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of various impediments, the institution was not opened for
the admission of students until June 8, 1843, From that
date to December 81, 1849, it was conducted under the
Royal Charter, as amended by the Provincinl statute.

The amended charter, however, was still fur from giving
satisfuaction ; the chief gronnds of complaint alledged were
that, notwithstanding the abolition of the tests required
by the original charter, a Faculty of Divinity had been
established, a Professor in Divinity appointed, and a College
Chapel provided, in which religious services vere daily
performed, according to the ritual of the Church of England.
Difficulties were also occasioned by the existence of rival
schools of medicine ; and these and other gronnds of dissatis-
faction continued to interfere with the successful progress
of the institution.

It was in 1843 that the importantsubject of interference,
by legislative enactments, with the Charter of King’s Col-
lege was prominently brought before the Parliament of
United-Canada. A hill for that object being before the
House for its second reading, Mr. Draper was heard at the
bar on behalf of the University, aud in the very eloquent
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It has indeed been said somesvhere, during tho agitation of this
question, that it is by no means a neccscary deduction from the
Uincip\es of yustice applicable to the subject, that the means of

nivarsity education shoutd b~ provided for all parties in the Pro-
vinco alike. There is an unfairness of which the writer has no
desire to be guilly, in making a most respectable portion of the
community—even though the views of those who compuse it to ba
much narrowed and distorted by self interest—responsible for all
the insolence and folly vented by every voarse-minded or silly
partizan. It is enough to shew that the positicn and proposals of a
party are untenable and impracticable, without assuming that
wherever they are maintained or exhibited, they are connectedl
with a waiit of honorable feeling and principle. And yet we have
heard, from quarters_entitled to respect, references made on this
point to the British Universities, which are admittedly under the
direct control, or paramount influence, of the National Churches.
But between these venerable Instiwtions and King’s College there
is no anulogy whatever. The Universities of England and Scotland
wore placed in connection with the Church Establishments ata
time when the whole population of these countries, with hardl{ an
exeeption, were mombers of the same Religious community. Those
who have since then separated themselves from the Nutional Est-
ablishments, havae done so with their eyes open, voluntarily
abandoning—yea making a merit of abandoning—the benefits of
these Institutions, and with a prond confidence in their own powers
and a loud avowal of their determination, to provide, by their awn

{’ in all fairness, on those who demand that
wall remain as it is—a Church of England

speech which he delivered on that occasion, may be found
almost all that could be said, and has been said since, on
that side of the question. We will, therefore, quote o few
extracts from the learned gentleman’s argnment ; but will
preface them by other extracts from a well written pamphlet
published afterwards, at Kingston, wherein the views and,
motives of his adversaries are clearly defined ; so that our!
readers may have before them in their natural order the two
sides of that great educational controversy.

Taking 1t for granted that King’s College in the condition
in which it then stood couid not be acceptable to any other
class of the community, but to the members of the Church
of England, the auther of the pamphlet inquires in what
way the just claims of the majority of the populacion of
Upper Canada, belouging to other reli¢ -ous denominations,
should be adjusted—he says :—

¢ Qne or other of the following
1st. The whole endowment of King’s College being left in the

hands of its de fuclo possessors, the adherents of t

methods may be adopted:

he Episcopal
Church, endowments on an equal scale may be provided out of the
public resources for the remaining three-fourths or four-fifihs of
the inhabitants of the Province.

Or, 2lly. The endowment of King’s College may be divided
amoug the various Retigious denomuations, 1t proportion to their
numbers, to be applie{l’ by them to the endowimnent of sepurate
Universities for themselves.

In either of these ways, justice, (2 desire to do which will surely
ba disavowed by no party,) may be clumsily done, and clamour
may perhaps be allayed. ~But these ends will be gained by deep
injury to the causo of education, and by sowing the certain ceed of
future convalsions. The evil will have been only thrown forwamd
aon the path of time, to prove the misery of other generations.

There are deadly objections common to both of the above men-
tioned schemes. But there is an objection peculiar 10 the first—
that, namely, of an approximation to impossibility. And yet, tet
it be observed, that tho first-mentioned scheme—the leaving of
King’s Collego under the sole and unrestrained control of th.
Church of England, and the endowing other denominations on an
equal scale—ts the onty methad of doing justice to all, which those
who uphold things as they are in King’s College, can possibly
devise or sugaest. Let the question then be asked and aswered :—
15 the Crown or the Legislatare prepared to appropriate a Million
Currency, or lands of that value, say some two or three millions of
acres, for the foundation of separate Universities? The buraen of

unaided efforts, whatever they might require. Nor will any one,
even the most folurant, assert that it was the duty, had it been pos-
sible, of the Legislature, by following them with its favours into
all the devious paths of sectaranism, to hold out a premium ou
division.—Besides—the property of these Insitutions, while in
by far the areater numbey of cases originating not from public but
private sources, has been avamented, in the lapsof ages, to tenfold
its original amount, by benefactions and bequests bestowed b
indwvidoals onnected with the Established Churches, and with
a direct view to the prosperity of the Universities, as also connected
therewith. [n nenher of these points of view are the cases anal-
agzous to that of King’s Colleze. That University was founded as
the great Semiunary of a Province, the vopnlation of which, at the
time of its foundation, was divided into several great religious
seclions, one of which, at Jeast, possessed an equal »ight 10 any
exclusive or pecuhiae favour with the Church of England And
while endowed with a sufficiency for the University education of
the whole country for a century to come~—that is, with atl the Jands
then properly available for such a purpose, and—to a larae amount
—~to the extent of haif its endowment—with propesty destined for
a different purpose—(a fact repeatedly and unanswerably brought
forward by the present Honble. Receiver Geneval of the Province,)
it was, on the representation of a single party among the many,
secured to its use alone. Nor has the section of the communit
which thus obtained the exclusive possession of the only pubiic
University endowment in Canada West, acquired ty any subs-
equent private benefuctions ¢f its members, exceeding the onginal
public donation, 2 new shew of right to undisturbed enjoyment.
We have heard even from us official Advocate, of enly £300 worth
of books contubuted in this way, and of one or twe Scholarships,
the whole not amounting in value to 3 tenth of that which has been
shewn to have been, duting years of inefficiency, wasted and
misapplied.

So mu-h for the right of the Episcopal Church mm Canada to
exclusive endowment for University purposes. If, then, King’s
College is to remain as it is, under the paramount control of that
Churc", it is the bounded duiy of the party demanding to retain
this privilege, 1o show how 1 “can be permitted to do so without
flagrant injustice to others. We have said that the only way in
which this can be done is by the endowment, on an equal scale,
of other Denominations—that is by the approprniation, for new
Umversities, of four or five times the endowment of the Totonto
Umver-ity. Is the Leaislature, then, prepared for this, the only
means of securing the Episcopal Church in undisturbed Vnsscssxon
of that which 1t acquired by stealing a march apon tho rest of
tie community, in selfish disregard of every interest butits own?

But there are objections lying deeper, yet inflnitely more 1mpor-
tant when bronght to light, thun the enormous pecuniary cost, 10
the estabiishm.ent, in Canada West, of separate Umiversitics, by
new appropriations—objections which lie equally sgainst the
second of the schemes above stated, that, namely, of founding other

pointing out the sources from which endowment on this scale is to

Seminaries out of the endowment of King’s College. Let us first,



