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ABSTRACT

This study traces the debate over co-education at McGill

Ijniversi;y from its origins in 1882 until the opening of the Royal .
Victoria College in 1899. At the centre of this debate was the
disagreement between Sir William Dawson, Principal of McGill and '
a strong z;dvocate of separate education for women, and Professor
John Clark Murray, an outspoken defender of co-education. .Their
argument, which:aroused considerable interest in the question Qf
higher education for women within the small Anglo-Protestant com-
munity of Montreal, can be well documented from the University's
records, private correspondenceq and the public press.

Although McGill's solution to the question of the admission of
women, the creation of a separate women's college, was not typical
of what took place at other Canadian universities, the debate at
McGill did reflect all the major concerns being expressed almost .
simultaneously throughout North America and Britain about the
question of higher education for women. The McGill debate thus
provides an interesting case study and also raises br\oader questions
as to women's role within the patriarchal structure of nineteenth-

century society.
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RESUME N

»
Cette étude suit le débat qui s'engage en 1882 a l'ﬁniyersité
McGill au sujet de 1l'éducation féminine, jusqu'a 1'ouverture du College
Royal Victoria en 1899. Au coeur de la discussion se trouve le

désaccord entre Sir William Dawson, recteur de l'université et

. soutenant avec force 1'option d'une éducation séparée des femmes, et

John Clark Murray, professeur i la méme université et champion.

tout aussi véhément de la co-éducation, Les archives de l'Université,

certaines lettres privées eé la presse de l'époque nous permettent de

suivre en détail leur dispute, qui suscita au sein de la petite com-

munauté anglo-protestante de Montréal un vif intérét a propos des

* études supérieures pour les femmes.

¢+ Quoique la solution de McGill au probléme de l'admission des
femmes a l'université—Ila création d'un collége séparé—ne soit pas
typique de la situation dans les autres universités canadiennes, le

débat a McGill refléte toutes les considérations soulevées par

. I'ouverture des études supérieures aux femmes, considérations qui

étajent a 1'époque débattues partout en Amérique du Nord comme en
Angleterre. Le débat a McGill sert donc d'étude de cas, tout en
soulevant des questions d'ordre plus général, quant aux roles réservés

aux femmes dans la structure patriarcale de la société du dix-

neuvieme sieécle, -
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PREFACE

fe, This study of the debate over co-education developed from

an inter;ast in women's history, particularly women'sleducational
history. My p’w‘n m;dergraduate experience as a student first at a
large Ca;ladian co-educational university and then at a much smaller \_’
American women's college, first sparked my interest in co-education,
As my research prog)'essed, I\concluded that the debate over co- »
education had raised/ nearly all the important questions concerning
‘the role of women in the late nﬁiete;m;h century, and that'a study of
this ‘debate, even at a single institution, Ecould provide a useful frame-
work for an examination of some of these questions. o

_ Like every graduate student, I have amassed a lot of debts
in the course of my work. My earliest are to Katherine Lamont and
John Cairns, who first interested me in the study of history. I also ;
want to thank my director, Carman Miller, for hisl continued patience
and support throughout the long development of this study. I am equally
grateful to an old fr?eﬁd, Alison Prentice of the Ontario Ihsttt\ute fc;r
Studies in Education, ;nd to Chad Gaffield of Victoria University, fqr
their help and encouragemenL

Faith Wallis and Brian Owens of the McGill University

' Archives gave me invaluable and consistently good-humoured assistance
as did my mother, Agnes Armstrong, who helped me to decipher Sir
Wimani Dawson's almost illegible handwriting. Margaret Bleiix:g

showed her usual meticulous care in typing the final version for me.

v
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Finally, I want to acknowledge the financial assistance I
received from the Department of History at McGill University, which

awarded me the now defunct Research Fellowship in the History of

McGill, .
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CHAPTER 1
THE CONTEXT

Canadian social historians have recently shown considerable
interest in both women's history and the history of educati;n in Canada,
Héwever, this has not yet been extended to the question of how women
gained access to higher education in Canada, This is an understandable
omission, The women who entered Canadian universities in the later
decades of the nineteenth century belonged to a tiny elite; anything even

approaching open access to highér education for men or women from

different class or ethnic backgrounds was delayed until aﬁer World
War 0 and beyond. I Thus the topic has had little appeal to the growing
number of social historians studying the role of class in Canadian
history. Many Canadian women's Ihiséorians are also more concerned s
with the experiences of working class women: Meanwhile, the historians

AY
looking at Canadian education have tended to concentrate on the develop-

ment of the public elementary and secondary systems. It is only very
recently that there have been a few studies on topics such as the opening !
. of the professions to women and the role and problems of women as
te::tcher:’:z.2 |
However,.the fact remains that in the 1880's women did finally
gain access to higher education, and, although often very unevenly,

have continued to expand their roles in universities and the professions

ever since.3 How they took those first steps is therefore of historical
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interest. Unfortunately most of the existing Canadian literature on
higher education belongs very blatantly to what l;as been called the
"congratqlatory" 'school of educational history.4 This is particularly
true of the question of the admission of women to Canadién univer-
sities, With the exception of a few unpublished M. A, theses, most
of the secondary literature on the topic appearsi in histories of individual
universities or colleges, where the administration of the day is usually
congratulated for its foresight and vision in "permitting" women to
enter university. 5 But how far-sighted and liberal were the university
administrators who first admitted women to Canadian universities?

. &4
From the universities' Senate and Board of Governors' minutes, the
private papérs of university professors and administrators, the local
press and student journals of the day, and, where available, the

reminiscences of the first "lady" students, one can see that the

decision to admit women was usually reached reluctantly, grudgingly

’and fearfully. Indeed in one particularly dramatic case (the Queen's

medical school) that decision was quickly reversed.

Although the quest“‘ion of the admission of women “to universities
has received little attention in Canaﬁa, it has been examined by a
large number of historians in both Bxlitain and the United States. 6
Even a cursory examination of this literature reveals that all the
questions raised in Canada were also part of the debate in the United

States and Britain. One of the most controversial of these questions

'related to women's physical capacity for higher education. Even if
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women were seen as intellectually capable, many believed that academic

success could only be achieved at the expepse' of women's physical
development, The most widely known exponent of this view was Dr.
Edward H. Clarke of the Harvard Medical School. In his book Sex in
Education, published m 1873, he argued that women who pursued their
education past puberty would seriously damage their reproductive
systems, since the' enef'gy they devoted to the I?earning -process would
be diverted from their ovarian development. Thus women who went on
to college and university could easily find themselves sterile, 7
Ludicrous as they sound today, Clarke's theories were widely
accepted in both North America and Britain, mainly because it was
already so generally accepted that there were fundamental physical,

mental and hence vocational differences between men and women.,

(3

’ Therefore, although the first women graduates quickly proved that they

were capable of meeting, and often surpassing, their male counterparts .
in academic achievements, the myth that this success was at the
expense of their future physical health and particularly their reproduc-
tive capacity lingered on for decades, and repeatedly cropped up in
the debate over the admission of women to university, Clarke was
oniy one of a series of supposed experts who warned of the dangers

of higher education for women, citing such proof as women's smaller
brain size, their l;a.ck of physical stamina, and their supposed tendency
to nervous disorders, particularly when faced with competition. Even

after women were admitted to universities, these same arguments

—
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continued to influence decisions as to the proper curriculum for women
students, their physical accommodations, and the amount of super-

A
vision and protection which their weaker physical abilities required.8

<

Just as prevalent as the so-called medical arguments against

higher education for women, were the religious arguments, It is !

‘important to remember that the debate over women's education took

place in an almost exclusively Protestant contezicth,~ and that nea;ly
every college or university had a strong religious affiliation, It is
perhaps even more difficult for modern critics to understand the
immense inﬂuence’ of religious questions in the late nineteenth century
than it is for us to acceﬁt the prevailing ignorance of women's physical
make-up. The religious arguments against higher education for women
we;'e often used to bolster the medical arguments, and both were
closely tied to accepted notions as to women's sexuality.

The main focus of the religious ar@ments was again the existence
of divinely ordained differences between men and women. 'It was the will
oi;' God that women should fulfil a separafe, complementary role to that
assigned to men. The most common defences /of this view were drawn
from the Bible, particularly the stories of Creation and the Fall,
Woman was created from the rib of man, to serve as his help-mate
obviously not his equal. Also since Eve had first te ed Adam, she
was to be punished: "In sorrow thou shalt bring forth children; and
thy desire shall be to thy husband, and he shall rule over thee." The

later injunctions of St. Paul that women subject themselves to their

husbands, simply underlined this role, Women should learn to practise

. .
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self-denial, to devote their leisure time to acts of Christian charity,

_and to find fulfilment as the help-mates of their husbands.? It was

. sincerely believed by many that higher education, with its mhegent

strains,; worldly “competition, and exposure to“the evils of public life
would deprive women of their inner tranquillity, physical beauty and
sexual purity. The reverse side of this argument’was that in spite of
her role as the repository of Christian virtue, woman was also easily

corruptible. Higher education thus held the dual threat of exposing .

_.women to the "coarsening" influences of society while at the same time

exposing male students to the danger of sexual temptation in the
classroom. 10 Thus-society had to protect woman both from herself
and from her possible evil effects on men.

Both the medical and religious arguments against higher education
for women were closely tied to the prevailing view of women's "proper
sphere" as it was then defined. 11 Whether many women actually lived
by the ‘tenets of this definition i ldoubtful but impossible to establish.
In any case almost everyone, male and female, paid lip service to the

~
ideal. If woman's "proper sphere" was in the home as a wife and

mother, what need had she of higher education? Few, if any, of the

advocates of higher education |for women openly challenged this view,
but it was very gradually conceded that higher education, if carefully
planned, might serve to enhance not undermine, woman's "proper

sphere. "12 The occupations of teacher -9r nurse, but certainly not

* doctor, might offer equally "natura.l" roles for women, as nurturers,




s
and were therefore not inappropriate for thoée women unfortunate
enough not to marry and bear children, or for those who at, certain
periods of their lives needed to earn a living. Gradually this list of
Qcceptable occupations was expanded to include social workers, and
later medical missionaries, all of which coufd still be seen as "prc_;perl' '
‘roles for women, | a |

.- Other, less idealistic, reasons for the gradual accé&mce of
women occupying roles other than those of wives and mothers stemmed
‘.from demographic changes such as later marriages byQ males and more
;xxobﬂity which often meant that in the Eastern United States there
were increasing numbers of redundant, or surplus, women who either
might never marry or would need to support tfxemselvés prior to or
after marriage in - case ‘of their lﬁi’sbands' 'deﬁh; 13 These women
would obviously need fui-t;xer education, yet it was felt that this education |
should be‘ carefully designed so that at the same time it Qould serve
to enhance their domestic roles. This was a difficult tight-rope in
logic which every successful defender of women's education had to
lem to walk,

h Clqsely coupled to this pi‘oblem was the commonly expressed

, fear that women graduates might in fact reje;t marriage completely,
or at best marry late and bear few children. As earfy as 1860, census
‘ returns in New England indicated that immigrs,nts had a higher birth-
rate than the native born, - and ‘that middle class women (the only
ones likely to attend university) had smaller families, In an era when

. -
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‘eugenics and the tenets of Social Darwinism were taken very seriously,

the spectre of Anglo-Saxa; "race suicide" as a result of educated

“women depriving Society of their superior genetic legacies was seen

as ‘a real threat, 14 Defenders of women's right to higher education

.tended to steer clear of this topic, but it quickly became knl)wn that

the early graduates of the New England women's colleges had marriaga
rates far below the national norm. 19 '

In view of all these arguments designed to keep wome;: out of
university, and safely at home, it is perhaps surprising that we)men
did finally gain access to universities in the second half of the nine-

teenth century in both Britain and North America. One obvious

. explanation was the need for more teachers in the rapidly expanding

public education systems of éhe United States, and 1éter in Canada,

and the introduction of compulsory school attendance laws. Once it

was recognized that women teachers were cheaper than men, teaching
was quickly rationalized as a logical extension of women's natural

role as a nurturer of children. 16 Certainly this change had a significant
impact on the founding of some of the early women's colleges in the

, \
United . States, particularly the Troy Seminary and Mount Holyoke

~Ccllege, and the rapid expansion of normal school facilities for

women, but the later developments of the 1870's and 1880's are more

- difficult to explain. The increasing independence of frontier women-

following the American Civil War was obviously another factor, 7 It

has also been suggested that the transformation of traditional societies,
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based largel‘y on kinship ties, to urban industrial communities, emphasiz-
ing individual achievement and meritocratic principles affected the
expansion of women's education. 18 Another important development
stemmed from the increasing affluence of those profiting from indus-
trialization. The daughters. of this rising middle class were often

freed from domestic chores which were taken over by domestic servants,
and thus had' more leisure time available, Higher education soon

offered an acceptable way to fill such time, especially as the period

between leaving school and marriage grew longer for girls as middle

class men delayed marriage until they had established themselves
economically. 13 Thus by 1870-80 more women were seeking opportunities
to continue their education. The key question then became how best to
meet this demand.

