether this Corporation could have surren- | Church of Scotland with his confession of faith.—
dered their lands for the purpose of giving them up Such was the body which was to elect the Chancellor
altogether? Whether they could, without the under- | and Vice Chancellor of the University ; and it ap-
standing that they were to get a new charter, have | peared to be supposed, that the provisions of the bill
surrendered their lands in such a way as to destroy could effectually put a stop to religions diffcrences,
their corporate existence? The law of the land said  and that the Chancellor would never be chosen on ace
they could not do so. Even to enable them to give count of his religions opinions; that there would be
up their charter for the purpose of getting another, it no partizanship nor any canvassing to secure his elec-
wus necessary to get an Aect of Parliament; but it tion by any one religious party—in short that all
would have been impossible for them to have given up  those people would put their religious feclings and
their endowments, unless to obtain a new one con | animosities iuto their pockets, and come together like
formably 10 the terms of the first, that was to say, lambs to elect a Chancellor. This abolition of all
granting certain advantages to the Chancellor, Presi- | the usual polemical rage, animosity and enthusiasm,
dent, and Scholars of the College. The law was, that however, was only to take place as far as the Colleges
corporations could not annihilate themselves, nor give  were concerned, and had no reference to the Univer-
up'lheir corporate existence. The first authority sity, so that the Convocation, if it had a majority of
which be would mention on the point was the case of infidels, might elect an infidel Chancellor in an. Uni-
versity composed of Christian Colleges.  No one
the deed of surrender only specified the delivery of could fail to see that this election of Chancellor
fht Church and the lands and buildings attached, yet,  would give rise to heartburnings and animosities which
in fact, it implied the surrender of all their rights and would tear the Institution to piece- and would light
possessions, and it was held that notwithstanding the up the flames of discord from one end of the Province
transaction, the old corporation remained.  The deci- | to the other, so that the election of Chancellor for

election for members of Parliament.—Then again the
President of wach College was to be pro Viee Chan-
cellory and was to preside at the Assembly of persous
with the title of professor, who were to form the Spe-
cial Convocation for the purpose of granting degrees
in Divinity.  Thus there was to be no religion in the
University—the voice of the Church was not to be
heard within its walls, and the students would be
taught nothing there, but heathen wythology, for
though some of’ the Colleges would belonug to parties
who would take rcligious tests and conform to reli-
gious observances, yet there was nothing to prevent
others from being established which would be were
boarding houses, or at bust schools. Yet this
Infidel University, which was to keep all religious
matters so quiet, and so cool—this Infidel University,
he suid, was; by means of its Pro Vice Chancellors, to
confer Divinity Degrees, and the anomaly would be
established of" an University which recognized no re-
ligion couferring Divinity Degrees by its Pro Vice
Chancellors. It was to be done by a kind of side
wind, instead of being done, as it might just as well
be, by the Chancellor himself.  But in this Universi-
ty, without religion, where the name of God was never
to be sounded and where no religious observances
were even to be perfurined, it was necessary to have
a Pro Vig: Chancellor and to forma Special Convos
cation from each particular College, for the purpose
of granting those Degrees. This plan looked all very
well in theory, but it should be rememhered by the
House that it was something which had never yet
been tried, and that the people did not like to leave
the old high-ways and by:paths, to try new high-ways
and  by-paths, so very different from what they had
always been accustomed to before. Besides these
things, he found, that the Caput was to he composed

of heads of Colleges who would subseribe to the test

of their belief in the divive inspiration of the serip-

tures, and in the Doctrine of the Trinity; but as far
as he was aware there was no provision in the bill to
prevent religious dis-ension arising in that body, or to

prevent religious matters from belng diseussed. It

was true they would not be able to pass any statutes

or laws which would touch the observances of any de-

nomination to which the particular Colleges might

belong; but there was nothing to prevent religious

discussion among them.—When the Board met week

after week, montli after month, and year afier year,—

no, not year after year—because he was persuaded

that with such a regulation the Iustitution would be

dissolved in much less time than a twelvemonth—but

| he would ask whiether when these Theological people,

these Professors of Divinity came hot from their Di-
vinity Lectures, and Theological Classes, no question
of religion would ever arise anong them? It was
impossible to believe it. It was utterly absurd.—
And if that were so, then it became sufficiently plain,
that the Caput would be exposed to be disturbed and
torn by religious discussions; and that the flattering
picture of all these Colleges each worshipping in its
own way would be di~covered to be an illusion. The
very drawing of that picture, was enough to show the
utter impossibility of its real existence; the students
would be coming hot from hearing something said
agaiust Protestants, or aguinst Catholics, or Presby-
terianism, or Methodisin,—hot aund reeking as they
would be, when they met-each other from these lec-
tures, and these remarks, could a better plan be de-
vised, e would ask, for giving power and fierceness
to their animosities.  The Province could adopt no
plan more likely to secure all things which were hate-
ful in religious ¢ontroversy.  Would this bill alto-
gether change the minds of men?  Yet unless their
hearts, and coustitution, and very souls were changed,

therve could be no question whatever that discussious |

would spring up in the hotbed which would be formed,
and that they could be ten times more likely to occur
thao they otherwise would have been. The Ilouse
would inflict an injury on the Province, if it adopted
this principle of centralisation, when in fact the prin-
ciple waich ought 10 be adopted was that of dispersion.
Let the Touse take the only two lnstitutions which
‘were at all like the one now proposed to be erected—

