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"'""'. '''•" \^'^ ^^^" '^ I'rofess«r iultr iK^th re^ffincs, said very clistinctlv, "I d« not tliinl- tJ V f
^

similar terms, Professor Leslie sai.l "Tl,.. *1 * u
I niversities should bear no 'eccresilstlcal r uiSs^btit they should seek to disseminate the measure ofhterature and science which is most valued and to dothis in the most effective manner." This is the tonevdiich pervades the whole of the evidence p?[„dpa5

iidimeAt^
'''?^ Churchman, but a man o? clearjudgment, went so far as to say that he could see no

or^'fV " % '\' Professor of Old Testament Criticism

As Z'Z ^^-^^^T"^
^"''^'^"^ ^^i"ff a laymanAs further marking the separation of the Universi-

that trp^' "^^T^^ '^' Commission of 1858 decidedthat the Principal should be a layman and in KHinburgh Sir David Brewster became^Prim /mf a"^ waJ

^^m^lurner, who at present occupies this chai.

fW ' \"^l-'
^"^ ^^^^'^ ^^'^t ^as been the HPect ofthese great changes in the constitutions of thr otch

yoX"^!,'''"
^"^ '^''' separation from the Chi n'odoubt there were srme in the Assemblv of tblished Church who bemoaned this separation h. t^e

mT./V^'
Assembly of our Canadian Church, pre!dieted the ruin of the Universities. On the cont Inthe growth of the Scotch Universities has since 2^

S. the Scotch li niversities had lost sigM .4

mZ.^llT, ""^^"'i'^^^f
'^"'^ educational establii*-ments had descended below the requirements of tkt