In the United States, a variety of institutions developed different
ways to accommodate this new influx of women students. One institu-
tion which confronted the question of admitting women to higher education
very early was Oberlin College in Ohio. Founded in 1833, it admitted
its first women students in 1837. Because of its early adoption of
co-education, Oberlin was for a long time complimented for its far-
sighted and egalitarian view of women. Recent research has shown
that this was far from true; yet another example of the need for a
careful examination of almost all the "congratulatory" school of educa-
tional history. It is now clear that Oberlin's adoption of co-education,

although it did expand the traditional view of the "proper sphere" for
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women, was from the start "conceived of and implemented with mas-
culine priorities in mind. "20 The result was a very exploitive form
of co-education. Women students were admitted mainly to further
their traditional role of help~-mates to men, They had to wash and
repair the clothes of the male students, as well as clean their rooms
and manage all the duties connected with the dining halls, They were

¥ w

even exempted from classes on Mondays in order to look after the
College's laundry. 21
At the same time the Oberlin authorities, all male, do seem
to have been less fearful of the effects of higher education on womgn's
health and spirituality than most other educational experts of the time.
They believed that the women students would exert a healthy influence
on the men, preventing them from falling prey to an idealized, senti-
mental view of women, which they thought wag common at what were
often referred to as the "monastic" institutions of learning for men
in New England. The general aim of the College was religious—to
produce future ministers, imbued with what was described as "evangeli-
cal manhood"—and it was hoped that the male students would find suitable
wives to help them in this mission among Oberlin's women students, 22
This co-';educational m’odel, first introduced at Oberlin, later became
typical at most American mid-western universities and colleges.23
In the Eastern United States, the founding of independent colleges

for women was a second solution to the demand for greater access to

higher education for women. Limited almost entirely to New England,
&
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tl';e 1860's and 1870's saw the establishment of more privately endowed
"imitative colleges" for women. Their founders were convincéd that the
only solution to the inadeﬁuacy of existing opportunities for women
was to provide completely separate institutions, offering a curriculum
equal ‘to that available at the most prestigious men's universities, 24
All heavily religious—Protestant—in their orientation, by the 1880's,
Vassar, Wellesley, Smith and Br;rn Mawr had jolned Mount Holyoke
in a joint mission to increase the moral force of women in society by
providing them with a "thoroughly Christian education. "
The third approach, common in both Britain and the United
States, was to establish separaté, co-ordinate, or affiliated colleges
for women, attaching these to exi;ting universities for men. Cornell,
Brown and Tufts all adopted this solution, along with Oxford and
rﬂjéambridge, to be followed in time by Harvard (Radcliffe) and Columbia
| (Barnard), To many this se‘emevd the most sensible choice between
) the alternative of accepting the controversial idea of co-education or

«

facing the vast expense of setting up totally separate institutions for
26

o

women.

In Canada, only two of these three alternatives ever received
serious consideration: co~education and affiliated colleges for x\omen.
Why were there no separate, Protestant, women's colleges created in
Canada?2? Various fiactors were invalved: a much smaller total
population, not yet as highly urbanized; fewer prosperous Protestant

organizations; and finally less accumulated personal wealth, so that
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Canada lacked a supply of religiously oriented millionaires like
Matthew Vassar, W.H, Durant and Sophia Smith, inspired to endow

Woﬂeges for women. Lord Strathcona, the benefactor of’ .

 McGill's Royal Victoria College, was the nearest equivalent, and his

one mﬂlioﬁ dollar donation was inadequate even then. Therefore in

Canada the debate focussed o‘n co~-education, cheap but controversial,
or the creation of women's coueées in z;fﬁliation with exlsﬁng Cat
universities. '

The other majoF difference in the Canadian experience is the .
lack of powerful, femaie figures like Emma Willard, Mary Lyon,
Catherine Beecher, Emily Davies, Alice Palmer and Carey Thomas,
who in very different ways coupled their feminist aspirations with
‘demands for better educational opportunities for women.28 With the
exception of some of Canada's early women doctors, who fought for
greater access to the medical profession for worﬁen, Canada's ne;u-est
equivalent to these women was Lady Aberdeen, although she always
combined her support for highex; education for women with an emphasis
on women's traditional domestic roles as wives and mothers. 29
Certainiy’ none of the early Canadian women graduates bore any
resemblance to modern day feminists, They were always very deferential
to the male educational authorities with whom they dealt, and today seem
embarrassingly grateful for the very grudging acceptance they finally

won, 30 '

This gratitude stemmed largely from the female students' own

acceptance of their future domestic .mles and awareness of many of
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the fears associated with higher education for women.3! The question
of co-education vei‘sus separate education for women highlighted these
concerns. Having, dsua.lly’reluctantly, accepted the inevitability of pro-
viding some form of accesg to higher education to women, the opponents
of co-education consistently stressed its dangers: that men and women
had basic, inherent physical and mental differences, as well as different
roles in society, and therefore required dﬁfer;:? type‘s of education;
that co-education would subject women to undue competition and would
mevjtably lower the level of education provided; ‘that it would both
distract the male students and do irreparable harm to‘the women. On
the other hand, the supporters of co-education, far fewer in number,
argued in favour of its "naturalness," its economy and efficiency (o
need for' new buildings or staff), the potentially "civilizing" influence
of the women students on the men, and finally women's democratic
right to equal education.
Although these arguments can be quickly summarized, the actual
debate was far less clear-cut. For example, in 1869, in his inaugural
address as President of Harvard, Charles William Eliot said:
The world knows next to nothing about the natural
mental capacities of the female sex. Only after
generations of civil freedom and social equality
will it be possible to obtain the data necessary for x
an adequate discussion of womﬁx's natural tenden- o
cies, tastes, and capabilities,

Ten years later, at the first Commencement at Smith College, Elict

said: "For the education of the two sexes together, there is but one

respectable argument, poverty,."33 That same year, Harvard finally
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opened the Harvard Ahnex, officially called the Society for the -Collegiate
Instruction of Women, which met in private homes with moonlighting
Harvard instructors providing instruction, Students received~a cértifi-

: ca/te on the completion of each course, but did not have access to the
Harvard library, and there was no mention made of an official degree.
The Harvard Annex later became Radcliffe College, and finally mergc:d ‘
officially, with Harvard University in the 1970's, 34

The debate over co-education was basically over the almost

universélly accepted social prejudice against higher education for

women and its possible effects on the whole structure of society. This ,
was clear in the case :Jf McGill University, as it was elsewhere. The
McGill debate is of particulér interest because it went on far longer,

was more acrimonious, and very well publicized. Starting in 1882, -
when the idea of admitting women to McGill was first seridusly pro-

posed, discussion of whether "separate or mixed" education was the

best solution was still being debated in 1899 whe;l the Royal Victoria

College finally opened. In the interval Queen's University had lived

through a heated, but brief, debate over medical co-education in

1882°°

and the Ontario government had forced University College at
the University of Toronto to admit women in 1884, in spite of fierce
opposition from the College's President, Sir Daniel Wilson.36 At
McGill, the Principal, Sir Willia:m Dawson, shared Wilson's views
about the evils of co-education, and he ultimately prevailed, but only

after a lengthy fight with the champion of co-education, Professor
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John Clark Murray. Both were determined\and articulate spokesmen
and their dispute aroused a lot of public interest within the small

Apglo-Protgstant community of Montreal. As a result there is a wide
ra{inge of original source material available on the topic., It therefore |

offers an excellent case study of a debate which was taking place

* almost simultanéously all over North America and in Britain and

which went far beyond the relatively straightforward issue of co-
o TN

education to include much wider questions as to women's role in

the'patriarchal structure of nineteenth century society.

-
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and what later became Radcliffe ‘were established las co~ordinate

CHAPTER I

THE. BACKGROUND

Although the questp;i of admitting women to McGill University
was raised as early as 1870, the debate over co-education really began
only in 1882. McGill was therefore not in the forefront in facing the
question of how to offer higher education to women. Elsewhere in
Canada, Mount Allison led the way by admitting women from its mmdaj
tion in 1862 and granted its first degree to a woman in 1875, Victoria
College, then-located at Cobourg, Ontario, admitted women in 1877,
although Trinity College at Toroato did ot do so until 1889, Acadia
opened its doors to women in 1880, Dalhousie in 1881, Queen's ad-
mittéd women from 1876 on and grémted its first deg‘rees to wo:ﬁen in
1882. h Britain, Queen's College admitted women in 1848, as did
Bedford College in 1849. Oxford and. Cambridge were quife a bit slower;
Girton, Newnham, Lady Margaret Hall, and Somerville were all fowded '
between 1869 and 1879, In the United States, Oberlin became co-
educatimal in 1837, the same year that Mount Holyoke College was
founded. Vassar opened in 1865, and followed Mount Holyoke in offering
completely sééa.rate education for women. R was joined a decade later
by Smith and ﬂWellesley and finally, in 1885, by Bryn Mawr. Barnard

women's colleges within the same decade,

Bydth; mid-nineteenth century it was fairly generally recognized,
throughout Britain and North Ainerica, that some form of higher educa-
tion for women was needed, although not necessarily formal wiversity

education. One major obstacle was that few girls were receiving
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adequate academic training to equip them for university admission,
C C The daughters of many upper and middle class families were still

e

edﬁcated at home, at least at the elementary level. After this they
might go on to one of a vast number of small, and often ghort-}i;ed
private schools for girls. How;aver, many of these stressed female
"accomplishments" such as elal;orate needlework, music, etiquette

and domestic skills rather than academic subjects. The female
~academies and seminaries offered a more rigorous academic curriculum
but were nearly always also privately financed and thus omly available |
to a prosperous elite. 1 1 Ontario there was a vigorous debate in

the 1860's about opening the publicly funded grammar school system
to girls. There were some communities which simply could not atford

RN

"~ to consider setting up separate secondary facilities for girls and
therefore permitted them to continue -their education at the local pm@
schoal, but Egerton Ryerson, the father of the Ortario school system,
was strongly opposed to the admission of girls and it is perhaps not
coincidental that he was also an early sponsor of Sir William Dawson,

McGill's champion of sepﬁate education for women.2

The debate over co-education in Ontario schools was only one
" indication of how dramatic changes in Canadian society, often par-
allelling those in the United States, “were leading to radical changes
in the educational system. The most important social change was the
gradual shift in the Canadian population from rural to urban centres
which accompanied the growth of industrialization, Fear of the sup-

posedly evil influence of urban environm;nts, combined with the
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disappearance of many of the traditional occupations for children avail-
able in rural st‘n'rmmdmgs made concerned middle class parents seek
protective settings for their children for far longer than had been
true earlier in the century.’ As the concept of adolescence as a stage
in the life~cycle was born, compulsory and extended schooling was
sgen as one obvious solution to the problem of how to keep unemployed
children occupied for a longer period of time. ? The resulting rapid
growth in the educational system brought with it an increased demand
for teachers, and, as noted above, teaching was very rapidly accepted
;8 a Suitable occypation fox: wozlnernn, aiong with marriage and mother-
hood . ° *

Developments in Montreal reflected the changes in the United
States and Ontario. Dawson, who had been appointed Principal of

McGill in 1855, was closely involved with the founding of the McGill

"Normal.School in 1857 and became its first Principal. The Normal

School, which was open to both men and women, provided the first '
professional training for English-speaking teachers in Quebec. The
demand for such training, particularly among women, was obvious
from the enrolment in the first class which was made up of 44 women
and 6 men.6 There was never any serious discussion of providing
separate facilities for women. Later, when co-education had become
a topic of debate, Dawson did acknowledge that this "experiment in co-
education" had been carried on "with entire success.” Noting later
that — A
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. . . fault has been found with myself, and with others
connected with McGill College, in that, while adopting
the system of mixed education in the Normal School,
we insisted on separate classes for women at McGill

Dawson referred to the "anxieties" that th{s experiment had given |

rise to.! Elsewhere, he also pointed out that "here conditions are

peculiar,""

R is a professional school attended by pupils animated

‘'by an earnest desire to qualify themselves for a useful

and honorable vocation, and the women are largely in

the majority, so that it is rather a question of the

education of a few young men in a college for women.
_Even so, the Normal School had very stringent rules restricting social
contact between the male and female students, rules which Dawson
| claimed "would be impossible in tlhe case of college students. "9 Al-
though never openly stated, a major factor in the lack of opposition
to co~education in the Normal School was undoubtedly the fact that its
fem;lle students“came from families with a lower social status than
the "ladies" who would later demand admission to the University.

