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possible, to a Canadian and a Queen's
graduate.

The question is a delicate one and
we would hesitate to touch it, did we
not feel that there is a wrong impres-
sion abroad which needs correcting.
The matter has already : been some-
what aired in the press, but the part
taken by one. or two papers at least
has rather served to strengthen the
Aeeling that 4 serious wrong has been
done the great body of Queen’s gra-

duates. An article in the British
Whig on the day on which the ap-

pointment aq made states Dboldly
that the Queen’s man who had made-
application “wag ynfortunate in being
a Canadian, A stranger had more
cha'nce." In the same issue an edi-
torial heade “Canadians at a Dis-
count” says, hay the influences which

told in fou
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saymg that Queen’s trustees are
unworthy of trust, or that they have
. an unreasoning antipathy to Canadi-
;]111; and - Queen’s graduates. The
- & 18 surely ahsurd. The appoint-

€y cast a slur ypon the -
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ment was made as usual by the local
trustees. Their names are well known
and far above reproach. It has long
been recognized that they have the
good of the university at heart. Fur-
thermore, they are nearly all Canadi-
ans themselves and not at all likely to
be prejudiced in favor of a stranger.
Queen’s has trusted her trustees much
ere now, and they have always prov-
ed worthy. It is unkind, to say the
least, to hint, at this late day, that
they are ill intentioned or biased. It
1s more reasonable to suppose that
knowing -all the circumstances they
acted in the best interests of the uni-
versity. ,
Naturally Queen's graduates would
rather see one of their own number
honored, and there is little doubt that
the trustees would rather have ap-
pointed a Queen’s man. Their ac-
tions in the past have shown this. A
glance at the university calendar can-
not fail to prove it. In Divinity, out
of four professors, one is a Queen’s
graduate. In Arts there are in all
nineteen professors, assistant profes-
sors and lecturers. Nine of these are
Queen’s men. In Science there are
seventeen, seven of whom are Queen's
men. In Medicine all but two of the
professors are graduates of the uni-
versity. -There is surely no reason to
complain if occasionally the trustees
go outside the college for new blood,
especially when there is almost abso-

lute certainty that the new blood will

add strength to the old stem.

As for “Visitor's” letter in a later
number of the Whig, stating that the
“ear-splitting accent” of Oxford and
Cambridge men makes it impossible
for them to speak German and
French correctly, it is too absurd to
require comment,