" ]
he meant the Universities of Paris and Loudon, and |
£l

it would find that the principle. adopted there was
that of dispersion. Ceuntralisation would not extin-
guish animosity, but only increase it; and iostead of
the torch being put out by that means, it would
spread into a burning flame.  He had now got
thiough the second clause of the bill and he would
proceed to point out two clauses which were incon-
sistent with each other. ‘I'hese were the 15th and
171h, but the mere inconsistency could be easily reme-
died in that case. In the 22nd clause however he
found a much more serious objection, it ran thus;

“XXIIL And be it enacted that King's College, upon
and after the passing of sny Act of the Parliament of this
Province amending the Charter thereof, shall be and be-
come a College of the said University.”

The 23rd and 24th allowed Queen's Colleges at
Kingston, and the Victoria College at Coburg to be=
come a College of the University of Upper Canada—
ii they pleased to doso. But in those cases the udion
was not compulsory. Why was it, he would ask, that
King's College alone should be compelled to come into
the scheme? Why was not the same justice to be done
towards the Church of England, as towards the
Church of Scotland or the Methodists?  Why was
the option given to Queen's College, and Victoria
Col'ege, while it was denied to poor King's College.
T'his University was to be the kind and tender mother
not only opening her arms to King's College and in-
viting her to come to them, but saying—* Come to
me at once, you must come, for I know it is for your
good, and though I am an indulgent parent, yet if you
do not come I will make you."” This indulgent and
kind motlier, this alma mater, says to King's College,
‘you shall not stay away, let Queen’s College pre-
serve her rights, and Victoria College hers, if either
of them please to do so. But King's College! I
will not allow you to stand out.”  Why, he asked,
was all this?  Because it was felt that King's Col-
lege had a charter, and an endowment, and it was felt,
besides, that unless she were compelled to come into
the arrangement, there would be such a powerful op-
position to the injustice that would be done in taking
away her property, that it might perhaps be impossis
ble to work the bill at all. It was therefore ordered
by the bill, that the Church of England should not
have the option of belonging or not, to an Institution
opposed to her principles. It was said to her,—* It
is true we know your principles,—we know that you
are opposed to infidelity, and we know that you be-
lieve in the Bible, but, notwithstanding that, you shall
and must belong to this Institution whose principles
are totally opposed to yours. Other Colleges have
privileges, rights and immunities, and we leave it op-
tional with them to relinquish them or not, but you,
King's College shall be obliged to place yourself in
this position which_we have marked out for you,
swhethier you desire it orno.  And we will insist upon
this, because we have determined to take away your
revenues, and to confiscate your endowments.”  The
21st clause was as follows: viz:i—

“XXI. And be it enacted, that Upper Canada College
shall be ineorporated with and form an appendage of the
said University, 18 a Royal Collegiate Grammar Schoul,
and be suhjected to the jurisdietion and control of the
Caput thereof, and that the Prncipal thereof shall be
appointed and removed by Her Majesty, Her Heirs and
Successors.”

So that a Church of England School was to be
made the means of preparing the young men of the
Province for an infidel University. He said Church
of Eogland School, because, a Royal Collegiate Grame

sions in the cases of Haywuod against Fulver, and the \ this University would be a worse trouble than the