During the 1870's the needs of such ladies were at least partially

met by the Montreal Ladies' Educational Association. Modelled on a
similar organization which he had visited in Edinburgh in 1870, Dawson
saw the M. L._E. A. as the perfect vehicle to meet the demands for
increased educational opportunities for upper clasé women, at ieast
until adequate resources could be found to establish a separate women's
college, affiliated with McGill, 10 Although administered entirely by its
women membérs, the M.L.E A. wa;s very much Dawson's brain-child,

not unlike the very similar organization which had been organized two

years earlier in Toromto i)y Dawson's close friend, Sir Daniel Wilsanm,
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President of University College. 11

The M.L.E.A. was both popular and prosperous for the fourteen
years it existed. R began in 1871-72 with over 150 members and by
1883-84 had well over 200 members, although ohly a very small per-
centage of these ever wrote the formal examinations given at the end
of each course. Although administered by influential matrons from
prominent Protestant, English-speaking Montreal families, it also
attra(‘cted many younger, unmarried women, another indication that this
segment of society was seeking further outlets for their intellectual
_ abilities. 12 The courses offered were orliginally all in formal academic’
gubjects such as logic, mental philosophy, science, languages, and
political economy, but later some concessions were made to more
feminine concerns and courses in household surgery, domestic nursing
\a.nd economy, music, and cooking were introduced. 13

Although Dawson later claimed that the University had not offered
its "cordial co-operation" to his original suggestion that McGill had a
"moral obligation" to help set up the Association and that he therefore
turned to the "lady friends" of the University for assistance, the
M. L.E. A. became very popular with the McGill professors who offered ;
its courses. They were very complimentary about the calibre of the
students, at least those who took the exams, and also enjoyed the
generous stipends they received for their lectures. 14 Dawson remained
one of the M.L.E_A.'s most staunc‘h supporters. He was me of its
most popular lecturers, his wife was a loyal member, and his. daughter

Anna took some of its courses. When faced with a demand for a more
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i
formally structured university level course for women in 1884, Dawson's

i
By 1884, when these requests were made, some Montreal young

. first response was to turn to the M. L. E. A, 15
women were both more insistent and more adequately prepared ;‘
academically, a situation which was more the result of the founding /
of the Montreal High School for Girls, than the work of the M. L.E. A.
Here again, Dawson played an important role. In 1874 he persuaded
the Protestant Board of School Commissioners to set up a High School
for Girls affiliated to, but both physically and administratively
separate from, the existing High School for Boys, which had been
founded in 1843. Once more, co-education was never discussed, but
here the need for separate facilities was simply taken for granted.
The first class, admitted in the fall of 1875, had 149 female students,
clear evidence that there was considerable demand for a secondary
school offering girls a highly structured academic curriculum.

The new Higl; School was not public in the modern sense, meaning
free; annual fees of $40-$50 were charged. Originally a three-year
Junior Department and a three-year Senior Department were offered,

- and the school attracted students ranging in age from nine to seventeen.
Plans for a two year Collegiate Department were also drawn up, with '
the hope of expanding the school as soon as adequate facilities could

be found. 1 In 1877 the first graduates of the High School for Girls
were allowed to write McGill examinations for the Associate in Arts,
and later this privilege was extended to examinations for the Senior
Associate in Arts.
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Dawson, whose younger daughter Eva attended the new High School,
later claimed to have recognized that the establishment of the school
"would lead in a few years to the demand for college education an
behalf of the passed pupils of the school," 17 put he made no efforts to
provide such education until 1884 when a group of graduates from the
High .School for Girls appealed to him to let them continue their studies
at McGill, thus launching the long debate over co-education. 18

While the establishment of the High School for Girls was the
"single most igportant advance in the higher educgtion of women in
Montreal there were two other developments wa:h helped to focus
public attention on the need for higher education for women. The first
c?f these was the creation of the Hannah Willard Lyman Memorial Fund.
Miss Lyman had been the principal of a local private school for girls
prior to her appointment as the first Principal of Vassar College and
Dawson had permitted her students to attend his natural science
lectures at McGill during the 1860's.12 On ber death in 1871 some
of her former students established a memorial fund in her honour and
approached Dawson as to how best to use the funds raised. 20 After
some discussion McGill agreed to administer the funds, awarding the
income to "students of any non-denominational College for Ladies in
Montreal, affiliated to the McGill University, or approved of by it
as of sufficient educational standing." In 1872 the University's Annual
Report acknowledged the fund as "memorable as the first endowment
for the education of women ever entrusted to the Board of the Royal
Institution, " and expressed the hope that the Lyman Fund "may be
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followed by others in sufficient amount to realize at length the idea
of a college for women, affiliated to the umiversity. "2l No further
WS were forthcoming and from 1872 to 1884 the income was used
to purchase books as prizes for the students receiving the highest
honours in the M.L.E_A,'s courses.

During the 1870's Dawson was also involved with the founding of
the Trafalgar Institute, a private residential school for English-speaking,
Protest%mt girls, aged 14-18. Originally endowed by a wealthy Presby-
terian named Donald Ross who died in 1871, 22 the school could not
open until 1887 after additional funds were r:ised, including $30, 000
from Donald Smith, the benefactor of the Royal Victoria College at
McGill, Dawson, who had been named a trustee by Ross, maintained
a close interest in the school during the long delay and helped to
design its curriculum. 23

By 1882, when the question of admitting women to McGill was
first seriously raised, Dawson had been Principal of McGill for 27
years and had been closely connected with the introduction of a series
of new opportunities for the higher education of women in Montreal.
He s:{w himself, and was seen by many in the English-speaking com-
munity, as a strong supporter of women's education. Yet he was soon
to be labelled as an opponent of equal education for women, a label
which has stuck fairly firmly since then. In order to understand how
this change came about it is necessary to know something about
Dawson's background and personality, as well as those of the two

other protagonists in the debate over co-education, John Clark Murray,
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who favoured co-education and Donald A. Smith, who financed the intro-
duction of separate classes for. women at McGill,

John William Dawson, the son of Scottish immigrants, was born
in Nova Scotia in 1820, and educated at the Pictou Academy, where
he first became interested in the natural sciences. Due to reverses
in his family's finances and the death of his only brother, Dawson had
to abandon his academic career although the family managed to finance
one session at the University of Edinburgh in 1840-41. He then returned
home to help his father in the family business. >4 Having continued
his study of geology independently, he returned to Edinburgh for one
additional session in 1846-47, but never completed an mderéraduate
degree. He met his future wife, Margaret dM%;cer, on his first trip
and, after a lengthy courtship by mail, married her in the spring of
1847 in spite of her family's opposition.25

Although his first love was always scientific research, Dawson
drifted almost accidentally into a career in educational administration.
In 1851 he accepted an appointment as Nova Scotia's first Superintendent
of Education. This led to a position on a commission to report on the
reorganization of the University of New Brunswick, where he served
with Egerton Ryerson. He also came to the attention of Sir Edmund
Head, then Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick and later Governor
General of British North America, who recommended Dawson to the
Governors of McGill. McGill was not Dawson's first choice, nor was

Dawson McGill's. The University had already offered the principalship
to several candidates in Britain and then to Daniel Wilson, who had
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emigrated from Scotland in 1853 to’accept a chair at University College,
Toronto. Meanwhile, in 1854 Dawson appliéed for the Chair in Natural
History at Edinburgh, a position with considerable academic status.

He heard that a local candidate had been appointed at Edinburgh just

as the offer from McGill arrived and he quickly accepted it. In the

fall of 1855 he arr in Montreal to take over the administration of

a small, provincial nearly bankrupt institution.

Dawson spent almost forty years establishing McGill as one of »
Canada's leading \;niversities. A man of incredible energy, he combined
supervision of every detail of McGill's affairs with a heavy teaching
load, yet also managed to continue his Scientific research and to
publish extensively. His work in connection with the higher education
of women was only one of a wide range of other interests, Dawson
also lectured and taught at other institutions, travelled widely, and
was a prominent member of several scientific associations., He was
a devoted father to five children and was closely involved with all
aspects of the small Anglo-Protestant community of Monireal. By the
time of the co-education debate at McGill, Dawson seems to bave
treated his family, McGill's facuity and students, the Board of Governors
and the English-speaking press of Montreal with the same tolerant 1
paternalism. Unfortunately, a.{though he left voluminous records and
family papers, there is as yet no adequate biography of this energetic
Victorian,

Dawson was typical of his times in almost all his views. A loyal

colonial, he tended to look to British institutions for models, although
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\ he recognized that Canadians needed a more practical university cur-
-
riculum. In 1878 he refused a better paying and more prestigious
teaching position at Princeton University, although a decade earlier
he had again applied, without success, for a position at Edinburgh.
A devout Presbyterian, typically anti-Catholic, he rejected Darwin's
theox:y of evolution, although this left him open to criticism from some
of his fellow scientists. 26
Dawson was equally traditional in his view of women. He was

also completely consistent throughout his lifetime. In 1843 at age 23
he wrote to Margarét Mercer, his future wife:

I think you greatly undervalue the importance of

the duties of women. . .. The profession of being |

a good mother or gister or female relative of any

kind, is of more importance than the whole of

them [male professions] and requires, though

this is yetz,;oo little thought of, a more careful

education.
In 1889, at the age of 69, in a lecture to the female students at McGill
he expressed the view that general, but not professional, education

. should be accessible to every educated

woman, and this with the view that her profession

is to be that which we referred to in the outset

and which is the highest in the world—that of a

wife and mother —the high priestess of the

family, earth's holiest shrine. ,. . I women

must be prepared for permanent professions

. it is because the world is out of joint,28

Dawson accepted the prevailing view of his day that women were in-
trinsically different, A committed Christian who rejected Darwin's

theory of evolution in favour of the story of Creation as found in the

Bible, Dawson saw women's natural role as serving as a help-mate to
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her husband. Her "proper sphere"” was in the home, Qnot the wox.'kplace.29
Although not specifically stated, the women Dawson spoke of in such
elevated terms were "ladies" of the upper and middle classes. While recog~- *
nizing that even among this group some umfortunate women might have to
support themselves, he believed that the same education which would prepare
them for their natural domestic role would also serve, if needed, to provide
them with a livelihood as either a teacher or nurse, both logical extensions
of the "true functions and duties of women,"30 His letters to his wife, his
speeches and his autobiography all reiterate the same themes: women should
"adorn" their homes, they are the "guide and ornament of the family," they
are physically and mentally fragile, of an "excitable nervous temperament, "
and therefore need to be protected from the "hardening" influences of the
outside world. 31 Yet, unlike many of his contemporaries in Canada and
elsewhere, Dawson did not conclude that these qualities made women unfit
for higher education. I fact he believed that higher education for women
was essential to the future advancement of society, but it had to be offered
ig carefully designed settings, the most crucial of which was separate
classes for women .32 ‘
Dawson’s main adversary in the debate over co-education at McGill was
the Reverend John Clark Murray. Born in 1836 at Paisley, Scotland, Murray
came from a more affluent family than Dawson. His father was at one time
Provost of Paisley and his mother was a member of the Clark family which
manufactured cotton thread. He attended grammar school in Paisley and

then spent four years at Glasgow University studying philosophy, followed
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by two years at the University of Edinburgh and an 'additionél year in
Germany at the universities of Heidelberg and GBtti{xgeri“;‘ He then
returned to Edinbur'gh for three further years of theological study.

At the age of 26 he was appointed to the Chair of Mental and Moral
Philosophy at Queen's University at Kingston, Ontario., In 1865 he
marned Margaret Polson, also from Scotland. They apparently had

a very happy marriage and raised five chﬂdren four daughters and 4
one son.‘ Like Lady Dawson, Mrs. Murray was active in the M. L.E, A. ’
enfertan}ed her husband's students and did a wide range of volunteer
work for her church and in the community, She was very active in

the Y.W.C. A, and is consuiered to have been the founder of the
ILO.D.E, Uplike Lady Dawson, who was true to her husband's image

of the proper role for a wife, Mrs, Murray also worked professionally
a8 a ' journalist, contributing articles to various periodicals and serving
as the Montreal, Ottawa and Washington correspondent for the Toronto

journal the Week. 33

8 !

Murray was an extremely popular teacher, both at Queen's, where
* he spent ten years, and later at McGill where he taught for 31 years.

‘
Like Dawson he was a prolific writer. He wrote for many popular

’;i)urnals on social, political, and literary topics as well as many
scholarlgr Works.Bf1 Murray is generally recognized as having brought
j:he theories of the Scottish Enlightenment to Canada, but he was far
more than a philosopher. He treated psychology as a pranch of

. phﬂosophy, kept ‘ﬁ‘p\hiﬁ*early study of theology, physic‘s and physiology

and also followed the\é};j;ntific\’d'ebate which followed the publication
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of Darwin's research. 3% Six months before his death at age 81 he
wrote the Montreal Star a letter urging that the natural beauty of St.

Helen's Island be kept intact. 36 , s

' Y

Murray had already been ideni:iﬁed és a supporter of higher
education for women while still at Queen's. In 1869 he offered a

special course in English for women, and the following year the Queen's‘
Senate approved special "ladies classes" in. rhetoric and logc, English
and natural science, Speaking at the Queen's Convocation in 1871,
Murray reported on the "success of this experimer{ , " the competence

of the female students, anél" the lack of adequate preparatory tré.ining

for girls.37 I 1872 he told the members of the M.L.E. A.: |
There are two great social problems, of which

our time is called to attempt a solution: the one

refers to the relation of*capital and labour, the -
other to the position of , women in society. 38

o

o

Although Murray agreed\wi”t'h Dawson that "no onerin his ‘senses
can deny" that there were "differences between the mental’ constitutio;l
of women and that of men, n39 Mburaray made a distinction between
primitive societies where woman is regarded as a possession, "existing
merely for the sake of man," and her position in civilized societ“ieS
where "she is treated as a person with the right to freedom of
action. . . ." Yet he felt this freedom was still limited and women-
were often faced with a choice of "sur.render to marriage, " living w;th
relatﬁgs, or finding some form of "unremunerative toil.” He quotedl
St Paul in defence of the equality of the sexes in the New Testament,

"there is neither male nor female,‘ " in contrast to Dawson's frequent

N ~~




oy ©

34

ré&rences to the story of Creation fromo Genesis. Murray objected

Yo the view of woman as a "mere ornament,” claiming that what was

often seen as "generous gallantry" or _chivalry on.the part of men was

often simply selfishness, particularly among those who used their

wives' and daughters' idleness as a means of displaying their own

wealth,

While Dawson stressed women's domestic.role as her "proper
sphere, " in fact her divinely ordained duty and mission, Murray .
believed that "the iimitations imposed on the range of female occupa- S
tio“ns conflicts with the natural right of every human being." Yet
Murray too wa; still the product of his times and emphasized that he
was not-offering woman "a right to neglect her family duties.” He
;:)\mded very like Dawson when he spoke of women's duties to their -
homes and children and the benefits which higher education for women
could bring to women's domestic role. He also reflected current 3

economic theory when he clefendeg'~ the principle of free trade, pointing

" out’that it was unjust "to compel an employer to purchase the labour

of a man when a woman would do the required work better for smaller ”

wages. " Yet at the same time Murray was prepared to explore such

, new ideas as a system of "co-operative housekeeping, " as a solution

to the decline in the number of domestic servants available, Under this
plan gseveral families would share a building, "obtain their meals from
a common kitchen," and have the rleaning done by "non-resident servants”

employed by a general contractor—a fairly radical idea in the 1870's. 40
q
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Always a strofig supporter of the higher education of women,
Murray defended co-education largely on the gfounds ‘of economy,
although he also claimed that "nothing but good results had follqwed"
when universities admitted women, and in fact "the work of the young
women had received a more earnest tone,Jand the young men had th
a good deal of their roughness softened down. "4l 'i‘hroughout the
debate at McGill, he stressed the fact that McGill and other Canadian
universities had urgent needs for more faculty, so that professors
would not have to teach a wide range of subjects, better libraries,
and improved scientific equipment, not separate colleges for women.

He denied Dawson's claims of the dangers‘ of co-education and concluded
that, particularly in the case of Canada, already oversupplied with
universities, all in need of funds, "there is no hope of making satis-
factory provision for the édvanced education of women, except by
throwing our universities open to them on the same conqitions as to
men,"42

R was almost inevitable that Dawson and Murray would clash,

Their different viev; of women and co-education were only part of a \\ L
more basic disagreement on the role of a university in society. As
one critic explained:

An urbane man, of flaming intelligence, Murray had
too exalted a conception of the function of a umi-
versity to thimk of higher education either in terms
of commercial practice or as a process of adjust-
ment to an existing social environment. 43

Dawson, who was always striving to shape the McGill curriculum to
meet the needs of the Canadian economic aysl:em,“,,amrmﬂy did not
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view Murray as "a wholly safe man.” At one point he tried to
pérsuade Murray to make less heavy demands on ms_ students by drop-
ping some of their reading assignments, mentioning spt-’ciﬁcany works |
by philosophers with whom Dawson disa,ggeed 45 Murray also infuriated
Dawson by encouraging, and often initiat@g public debate in the press

on topics which Dawson wanted dealt with privately, within the Universit\y.“q

Although Dawson respected, and quite probably envied, Murray's
impeccable academic credentials and his great popularity with his
students, he found Murray very difficult to deal with, and here, although
Murray was obviously a far more original thinker and an outstanding
te;cher it {s hard not to sympathize with Dawson, Murray was particu-
1a#%Birritating, and persistent, when it came to a question of money.
Murray waged a lengthy and time-cmsumukg war with Dawson and
the Board of Governors over the question of his salary, In 1885 he
suddenly claimed that McGill had fafled to live up to its original agree- '
ment to increase his salary, made when he accepted the appointment
at McGill in 1872, The Board set up a special committee to examine
his complaint and concluded that it was \mfmmded 47 Murray resumed
his battle in 1887 and was again formally rejected in February 1888, %8

" Although Murray claimed that he had a "disinclination . . . to dun men

for mou;ey, " in view of the very ‘precarious financial position of the
University and the genmerally low level of its salaries, .Murray's
demands do appear excessively insistent.4® The very long delay in
submitting the complaint is also a mystery, possibly Murray was suffer-

-
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37
ing from the loss of the additional remuneration he had received from
(: the M.L.E. A, until 1885, Mrs, Murray was equally concerned about
money and conducted a lengthy correspondence with Principal Peterson
in the early years of the twentieth century over another financial claim.
After much correspondence and consultation with the Chancellor, Lord
Strathcona, Peterson finally offered to purchase a coin collection from
her, it a‘ppea.rs as an effort to appease her. 90
In 1903 Murray finally retired from the University at age 67,
receiving two years' full salary and a "generous'pension. 51 Throughout \
the co-education debate Murray constantly‘ complained that requiring |
professors to repeit their lectures to the female students was an

unnecessary burden on the already over-worked and under-paid faculty.

DL R e

R is probably not a coincidence that Murray launched the second and
~ most acrimonious phase of the co-education debate in a public article
on this theme at just the time that the‘Boa.rd of Governors formally
! refused to consider his demand for arrears in salary. 52

The third key figure in the debate over co-education at McGill,

Donald A. Smith, later Lord Strathcona, is best known for his role

in the .building of the C. P.R., not his comnection with women's educa-
ﬁon. Unfortunately very little is known about Smith, who was a rather
secretive man, particularly reticent about his private affairs. 53 Born
in 1820 in Forres, Scotland, his family could not afford io send him

to univex;sity. He entered the office of a local lawyer for a short time,
but then, at age 18, decided to seek a career in Canada. He‘joinad

C [

the Hudson's Bay Company in 1838 and spent most of the next twenty
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years in remote fur-trading posts at Tadoussac, Mingan and Esquimaux
Bay, Labrador. In 1853 he married Isabel Hardisty, the dagghter of a
Chief Factor with the H.B.C. and his mixed-blood wife, Some mystery
has traditionally surrounded this marriage. His wife had already been
q:a'rrted for a short time to James Grant, another H.B.C. employee,
by whom she had a son, James Hardisty Smith, whom Smith raiéd
as his step-son, Also both her marriages were carried out ac::ording
to the "cu;tom of the country, " meaning they did not involve a formal
e\kchange of vows, but simply the consent of the parties involved. 54
This' lack was apparently the cause of some embarrassment to the
Smiths for they were finally formally and secretly married in 1897
by an Anglican minister at the British Embassy in Paris, just before
‘Smith received the title of Baron Strathcona and Mount Royal. The
Smiths, who had a long and happy marriage, had only one chil&, a
daughter, who inherited the title on her father's death in 1914 by
special arrangements with the British Parliament. Although interesting,
there is no evidence that Smith's personal life had any influence on his
view of women or his support of higher education for women.

) Following his very successful career as a fur trader, Smith moved
to Montreal with the H,B.C. and began to build up what soon became
- a considerable personal fortune. In 1869 he served as the commissioner
for the federal government in its inquiry into the North West Rebellion
led by Louis Riel. He later became a member of the Manitoba legis-
lature, a member of Parliament, and finally Canadian High Com-
missioner in London. In addition to his involvement with the C.P.R., %



he was also head of both the Bank of Montreal and the Hudson's Bay
Company at one time. Thus his involvement with McGill, of which
he became Chancellor in 1889, was only one of many interests.
Wom»en's education was only one of a wide vﬁrietj of causes
which Smith supported financially. Two of his major donations were
to the Royal Vif:toria Hospital, which he founded with his cousin
Bir George Stephen, and the Strathcona Horse, a miﬁtary unit which
be outfitted to serve in the Boer War.%8 He also made a series of
donations to McGill University, the first being $50, 000 to the Faculty
of Medicine in 1883, That same year he donated $30,000 to the
Trafalgar Institute and then, in the summer of 1884, promised the
first donation of $50, 000 to set up the classes for women at McGill.
There i8 no clear explanation as to when or why Smith became
committed to supporting higher education for women and particularly
separate education. One suggestion is that he founded Roya_l Victoria
College in memory of his older sister Margaret, who died in 184197
Another view is that it was through the influence of Mrs, G.W, Simpson,
the wife of another H.B.C. employee who had operated a private girls'
school in Montrea.'[, originally set up to educate the daughters of
H.B.C. employees. The school prospered and was eventually taken

over by Miss Symmers and Miss Smith, who, along with Mrs, Simpson,

~ were among the original members of the M.L.E. A, Mrs. Simpson

knew Donald Smith, and he apparently offered to endow the school in
gratitude for its service to the H.B,C. but Mrs. Simpson explained
that the school was not in need of funds and proposed instead that he

a o



help to finance classes for women at McGill. 98 Either explanation
may well be true, but there is no evidence that Smith had any discus-
sion of women's education with Dawson pr}or Fo the summer of 1884,
Nor is there any cleaf‘ explanation of Smith's commitment to

separate education for women. The terms of his first donation in 1884
specified only that the income on the $50,000 was "to be.employed in
sustaining a College for Women, with Classes for their education in
Collegiate Studies. . . ."°? Yet by October, 1886, the Deed for Smith's
second donation of $70, 000 referred much more specifically to "a
distinct Special Course":

. « . entirely separate from the classes for men,

and that no portion of the endowment hereby granted

shall at any time be applied either directly or

indirectly to sustain mixed classes of the two sexes.ao
In the interval between the two donations Smith had worked closely
with Dawson. They met frequently and corresponded regularly, and

Smith's letters reveal a growing commitment to separate classes for

women and eventually to an entirely separate college. 81 Although
Dawson later claimed that Smith had insisted on separate education,

and that he would have been equally prepared to accept an endowment
for co-education as a "providential indication, n62 Dawson's personal
influence seems obvious in view of Smith's growing insistence on
separate education, Having found a benefactor who had come to share
his views on the value of separate education, Dawson was always con-
cerned that any form of public criticism, to whichlSmith was extremely
sensitive, might lead to the withdrawal of his support. 83 pawson soon

8
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saw Murray and anyone ‘else whq expressed opposition to separate
education at McGill as a threat to the realization of his dream of a

separate women's college and the cause of the long delay in the
realization of this ideal.