mar School was necessarily a Church of England

S N ————
Institution,

' where the school was situated; and thet license was
| only given upon such masters taking the oath of alles
giance and subseribing to the 39 Articles. He was'
Jjustified therefore in saying that a Collegiate Gram=
{ mar School must be exclusively a Church of England
| School ; and there was another feature of such a
- School, which was, that nothing could be taught there
. but Latin and Greek, so that this School at Toroutog
i at which mathematics and the other branches of an
| Fnglish education were now taught, was to be re<
| modelled and nothing was to be taught there but
| Latin and Greek. No doubt, however, the people
of the Provinee would be very thaukful that pre=
ficients in Latin and Greek should be sent ititoall
patis of the country. To show that & Grammar
School must be confined in thie manner which he had
described, he would mention the case of the Highgate:
School, which was endowed by Sir R. Cholmoudely,
in the reign of Elizabeth, and in the year'1571. It
appeared in that case, that it had been ordered by
statutes passed by Governors appointed by letters
patent, that the master should be a graduate;, and "
should teach the /A B C and the other branches of an '
English education.  An inforination was filed in which
it was charged that the School had been petverted
from the uses'intended by the founder, and had be<
come a mere charity school, and that by allowing this’
to happen, the governors had abused their trust. It
was shown, however, that in the memory of man the
school had been nothing but a school for an English -
education; but it was nevertleless declared by Lord
Eldon that the school was one intended for teachiug,,
grammar, and must, therefore, be applied according:
to the original intention of its founder. ~But it might
be said, allowing that to be the case, still it by no
means follows that the school ‘should necessarily be
uirder the direction of no master but one who is a
member of the Church of England. ‘That however,
was only adjudged to be the law of the land, ' In the
King agaiust the Archbishop of York, a mandamus
had been issued to the Bishop, directing him to
license one R. W. for a Grammar School at Skepton,
in Yorkshire ; he put in as an answer, that R. W. had
refused to be examined, and that he relied on the
cavon law, as well as on' a degree given in the time of'
James L. The result had been, that the master was
obliged to be licensed according to the form he had
already mentioned, that is to say, he had to subsecribe
to the oath of allegiance, the 89 articles, the cations
of 1603, and the liturgy, As a Collegiate Grammar
School, therefore, must be a Chureh of Fugland school,
why make this school at Toronto one of that descrip=
tion, at the same time that it is intended simply to
prepare people to enter the University. It was not a
subject of complaint that this school would be a
Church of Eungland school, but it was complained of)
that the boys should be compelled to learn Latin and
Greek.  1f that was not intended, he could not imagine
what the intentions of the authors of the bill could be,
but he had no doubt it was intended, because he had
too good an opinion of the high legal abilities of the
framer of the measure to suppose that he would have
put the words, Royal Collegiate School, into the bill,
without considering fully the meaning of them. e
was quite sure that the learned gentleman to whom
he had alluded knew quite well that this must mean u
Church of England institution, and a school for the
instraction of boys in Latin and Greek. The Upper
Canada College would stand in a very different po=
sition after the passing of this law, from that in which
it stands at present. It had now a master who did
uot belopg to the Church of England, and pupils whoe
| did not belong to that Church. He belicved that
[ there would be just as many, perhaps more, scholars,
if'the school were confined entirely to the Church of
England 5 but that would not be the ease unless they
were taught, as they now are, not Latin and Greek
exclusively, but all the branches of an English educa«
tion, and unless they received mathematical and all
| other instruction necessary to give boys a good foun=
| datiow for an University course.  Therefore the Upper
Canada College school was now in a better position
| than it would be after the passing of the law, though
| not in so good a one, according to his opinion, as if the
| distinctive characterof a religious institution were given
|it. The 25th clauseauthorized anybody tohave a Col«
| lege in the Uuiversity, no matter whether they were
! christiaus or heathens, so long as they could only obtain
| a Royal Charter, and any College which might have
| fifteen students, would be entitled to £300, and any
which might have fifty, would be entitled to £1200
a-year, Now it seemed very extraordinary this should
be proposed to be done, with an income which it was
calculated by the hon. and learned gentleman who had
charge of the bill, did not exceed £8000 per annuin.
It was impossible to say how many Colleges would be
chartered, and would thus obtain the right to begome
Colleges of the University. The University would
require £6000 to carry it on as an University, so that
there would be no more than £2000 to divide among
all these Colleges, and to pay the Theological Profess-
ors of the Church of England, the Presbyterians and
the Methodists, and any others who might come fors
ward hereafter. It might indeed be answered that it
was not to be presumed that Royal Charters would be
{ grauted to every body who might apply for one. But
| let it be recollected, that one of the great benefits of
this beautiful Act consisted in its being intended for
| a final measure, but who could tell but that other
' bodies might apply for charters, and having applied®
for them wight obtain them, Besides, he would ask
| what was the main reason for the bill being proposed,
“unless it were to give satisfaction to all parties in the
Province, and to furnish means of education for all #
- 1If other people then apply.for charters and are refuscd,
could it be argued that satisfaction would be given in
such a manner? No: the ery would be heard again,
and then there would again be an excitement caried
on throughout the Province, and then there would be
another alteration of this final measure. After the
University had received its £6000, no one would say
that much would be left to divide among the rest,
| Yet it could not he supposed that there would not be
other applications for charters, because as to a mere
commercial speculation, such an application would be
a very good one, since a charter could be procured at
an expense of £700 at the utmost; be believed it
wight be got for £500, and every body would be for
getting £300 per avnum at an outlay of £700 capital.
Lookivg at it as 8 mere investment for money, the
speculation would be a most profitable one. Tlhe
30th clause allowed professors to retain the position
now occupied by them, at the discretion of the Visitor,
The clause deprived Professors of the rights vested in
them, unless the Visitor chooses that they should
remain there, and that without any reference to the
position which they hel'l at present or their right to
continue. If any one of themn were obnoxious to the
Goveruor, the Governor would have the power to pre+
vent him from retaining his position. He said, that
‘ ought not to be the case. lle contended, that after
the University was erccted the Professors and the other
members of the present institution ought to be con-
tinued, without reference to the Visitor, except in so
far as he should have the right to remove them in the
manner appointed by the other clauses of the bill.
He thought that this interference with vested rights
was wrong and unconstitutional. We come now to
the bill for altering and amending the charter of King's
College—that bill which declared that King's College.
 should no longer stand in the potition which it vow
| occupics under the Royal Charter, or under the Aet of
1857. It was provided in this bill that the Council

The masters of it must be persons who '
had obtained a license from the Bishop of the diocese .
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