41
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CHAPTER II L/r\
THE FIRST PHASE '
The first, and most crucial, phase in the debate over co-
education at McGill took place in the spring of 1883 and the fall of
1884. Tt was during these two periods that the Corporation and Board
of the University agreed to a series of steps which ended up committing
McGill to a system of separate education for women. From the vantage
point of history, it now appears clear that ‘the subtle. pressure exerted
by Sir William Dawson on the decision-maxing bodies at McGill, coupled
) .

with his immense personal influence after almost thirty years as Principal

and, in the later period, the accelerated pace at which the Board and

e e, 5

Corpgration were forced to reach their decisions, precluded a full dis-
cussion of many of the questions which the issue of co-education raised -
in other educational institutions in North America. What little ﬁl;oretiqﬂ
debate did taxe place usually did so after the @ct, when the important
decisions had already been. made. Much of this' debate toox place in

[ <

the public press, someéthing- which /was deeply offensive to Dawson.
Therefore what could, and should, have been @ valuable intellectual
debate had, by the end of 1884, deteriorated inb little more than a
~clash of personalities, as Dawson and Murray, with the shadowy presence
of Donald Smith always there in the bacxground, each promoted their

diametrically opposing views on the higher education of women. -
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Although concern over the question of the admission of women
to McGill can be traced backx to a resolution by the Reverend Henry
Wilkes in 1870, 1 there was ictually no real discussion of the question

. of exactly how women should be admitted, until the spring of 1882,

On April 26, John Clarx Murray gave notice of a motion to be proposed
to the Octobér meeting of the Corporation. The motion stated:
¢ p ? ,

That in the opinion of this Corporation the time has .
come when the educational advantages of the Faculty -
of Arts should be thrown open to all persons, without
distinction of sex, 2 |

When this motion was presented in October, the question was referred
to a committee which was instructed to report to the Corporation the

3

following January.“ At the January meeting, it was reported that the

Committee had held two meetings, had collected inform\ntion from
various Canadian and American institutions, but had not yet hea:;d from
several universities abroad. An extensil was requested in order for
the Committee to complete its v;)rk. 4

A Special Meeting of the Corporation was held on June 6, 1883
for consideration of Murray's "Motion for the Admission of Women" and
to hear the report of the Committse. The report noted that the Com-
mittee had circulated a questionnaire to a series of institutions in
Canada, the United States and Britain, on different aspects of the question
oi the admission of wo;nan to university. Ameng the twenty questions
asxed, four dealt specifically with matters related to the special facilities
which might be needed in order to accommodate women students, while

several others dealt with the over-all cﬂeét of the admission of women




to previously all male institutions. The questioqs related to facilities
inquired about the need for separate entrances to university bt.ludings
and clagsrooms, gseparate waiting-rooms for women students, separate
seats in classrooms, and what form of "superintendence" was needed.
Of the eight institutions which replied, all of which had adbpted some
form of co-education, one reported ‘having separate entrances to some
classrooms and three to the university buildings; all but one had a
separate waiting-room for the women students; women were seated in
separate seats "by courtesy” in all but two institutions, and only Sage
College at Cornell reported having hired a matron to oversvee the |
women students. Interestingly, when McGill finally introduced separate
classes for women in 1884, it supplied separate entrances, waiting-
rooms and careful chaperoning of the women students, 6

In the body of its report the Committee a:ffirmed what it called
“the abstract right of Women to enjoy the advantages of what is com-

’monly understood by a higher education."” Having recognized this "right"”

the Committee reported that it did "not feel called to discuss" whether

. t
women were

. .. incapacitated for the highest intellectual achieve- oo
ments of Men, or whether they possess the physical % &1
constitt'xztion necessary for the pursuit of these achieve- 8t
ments,

Thus the report did not discuss the questions of whether women were

either intellec’tually or physically capable of the same educational demands

las men, which had been the focus of so much debate elsewhere.

The balance of the report was devoted to a discussion of the best

way for the University to extend its educational advantages to women. It

et ket o, g o v B
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would appear that there was no general agreement on this point although
the report noted: "your Committee have not been able to learn that it
is anywhere attended with evil results.” Nor had any evidence of
"injurious inﬁuence"‘ bueen discovered, either by a reduction in the
number of male students or in a lowering of the standard of education,
In fact it was reported that the number of male students had often
increased since women were admitted and that the standard of education
had in some cases risen. No institution had reported "any injurious
influence upon the Students of either sex"; on the contrary, all the
institutions had reported that the co-educational S);étem was "wholly
beneficial." In spite of all this evidence, the report concluded: "Your
Committee, however, deem it right to add that in Canada the systém
has been tried but for a short time and on a small scale.. . ." Dawson
signed the report as the "Convenor" of the Committee. 8
Following the presentation of the report, Murray moved that

women "ought to be a.liowed the advantages of a higher education. .. ."
His motion went on to state: ,

Whereas it appears further that the system of educat-\k’

ing the two sexes in the same class-rooms and at the

same examinations is not attended with any evil re-

sults, but that, on the contrary, its results have been

wholly beneficial;
that women should be admitted to the University "on substantially the
same terms as men, ' as soon as the necessary arrangements could be

made. 9

Some discussion of this motion followed and a letter from the

Graduates' Society, supporting the admission of women, was read into
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the minutes. Then Dean Alexander Johnson moved aa amendment, which
in the long run proved crucial to the outcome of the debate, His amend-
mént, which presumably was designed to replace the clause in Murray's
motion éupporting co-education, stated:

. .. that this Corporation approves of the admission

of Women to all the examinations in Arts, and will

hail with pleasure the establishment of a separate

Women's College, to be affiliated to the University. . . . 10 .
Johnson's amendment is the first formal recommendatio;x within the
University that the problem of the admission of women should be solved
by the creation of an affiliated women's college. Some debate on the
two resolutions followed but no votes were taken and the meeting was
finally adjourned for one weex, with specific instructions that all mem-
bers of the Corporation should be sent printed copies of the two resolu-
tions, along with the meeting notice.11 Although there is no record of
who introduced the motion to adjourn, it may well have been a political
strategy. Murray and his supporters may have calculated that they
could not win a vote that day; maybe the meeting simply went on too
long. In any case attendance was higher at the meeting on June 13, 12
Dean Johnson and Dawson, who together would emerge as the strongest
supporters of separate education for women over the next decade, both
spoxke in support of the amendment favouring the establishment of a
separate women's college. Murray spoke in s;upport of his original
motion fayourmg co-education., Then Sir Francis Hinks proposed another
amendment: He pointed out

. . . there appears great difference of opinion as to
~ the expediency of the adoption by this University of
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the system commonly termed co-education, which
is favored by several members; while it also
appears inadvisable to adopt decisively at the
present the other system of providing separate
University education for women, which is sup-
ported by other members, but which involves
large expenditure not now available, 13
Hinks therefore recommended that it would not be expedient to adopt
. either measure now, to bind the University to

an absolute decision, as between these two systems,

when there is at present no pressing demand that

the educational facilities under either system should

be forthwith supplied. . ..
He repeated Dawson's point that co-education was a recent development
"at least in Canada and England," and "not greatly /ried as yet, " so
that further information and experience were desirable before a final
decision was made, Therefore, in order that the method finally adopted
might have

. .. the concurrence and cordial co-operation, as

. nearly unanimous as possible, of those who will have

to carry the system adopted into operation and be

responsible for its working .
he moved that a decision should be postponed until October, 1884. After
further discussion, Hinks' amendment passed by a vote of 10 to 9.
Unfortunately, there is no record of who voted on which side, 14 Although
it was quite possibly not recognized at the time, this was an important
vote, for the decision to delay gave Dawson another sixteen months in
which to collect more ‘information in favour of separate education in
England, where he was going for a year's sabbatical. He returned to

Montreal in June, 1884 and reported his findings to the Corporation,

He also asked for an” opportunity to report more fully at the October
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!;xeeting, "with the view of guiding our actions and of stimulating our
friends to aid us in the matter. " 19 By October the possibility of -a
full‘ debate of the-question was once again deflected, for by then Dawson
had the added enticement of Donald Smith's offer of an endowment of
separate education to offer the Corporation.

There was vefy little discussion of the question of admitting

~ women to McGill during Dawson's absence in England, but a new demand

arose very shortly after his return in June, 1884, A particularly bright
class had just graduated from the Montreal. High School for Girls, and

eight of these young women approached Principal Dawson about the

possibility of continuing their studies at McGill that autumn. 18 pDawson

was very sympathetic and initiated some efforts to maxe arrangements

_for them, A flyer, entitled The Higher Education of Women, and dated

August, 1884 was printed and circulated. It stated:

The Universities of McGill and of Bishops [sic] College
have jointly offered to young women who have passed
the examinations for Associate in Arts the more ad-
vanced examination for Senior Associate in Arts . ..
but the Universities have hitherto provided no means
of instruction to fit candidates for these examinations,
in consequence of which very few have been able to
avail themselves of the advantages offered.

As it is very desirable that so large a class, and
the first that has yet presented itself, should be at
jonce provided for .., inquiry has been made as to
the possibility of providing instruction under the
auspices of the Ladies' Educational Association, . . AT

The flyer went on to state that "gentlemen" connected with McGill and
Bishop's were willing to conduct the classes and that the expense

- . .
involved was estimated at between §$1, 000 and $2,000. Donations would
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_be accepted by the ML _E A , or either of the two universities, As
" Dawson later pointed out "there was nothing in these proceedings to

commit either McGill or Bishop's College to any course with reference
to separflte or mixed,edujg}ion for women."18 Ag it happened, this
system was never \i‘mplemented, due to the intervention of Donald Smith.
As noted above, Smith's reasons f‘Lr choosing to endow women's
education and his insistence that this be carried out through a system

of sepafate ~classes are still not clear. 1’9 - All that is xnown comes via

Principal Dawson who reported on many occasions that the endowment .
v

came as a complete surprise to him. The fullest account of what
happened appeared later in 1884 as part of his lengthy defence to the
press of the University's acceptance of the gift: '

. During the meeting of the British Association I
dismissed the matter from my mind, intending to

give it attention when the meeting should be over.

But one ‘morning, while I was in the geological

section, I was told that a gentleman desired to see
me, and on going out I found my friend the Hom.

Mr. Smith, who asked if it was desired to establish
collegiate clagsses for women, and stated that in that e
case he was prepared to give the sum of $50, 000
toward the object, on conditions which he would

state in a letter which he proposed to write. :

' Dawson always insisted that the Smith donation came as a complete

surprise to him:

I confess that the coincidence of the demand for

higher education made by those who had so great

claims upon us, and the offer of so liberal a bene-

faction by a2 gentleman to whom'no application for

aid had been made on my part, seemed to me to

constitute one of those rare opportunities for good *
which occur seldom to any man, and which are to

be accepted with thanxfulness and followed up with

earnest effort, 20
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) Women, with Classes for their education in Collegiate Studies. .

Later, in 1888, he pointed out that the Smith endowment "was offered

-at the moment when the universitg seemed called on to enter om this

work without adequate means," a fact which had increased his belief
"that a xind Providence ha;s watched over our efforts, and has intervened |
to sustain us. just when hearts and hands were beginning to fail, "2l

Smith's promised letter, accompanied by a Bink of Montreal
cheque for $50, 000, was dated Septe;nber 11, 1884, It specified that /
the incon;e on the money was "to be employed in sustai:iing a College for
_ n22
The letter was f:resented to a Special Meeting of the Board of Governors
on Saturday, September 13, where the cheque was accepted on the con-
ditions stated and a resolution of thanks to Smith was approved. The
quéstiou of co-education was not raised, ‘and from this point on, Smith's
desire for a : Collége for Women" was apparéntly taken to mean acceptamce
of the concept of separate education. A flurry of meetings followed, as
the University moved quickly to set up the new classes.

The Board and thé Corporation both met on September 20, At
the Board the phrase "special course" was used for the first time, 23
The Corporation echoed the Board in accepting the endowment and thanking
Smith, Dawson -moved this resolution and Dean Johnsoo seconded it.
Dawson then moved that the classes be conducted "for the gx:esgnt, . as -
a Special Course in the Faculty of Arts," and that the Fa/culty should be
asked to -prepare the nec‘essary regulations, to maxe any arrangements
ngeded and/ to report to the Corporation in Oé¢tober. In the mmﬂine
the- classes would begin imxfxadmﬂy.z* Five days later the new course o

-
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was advertised in th? Montreal Gazette and Star: women over 16 were
invited to write the entrance exams on September 27 and classesy were  _
to begin aa October 8.25 In Toronto, where Daniel Wilson, President
of University Coallege,had been battling with George William Ross, the
Ontario Minister of Education,to prevent the admission of ;vomeh to the
University, the Globe reported that "immediate provisional arrangements"
were being made for "female students" at McGill, 26

What would later appear as an irreversible process of institution-
alizing separate education at McGill was therefore well under way by
the end of September, 1884. The supporters of co—educa@m were
strangely silent, possibly they too were overwhelned by the lure of the
$50,000. Some members ot the Corporation later claimed they believed
the inclusion of the words "for the present’ meant that this was oaly a
tetﬂporary arrangex;xent; if so they obviously failed to ~recognize how
difficult it would be to extricate the University from this system being
so hastily devised. -

The Faculty of Arts met on September 22 and drew up the
requirements for the women's curriculum (f‘or example, German or
French could be substituted for the Greex requlred of male students),

27

fees, and classroom space.” . On October 4, Dawson presented this

~ plan to a Special Meeting of the Board and reported that twelve candi-

dates had applied for admission. Presumably in recognition of his
support of the Unlversity, Donald Smith was elected a Governor at this

same meeting. 28 Meanwhile the Comm:ttee on the Higher Education

-
-
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of Women held a final meeting on Octpber 16 to approve Dawson's
written report which was submitted to the Corporation on October 22,
1884.29 At this same meeting, "a discussion having &riéen upon the
future of the Ladies Classes in Collegiate Studies. ."." it was moved
by R.A. Ramsay, and seconded by 'J.S. Archibald,
. .. that at as early date as possible a Special Meet-
» - ing of Corporation be called for the discussion of the
Original Motions.
Dawson then quickly moved an amendment ﬂiat
. .. the Corporation is desirous to continue the educa-
‘tion 'of the women who have entered its c¢lasses to the
final examinations; and that the Faculty of Arts be
requested as soon as possible to report on the best
methods of effecting this either in separate or mixed
clagsses, for the third and fourth years. 30
This. motion was passed; nothing further was heard of the suggestion
for a Special Meeting; and the Corporation did not meet again until
January 28, 1885. From the controversy which developed later in
8
December, it is obvious that different members of the Corpdration
had very different recollections of this vital meeting.

The Board met again on October 25 and approved the list of
professors hired to teach the new women's classes, although their actual
‘salapies were not set untii the December 27 Board Meeting when it was
agried they would be paid $35 a "lecture," for the fall term.31 Although
questions as to the expense and wisdopl of creating a special course
for women began to appear in the.Montreal press as early as October,
1884 and increased for the balance of the year, 32 none of these doubts

appears in the minutes of the decision-making bodies of the University,

which continued to set up the administrative frameworx of what soon
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became xnown as the Donalda Special Coqrse'.for Women. The Faculty
of Arts presented its report oa the extension of the women's ‘courses
in the third and fourth years to the Corporation on Jawary 28, 1885.
'i‘he report was tabled early in the meeting, but it was agreed that the
Corporation should proceed with its "routine business” and defer a
decision until t.he“ gnd of the meeting.:?'3 Possibly this was yet another
atten:pt to avoid a full debate. If so, 1t certainly worked.

The report was signed by Alexander Johnson, as Deafi of the
Faculty. It noted that there were three possible/ways of continuing

the classes: in separate classes, mixed clasdes, or a combination of

ive. Under this plan

the "ordinary subjects” in the third and fourth ykars were divided nto
"imperative" courses and 'optional" courses. It was proposed that all
the imperative courses should be offered in separate classes. Since
Murray was unwilling to offer his fourth year course in mental and
moral philosophy in a separate course, 1t was transferred to theé op—tional
list! The aim of this method would be that: o _

By the above scheme Female Students will have the
privilege of proceeding to the Degree Examination by
attending oaly classes which are separate, and -at the
same time they may, if willing to join mixed classes,

-taxe any other of the Optional Subjects of the Course.
Women were also to be admitted to all the Honoir courses, where they
would "take the same lectures provided for Male Students. ."  The
report then looxed at the physical and financial problems presented by

the' different alternatives. If "the whole worx" was done. In separadte

NSRS —_—
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clasm,. there would be no expense for new classrooms. For the more
limited number of separate classes proposed above, two new classrooms
would be needed, along with a waiting-room and 'Z separate entrance. It
was proposed these .could be supplied bv adding a second storey to the -
East Wing. If all courses were kept separate, extra salaries would .
cost $3,000 to $4,000 a vear. All mixed classes in third and fourth
year (the word co-education was not used) would not mnvolve any additional
expense for salaries, "but .considerable expense for rooms, probably an
additional storey on* each of the two wings of the Centre Building, plus
the salary of a Lady Superintendent. The "combmation” already pro-
posed would involve $4, 000 for the additional classrooms and about
2,000 to 83000 for extra sa.lan‘es.‘ The report conclucied with a
discussion of what degrees should be granted towomen, and the need
for more separate endowments of prizes and scholarships fo;- wome;x;

. . . because one of the chief dangers to be dreaded

in classes for Women, is a too severe competition,

eausing injury to health, and because the conditions

of competition as between Women and Men, are

necessarily somewhat different from those of com-

petition between students of one sex.
Johnson moved\he adoption of the report, after which Murray Smith
/”and others” spoke (presumably from diﬂerenat pomnts of view). Further
discussion was then deferred un‘til February 11, whgn little discngsmn
arose. and the report was sent to the Faculty of Arts. The Board then
approved the same plan on February 28, 1885 34

| ;‘I‘hree weexs later, on March 2;. a Special Board‘ meeting con-

sidered the resclutions concerning the plan for the third and fourth

years, and also received the first news of the proposed second Smith

.

"
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endowment of an additional $70,000.%% Dawson had obviously been very
{ | closely involved jin negotiating this gift and estimating what funds were
~7 needed. A {mg memo from Dawson outlines the financial implicgtionp
of the%oposal made to the Board an February 28, He estimated the
cost of the separate classes at $3, 000 for 1885-86: $5,000 for 1886-87:
and “"the whole” (%6, 000, or 5 per cent interest on $120, 000) for 1887-
88.98 The new endowment was made “with the condition that all the
ordinary classes for women sh;\u be separate, and“shall be mauntained
in that matter . " thus supplying ' separate education throughout the
) Course.  Later that month the Board agreed to the new scheme, 37 and
it was included in the Calendar for 1885-86. The new announcement
listed the Danalda Endowment for the Higher Education h:)f Women as
offering "classes whally separate, to constitute a separate Special
Course or Cou:gt for Women. It also noted that the students would
have "the aud and oversight of a competent Ladv Superinténdent, ™ and
that special arrangements would be maded for students from the M.L_.E. A 38
Actually the M.L E A, appareadzlv ceased to function later that spring
when its second term of lectures was completed. 39.

Througha;t the spring the Board- déalt with various minor matters
connected with the new scheme. ~Additional furniture was purchased, and
pawd for by Dosald Smith: Miss Helen Gairdner was hired as thé Lady

_ ' Superintendent (afternoons only) at a sa.lal.ry_ of $150 a vear: and the
'University's prizes and scholarships were opened tc women, with the

exception of those donated by William Macdonald, who requested that

his remain open to men a::ly.‘o
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Donald Smith was characteristically slow in formalizing the
terms of the endowment. On October 9, 1886 the Board authorized
the President to sign the Deed of the Donalda Endowment on bemn of

‘the University, although the additional $70, 000 had been turned over on

June 1, 1886. 41 The Deed was the final step in fonna{izing the con-

ditions under which the endowment could be used. It sp&ciﬂed that
all the ._inchme was to be used to provide “collegiate education for

women,
Such education shall for \me esent be conducted in
the buildings of the McGill College itself, as a dis-
* tinct Special Course in the Faculty of Arts, but as
soon as practicable the Classes shall be erected into
a separate College of McGill University for the higher
education of women, with a separate building from
that of McGill College, .

The classes were to be "entirely separate” from those for men, "and
no portion of the endowment hereby granted shall at any time be applied

either directly or indirectly to sustain mixed classes of the two sexes. 42

. This wording was to plague the McGill authorities for years to come.

The report of the Committee on the Higher Education of Womeﬁ{
which Dawson presented to the Corporation on October 22, 1884, was |
already irrelevant l:y the time it was completed. It sparxed almost
no  debate on the qt;estim of separate versus mixed classes for women,
sijxce the decision to accept the conditions of the Smith endowment 'of

separate classes had already been made a month earlier. It is really

‘of interest only as another expression of Dawson's personal views on

the question and because he attempted to present its conclusions as the

£
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lconmms decision of,the whole Corporation, when the question was
rw in the press later that year.

Unlixe the 1883 report, this final version was obviously the
worx of Dawson alone, not of a committee which included strong sup-
porters of co-education among its members. Dawson began by defending
the year's delay as a wise decision since |

. . . very partial success had attended the admission
of ladies to the classes in some of the Universities
in this country, while in the University of Tormto
the subject was actively discussed, and Dr. Wilson,
President of University College, had taxen strong
ground against the method of mixed classes. 43

Neither of these reasons was really true; the earlier survey had not
revealed any problems with co-education, and Wilson's battle with the

\ ' N e,

Ontario government had not yet begun when the decision to delay was
taxen 44 Dawson then turned to his familiar theme, that more informa-
tion had been needed from the "mother country” and that he had agreed’
to obtain this on his visit. The bulx of the report (eight of its fourteen
pages) was taxen up with descriptions of his findings in Britain, particularly
at Cheéltenham and Newnham College, Cambridge, both of which favoured
separate education.

The few references made to co-education were all unfavourable.
For example, although 1t was of course cheaper, it also
. .. fitted women better for the struggle of life in
competition with men, and was thus suited to those
who required this hardening process, because in
the present social condition of England they would
have to earn their own subsistence.

The iami.liar refrain that co-education was "more dangerous to the health .
of young women" was also raised, 46 Dawson pointed out. that at Owens

o,
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College, Manchester, wb"éré co-education had been introduced "under
what seemed favourable circumstances, " it had now been abandoned
and separate classes were offered for women "in the Junior years. .. 41
Dawson obviously believed that the affiliated women's colleges of Oxford
and Cambridge which provided separate residences, classes, female
staff, and the possibility that a student "can, if she so pleases, complete
her whaole course of study without attending any mixed classes"48 were
the best models, and by thegtime he wrote his re;ort ﬁe was well on
his way to establishing this system at McGil. |
‘Having reviewed the events at McGill since his return, bawam
expressed his hope for a further endowment to finance the extension of
the separate! classes to the third and fourth years and ultimately to
provide for a new building to house a women's college. 49 He concluded:
1 think the Corporation of the University has rm .
to congratulate itself on having already attained to
a safe and %Sogrmive position in this important
Obviously for Dawson, the debate was over. For the moment the mem-
bers of the Corporation seem either to have acquiesced, to not have
realized the significance of their actions, or else to have recognized
~ that they had no hope of obstructing the Principal within the Corporatim
In any case, the debate shifted to the press,
o ( . ‘ )
| In the early autumn of 1884 the press was generally silent or
uncriticalﬁ of the implications of the Smith endowment. The Montreal ‘

Gazette described it as "a munificent gift" which would marx "the
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" beginning among us of a new style of educational institution, . . ."51

The Witness referred to "the most timely and liberal gift" which would
Dllead McGill "into the same channel. with that of the ladies' colleges
connected with the universities of Cambridge, Oxford, and Edinburgh, "
and praised "the wise and princely munificence of Mr, Smith, . ."52
Later in the autumn, the Gazette criticized the error of the Ontario
éoiernn;ent "in thrusting female students-into the classes of the cquege”
in Toronto, and commented on "the success which has so far attended
the opening af “separate classes for women in connection with McGill, . .
The Gazette was convinced McGill's system wmﬁ! help to recruit

students: *

™.

. .. we may expect that the better class of Ontario

students will resort to this city for that higher

education of women which is evidently so much in

demand. Possibly, in this case, our college for

women may grow even to the dimemsions of our

great medical school. 53
In the same issue the Chzette reprinted a lungthy report- from the Toromto
ihtl of a speech by Daniel Wilson, reiterating his belief that the co-
educational system which the Ontario govarz;ment had forced him to
introduce that fall would fail and that the government should undertaxe
" the expense of founding a separate women's college. Later in November,
‘Wilson said much the same thing in his Convocation address which was
" reprinted in the Canada Educational Monthly. Chiding the government
for its economy, Wilson. pointed out that

. . the little Anglo-Canadian minority in the Province

of Qusbec ... are furnishing to McGill College by
private liberality the means for an efficient system




of academic minigi specially adapted for its

Late in October, R.A. Ramsay, the Treasurer of the University and
nlloca member of the Committee on the Higher Education of Women,
‘sounded a less optimistic note when the Moatreal Star reported him !
as having said that “there has been a good deal of diversity of opinion”
on the question, that only limited resources were available, and additional
donations were essential to finance the separate classes. In this same
article Dawson was described ias confident that "there would -be a0
difficulty in obtaining all that was needed for women's classes . .."
and that since
... McGill stood alone in Canada‘in having separate
classes, and unless changes were made in other
calleges, the lady students would come to McGill, 55
Then, late in November, Murray raised his voice once again. In
a letter to the Editor of t.h: Montreal Witness, he pointed out
... It appears t.liat anﬂerronews impression prmu;
' with regard to the action of McGill University in oped-

ing certain classes for women. It is true that a
temporary arrangement has b ade . . . but the

corporation has explicitly refusedJtéo commit itself to
the institution of a separate college or a separate
course of lectures for women, and in accepting the
munificent gift of the Hon. Donald A. Smith, stipu-
lated that it should be applied to the general purpose

of "the higher education of women."58
Murray went on to state that he would not get into a discussion of a
- question "still waiting the discussion of the corporation . . ." but that
he felt such a course or conege' would "not only be finanéially ruinous
to the university, but would seriously impair its intellectual and moral

eﬂiciency: "
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The Star quickly seized on the issue Murray had raised and in
- -
( a lengthy editorial on December 1, 1884 noted that

. . . discussion of this question has brought to
light that the Corporation of the University is - \
‘ divided on the matter of separate or co-education:
~ that it has not yet come to a decision: and that-
meanwhile an attempt i8 being made to create a
set of circumstances by which it will have vir-
tually “drifted’ into a system of separate educa-
tion. Whether there has been any interference
with its privileges, or whether the promoters of
co~education are themselves to blame for the
~ confusion of ideas as to its whersabouts on the
question, it is impossible to tell 57

The Star quoted Murray's letter, claiming that no commitment to separate ;
education had been made by the Corporation, and noted that the wording '
f of the original motion to accept the Smith endowment had been changed
to avotd~any such commitment. However, thg article also pointed out: {
"No one believes that the present arrangement is temporary...." It A
then listed some of the'rmms why-a commitment to_separate education
should be avoided: the professors were a.lraad} over-worked; the Faculty
Io! Arts needed at least six new Chairs which would cost about what a
full course of separate classes would cost; the work now offered in the ;
junior classes "doag\not rise above the level of a good Hig;xUSchool";
R o and worlnem were still being unfairly excluded from the professional
| faculties.\ While admitting that there might be some "special difficulties
connected with co-education . . ." the Star claimed that in this case "they
are greatly overestimated by prdjudice and mgrbid fears, " and that only

a "complete failure" of a .co-education experiment would justify an attempt *

(~ to "erect a system of separate education.” The Corporation was urged
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to reach a firm decision as soon as pouible

’ 'I’hu attacx infuriated Dawson, who hated publicity, and he quickly
prcpch a‘lengthy rebuttal of the Star's charges. He wrote a series
of three long letters which were published by both the Gazetts and the
StlrouDecmber:! 4 and 5. Damuﬁrstlmrdwtwlththe
lpoclﬁc charges, or as Dawson called them "uwmptions of the Star.
The first was that the University was divided on this question. His

reply here was very unclear:

I'trust, however, that it will be found that though '

we may freely discuss matters of detail, we shall,

as in the past, be found perfectly united against a

common enemy. . . . 98
Another "assumption, " which Dawson claimed was "directly at variance
with the statistics,” was that co-education was superior and that aill«,,w ‘
young women ‘deairing higher aducat'im,wmnd prefer 'mixed education,
He also insisted that the idea thht co-education involved no expense was
“ridiculous,i" at least at McGill where it would involve a coasiderable

expense on rooms and buildings _
Tumiug to the Smlth endowment, he polntod out that the conditlons

were act by Smith, not the University:

Yet we are regarded as malefactors because we .
are willing to accept and use such an endowment,
and even the benevolent and public-spirited donor '
. «. is treated as if he deserved censure for not
spending his money as our critic would desire. 59

Having quoted all the details of the arrangements by which the special

course was set up, Dawson claimed

o
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was even then interviewing individually, to Dawson's outrage, he noted /

.that it was a large body which met only occasionally‘and that many of - :

71

It would be folly to believe that by these resolu-
tions the corporation did not commit itself to the
idea of carrying out the worx for educatiop in the
junior years in separate classes. Such a supposition
would imply that the university accepted Mr. Smith's
gift fraudulently and with intent to deceive, 80

Dawson concluded. the letter with a loag defence of the Faculty of Arts:
the cheerfulness with which the staff had undertape% the extra classes:
the flexibility of its organization which had allowed for s‘uch speedy
action; the high quality of its staff: and the advantage of having the ‘
funds to hire new staff whicl‘x the Smith endow:}lent had provided.

The second Dawson letter dealt mainly wﬂQ the action taxen by ;

the Corporation at its October meeting: the report of the Faculty of

Arts concerning the special course; , the preaeixtatict; of his final report
on the Higher Educxtion of Women; and the request to the Faculty of
Arts to prepare a-scheme for women in the ;hird and fourth years,
"either in separate or mixed classes.” He then went on to explain

the responsibilities of the Corpc;ration:

.4
N

It would be an insult to the xnowledge and good ]
sense of the members of the corporation to suppose
thit they were not aware that this was the legiti- :
mate effect of their action in September; and if so, ;
they were bound to act as they did in October, . ;
unless they were prepared to rescind their previous i
resolutions, to advise the governors to return Mr. g
Smith's money, and to require the Faculty of Arts .
to dismhiss the class it had advertised for, or to
oblige it to enter on mixed lectures. 61

In defence of the members of the Corporation, whom the Star

L4

its members did not have much time to give to "educational subjegts":

).



' <
It is, therefore, not unlixely that to some of its
members the organization of the classes for_women
may seem to have gone on with undue rapidity. b
'He also included one mysterious hint as to what was to.come:

In the meantime neither the governors nor the

corporatign have any occasion to meddle with it

[the new/scheme], unless any new feature, as

for ins an additional endowment, should

develop itself, in which case the matter of such -

new endowment would primarily belong to the

board of governors.
This is exactly the procedure which was followed in March, 1885,

Turning directly to the attack in the Star which had provoxed his

Lrefsponse, Dawson quoted se‘[eral long excerpts from it. He rebuxed
the writer for not coming directly to him with his questions and went
on to reject, at great length and with considerable vehemience, the
accusation that the level of workx now offered at McGill was low. He

ended with a long quotation from his own Report on the Higher Education

of Women, stressing the n.eed for an additional endowment in order to
carry on the separate classes for women in the third and fourth years,
In the same edition which contained this second letteqr,'tl;e Star
published a long editorial refuting Dawson's ﬁr;st let'tgr. Ha;rmg taxen
some personal jabs at Dawson ("Dawéon sets up another Straw man of
his own making to show the dexterity with which he overturns it"), the
.article really‘ just reaffirmed the charges made four days earlier:
that thelUniversity was divided on the question of women's education;.
that "in the present condition of McGill" co-education was desirable
"from the economical point of view"ti that the Corporation-had still

Y asd

not taken a decision on the question, which should be settled now, so
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, b
that "even temporary arrangements may be in line with the policy to

be finally adopted 83

The Star also chided Dawson for bringing Donald Smith into the’
debate ("wtgose“name we have tried carefully to exclude from this dis-
cussion"), pointing out that the argument was with the Corporation,
not Smith, ~who was complimented as "worthy of the highest praise,
éspecially‘ in these days of sordid self-seexing. ..." The Star denied
‘that it had had any intention of 'gfieexing" at the staff of t.he4 Faculty
of Arts, it had simply pointedo t that/ many of the professors were
already over-worked, and "should not be asked or allowed" to undertaxke
extra wox:s with the women's classes. The question of the level of
McGill's work was not raised again. The article concluded with a

R

repetition of the demand that women be admitted to all the faculties of

2% el

the University, instead of having this right "doled out in fragments. . . 64

The next day Dawson's third and final letter appeared, along with

the article which really infuriated him, in which the Star surveyed the

B,

’ ‘members of the Corporation individually for their views. Dawson's

third letter. was presented as a review of the events of 1884, but went
: . ’ EY \
back to the founding of the M.L.E. A, and Murray's resolution of 1882

Dawson did adm{t, quite candidly: N

To Dr. Murray belongs the credit of obliging the

corporation to enter on the discussion of the question

from a point of view which I confess many of us had

wished to avoid as lougB sas possible—that of mixed .
education of the sexes. ’ \
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He then repeated his continuing doubts about the question, in spite of ~
the data collecied by the- Committee set up by the Corporation, and h;s
desire to collect further information in Great Britain, concluding, ‘not \
surprisingly, that the methods used in Great Britain "were in some

respects best suited to the social conditions of this country." Comment-

T o

ing on his final report, Dawsen wrote:

Had I xnown before-hand the facts that were soon to
develop themselves, ¥ should have written my report
in England or on the steamer, and shoulq have
presented it to the June meeting. 66

It is interesting to speculate whether if he had done so it would have
prompted a debate on the question and a firm decision before the Cor-
poration was faced w}th the conditions of the Smith bequest. ’ ;
Dawson went on ta repeat tﬁe sequence of events over the summer
and the happy surprise of the Smith endowment, concluding, very franxly: {
~ I was not a co-educationist, but had I been so, I
- am sure that I should have acted in the same way,
and had the endowment been offered for co-education,
I should have accepted it as*a providential indication,
in the case, at whatever sacrifice to myself,
Dawson then went into all the details of the plans for the third and ;
fourth years, concluding, again not surprisingly, that the combination
of separate classes in the ordinary subjects and mixed classes in Honours

was the best solution. He stressed his own commitment to offering the .

studeénts this element of choice: ’ . N7

« Should we be unable to give any choice in the matter,
I should dread the responsibility involved, as in that ' *
case this would certainly prove very onerous and
might become disastrous. . .

R
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I should feel that the weight of social and morai re-
spansibility would be greatly diminished, and I think

this is also the feeling of the greater number of my
colleagues. I confess that in case of any faux
or meésalliance such as we sometimes hear of in
connection with mixed education., ! should, in the
. case of compulsory co-education. feel myseld morally
disgraced, and that 1s a risk I do not7propose to
;ncur on any consideration whatever. 6

-

This statement seems to be a direct contradiction \of his earlier assur-
ances that he would have made every effort to implemént a system of
co-education, had an endowment been offered for that purpose.

Q for the economic :;rguronent. Dawson claimed that a system of

mixed classes 1n the final two years would cost $25. 000 for new class-

&

rooms, waiting-rooms and the salary of a lady superintendent:

.. and I wish to offer to zealous co-educationists the
opportunity to present us with this ‘'sum in the course
of next year. It certainly cannot be afforded out of
the general funds of the universaity.

Yet separate célasses would require 350, 000 or more, he admitted. He
ended with a statement of sympathy for Daniel Wilson, and an expression

of his own belief that women's education should aim at "a culture for

t

women, higher, moré refining and better suited for her nature. . . .
He also spoxe of the "higher tox‘fg" which his classes for women attained

and claimed that women who had to take part in mixed classes had to

be "prepared to assert themselves in an unwomanly manner. ..." Reveal-

]

ing his own personal commitment to the ideal of separate éducation he

.v} VN @ ! 2 . ~ B -
concluded: -
If the cost of separate classes were vastly greater than
it is, it would, in my judgement, on this ground alone,
be well repaid.
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Dawson, who had been sounding ’mcreasing}y pious as his three .
letters progressed, added a fihal paragraph to the third when 1t was
sent to the Gazette. In this he claimed he bore the Star "no malice”
although he disapproved 'of its treatment of this subject. both as to |
matter and manner. . . 69 He disapproved even more strongly o{ the

Star's next "manner” which was to go directly tc the members of the

Corporation with four- specific questions. Was there not at the rime of

- the special meeting in September, on the agenda for October. a resolution

/

~ to open the Faculty of Arts to women on the same terms as men” When

the resolution to accept the Smith donation was submitted, was it not

opposed by several members ol the grounds that 1t would commit the

» Corporatian to a “particular policy’ with regard to co-education and \

was the motion "not amended m deference to such opposition 1n order
to ;void that interpret:itmn 2"  When the amended resolution was passed
was it not "on a specific assurance given by Sir William Dawson that it
should not in any manner affect the discussion of the policy of the
University" ¢ d finally, what was the personal o}:inion of each member

of the Corporation as to "the wisdom" of initiating separate classes, in

view of the financial situation of the University?7op,

—

The. Star reached twenty-four gf/the forty-four members of the
Corporation, some of thm refused to answer, some revealed they xnew
little about what had been géing on‘, whether they had been at the meetings
or not, and some of whom answered very fully and frankly. Taxen’

|
together, these replies are fascinating, Only four responded positively

'

/
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" which first year classes were composed
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il

to the first three questions, which were in fact a fairlyv accurate re-
creation of what had actually taxex; placgwgt the two meetinés of the
Corporation. Murray did not answer speciJﬁcall‘v. but’ wouid obviously ’
have made a fifth, Thirteen ;nembérs refused to answer any of the
gquestions. Sever:;l sho;ved no interest or kKnowledge of the i1ssue; some
simply sounded éareful.’ referring to the confidentiality of the Corpora-
tion's meetings@several of this group were Umiversity staff members).
The replies to the final question as to the members' individual
oi:inions on the quéstion of separate education are also mterestiﬁg.
Three said the question should be looked at only in financial a‘terrms,
the implication being that Mc Gill could not possibly afford separate

education. Two others said that thev favoured separate education but

it was simply too éxpenswe. The remaining six (thirteen still gave no

reply) gave wildly. conflicting views: one said that the views of the donor

should decide tl{e question; .one was personally in favour of co-education,
but was prepared to accept the Smith endowment and its conditions since
he felt that one endowment often led to others; Murray was obviously
in favour of co-education; two members were strongly opposed. One
séid that mixed classes would be "a remarxably haziardous experiment, "
and one that co-educationnwas "very far from desirable, " and that he
would "hesitate very gravely"” before allowing a daughter to join mixed
classes. Harrinétm, Dawson's son-in-law andﬂa profegbr, said he
personaliy wou]igyggble\g};ture to mixed classes, that "The elements of

‘ \Zere mixed enough at present,"
and to add women would "increase the difficulties, " but that in the later

o




,,,,,

78

years co-education "might" be successful. He added that he thought
the women themselves preferred separate classes. !l

The Star's survey proved that the ‘Corporation was indeed divided,
but it‘ also proved that Dawson's statement that many members were not
that well informed o1 the gquestion was certainly correct too. It is8 hard
not to conclude that Dawson's perception that the majoriéy of the members
favoured separate classes, if the University could afford t.hem', was also
accurate, It is equally true tfxat the Corporation had "drifted" x@
accepting his.view without a full debate oa the question, and his letters
were often misleading in their efforts to disguise this fact.

The Star came very close to saying just that in another long -
editorial which appearéd the day after the survey was published. 72 3
noted the strange sequence of delays in the work of the Committee on
the Higher Education of Women in 1883 and 1884, and the fact that the
September Corporation meeting clearly did not maxe a-;ermanent,. comlmit-

ment to separate education, in fact, "It expressly refused to do so.”

The inclusion of the words "for the present" in the motion passed, were

cited by the Star as showing that the special cour'se was only "a
temporary contrivance." . The Star, somewhat naively, aigainA urged for
a speedy decision\on the question. The article also pointed out the
obvious inconsistency in fearing the effects of mixed classes in the first
years, .but permitting them in the upper years. It noted again the great

need for improvements in the Faculty of Arts, rather than the creation-

of "a separate institution, necessarily second-rate and make-shift in

®

i

-character. . . . ; -
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Although, in retrospect, it is obvious that Dawsp_n had already
won this fight, he did not give up. The survey of the members of the
Corx;oraticm had particularly offended him, and in rebuttal he had his
three letters published, with a”covering note stressing the "delicate"
nature of the question and the unjustiﬁéd at’\cacxs of the Star. He endéd
by pointing out, yet again, that(?a decision as to the éourses in the
third and fourth years had not yet been reached. At the end of the

three letters he added a final note, quoting statistics from the United

States, showir;g that the proportion of women in mixed classes (in 1882)

was far lower than the number in separate classes, and concluded: X 1
These facts, with the Small number of students _
attending those Canadian Colleges which have opened o
their classes to women along with men, would seem .

, to indicate that this [mixed] method may be ex- .

Yo pected to provide for about one-seventh of those {

L desirous of higher education, leaving the rest without _

’ any educational advantages, and this evil.can be
remedied here, as in the United States, only by the
endowment of well-appointed colleges for women in
opposition to those practising co-education. 73

The Star didwnot give-up either. It published a final editorial

— r’:’.ﬁ'

in response to the Dawson pamphlet, pointing out that "from first to

last" it was "a complete begging of the émestion." :}is article was |

much stronger in its personal criticism of Dawson than the earlier

““ones. He was accused of being "determined to force the Corporation *

—

10 accept his own pet scheme before it has had an opportunity of deciding

ERaN

-

the question on its own merits." There had been an attempt "to stifle
discussion, and cause the Corporation to drift into a position from

which it cannot honourably withdraw,..." Dawson now claimed that .
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the meetings of the Corporation were confidential, but he toox twelve

pages to give his own version of what had taxen place there. The
Star continued to stress the temporary nature of the commitment already
made and the fact that the question was still open, The article ended

with a demand that the meetings of the Corporation be opened to the.

public. 4,

Both the Star and Dawson lapsed into silence after -this lengthy

-~
[4

debate. The Montreal Gazette made no editorial comment on the issue,

" although it published the three Dawson letters. The University Gazette,

_ the McGill student paper, criticized the funding of separate classes when

the University had other préssing needs, and pointed out that since

Smith was "not an educationist" it looxed as if someone in auihority,

"présumably the Principal, " had urged Smith to specify that his gift be
used for separate education. ™ The Uniyersity Gazette continued its

attack -in January, pointing out that the crucial decision would be made

at the January 28 meeting of the Corporation, They charge?i, quite

correctly as it turned out, that the Principal would probably attempt

N
the same tactic he had used in October, when so much routine business

was brought up that many members were unable to stay for the vote on
the question of the Smith endowment. This time, the Gazette claimed,

such "unworthy generalship" would be checked by members of the

Corporation who would demand that the question be brought up early

in the meeting and fully debated. 76

vy

The University Gazette was opposed to separate classes for two

1
reasons: they over-worked the professors and the present endowment

5
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was inadequate. The same articie pointed out that McGill‘ was in danger

of being by-passed by Toronto, which had access to the resources of

the Ontario government. They hoped that:

| Thanks to a recent b(gtrgversy, the people of this

city have been brought* to see how great would be.
the folly of establishing a college for women.

If the authorities "persist in that folly" potential donors would distrust

their judgement and the whole University would suffer: "With a Cor-

poration in which the balance of power rests with men who care little

for the University, we have fear. "

At the January meeting of the Corporation, the Faculty of Arts .

3
3

submitted its report favouring an extension of separate classes to the
third and fourth years, aad this plan was approved by the Corporation’
on February 11 On February 1, a "Lady Undergraduate" complainéd

in the University Gazette that in spite of all the publicity given the topic

of the higher education of women, "we, the lady students, have never

given our side of the story ..." but on February 15, the University

Gazette, now under new editors, apologizéd in the lead editorial for
\

its earlier criticism of Dawson, saying their "faith in Principal Dawson

, 3
has not wavered, .. ."!! Dawson's original plan then went forward -

\

~unchecked and there was little or no discussion of the question for

another three years.

When it did come up again, it was, as usual, John Clark Murray

who reopened the question. 'On February 18, 1888, the Montreal Witness

published a long letter from Murray entitled "University Co-education,"

: | \
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supposedly prompted by the news that Adelbert College in Ohio had
' % ' .
decided to terminate it8 co-educational classes. '8 Since the article

appeared at the same time that Murray's long fight with the Board over
his salary was drawing to a close, and focussed on the burden the -

. McGill system placed upon its staff, it is hard not to conclude that
the timing was not accidentgl.

Having explained some of the reasons behind the decision of the
Ohidhcollege, Murray noted that the situation at McGill was very N
different andb claimed, incorrectly in this case, that open discrimination
ag‘ainst women still existed:

With the exception of one lady, the founders of

~  scholarships 'in McGill College have all refused to

allow any female student to be cox:npetitc):rs.”»9
N ,
1

His real purpose was to attack the McGill system. He .referred back -

N -to the fact that the Committee on the Higher Education of Women had
not discovered any undesirable results from co-education, yet McGill

had adopted a system requiring the duplication of lectures by the pro-

R,

o fessors., Noting that most McGill professors were already doing the 4

WOrK

\ . .. which in a properly equipped university, would
“ have been distributed among two or three men .
the College has inflicted on its professors the cruel
injustice of requiring them to go through the need-
less farce—to bear the intolerable burden—of
\_*repeating their lectures every day. 80

Three days later the Witness commented editorially on the

question, repeating that there was no evidence of any harm being done

anywhere by co-educational classes, and that the funds of McGill were

Y
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‘the matter deserved "serious consideration" by the Board: - : s

’The terms of the Smith endowments and the

83

/
not sufficient to offer separate classes, "except at the cost of over-

taxmg the present professors." R ended by noting that this system

- would "not take long to prove futile, " and that McGill had already

introduced mixed clisses in the upper yearé.al

Dawson", who had been coping with Murray's complaints about his
back salary all autumn, 32 must have been infuriated by both these
g{ﬁcles, but reacted with great x:estraivnt. Publicly he ignored ihem,
although he both consulted the Chancellgr and wrote immediately to

Smith, He, referred to“ Mux;ray's "ciqv‘pu; complaints" which he said
were unfounded since an professors had a free choice as to whether
or npt to undertake the lectures for women.. He also reported that
"though much annoyed" the CMncgﬁor advised doing nothing since

‘Murray's other complaln'ts had still to come before the Board. Smith

replied that Murray's artitle was "to be regretted" and that he thought

. that any one of the Professors should place .
himself so markedly before the public in opposition o8
to the policy adopted by the Governing body of the
university, .

The Board met on Fe\abruary 25. Dawson must have been quite worried

about the meeting because he. prepared a lengthy memo, dated Febru-
ary 22, which he later had printed. In point form it reviewed yet again the
various steps in the University's c;)mn‘mitmen&o separate education,

0 thod of Staﬁing the special

course were explained in detail. The fact that each professor was

offered the option of repeating his lectures, and being paid for doing
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so, or turning these classes over to assisténts hired specially for
" this tasx was spelt out, as was the fact thagfach professor had con-

s

tra;:ted individuanky\gth the Board for the extra work. The practice

\ . of repeating lectures was defended as nothing unusual and having the
advantage of leading to smaller classes. He also defended the overall
benefits to th; Faculty of Arts of ﬂxis\‘syétem and pointed out that more
extra staff would.be hired .once the women's college was established. 84
The Board minutes m\ékke no reference to the memo but Murray's final
appeal for a reconsidefation of his back salary was rejected.85 Dawson, still
remarkably restrained; wrote to Murray‘ immediately after 'tl;e meeting,
referring to yet another article in the -Witness which had appeared that
same \day, specifically mentioning Murray's complaints. The article

: r‘gappears to have bﬂeen baged on Dawson's memo, which may well havé

bee:{ "'leaxed" to the paper.86 ’I‘ﬁe article also reported an interview,,‘

‘with Dawson which ciairﬁed he had said he was unaware of any grievances
of "alleged over-working" of certain professors, and repeated the various .-
options tl}ey had been offered in Eonnection with the women's courses.
Dﬁwson was also juoted as having saigl that McGill had more women
students than any other college in Canada; that he was sorry if any
prdfessoré considei'ed themselves "unjustly treated”; and that the Board

L

. was quite prepared to discuss the r;iatter.87 In his letter to Murray,

Al

.Dawson referred to a "stupid. paragraph” in the Witness and explained

he had already called the editor and disassociated himself from the

—

( article, 88 Murray wrote Dawson a very brief, and for him friendly,
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reply, referring to Dawson s ""xind explanation "89  The Witness pub~’

lished a retraction a few Aays later, which ended with the statement

. that Dawson's

. . . chief concern at present is to bring the fourth
session to a successful issue, which be the best
defence of the University in the matter,

It appears that Dawson finally felt fairly secure that the questidn

.of separate edd‘cation had been settled, and was lgoking forward to

enjoying the fruits of all his efforts when the first class of women
students, including several of the original group from the Montreal
High School for Girls wpo had sought his heI\p in the summer of 1884,
would graduate in April. | He may also have had high‘ hopes for a
" further gift from Donald Smith to fmancé a women's college Instead,
within two months, he was faced with a.nother battle with Murray, again
focussed on the issue of” .c; educatxon and one which would drag on for
another five years, delaying in the process the achievement of Dawson s

dream of 3 separate women's college.

e s rrm————
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Notes — Chapter III

4

° C D. Day, Address of the Homorable C, D Day, LL.D.;
' Chancellor of McGill University, Delivered at the Entertainment of
Benefactors, December 20th, 1870 [Montreal, 18707]: Day quoted

the motion made by Dr. Henry Wilkes, Professor of Theology at
the Congregational College of British North America, and a member
of the Corporation, at a meeting "held in the College Library o the

\ 10th February last, by a few public-spirited gentlemen " The motion

read:

—_

That this meeting rejoices in the arrangements
made in the Mother Country and on this Continent,
to afford young women the opporturities of a regular
College course; and being persuaded of the wvital
importance of this matter to the cause of Higher
Education and to the well-being of the community,
respectfully commends the subject to the considera~

~-tion of the Corporation of the University, .for such
action as the expected addition to the Endowment
may enable them to take. (p. 2.)

~

Later in this speech Chancellor Day stressed the need for Mc Gill
College to "become the privileged instrument of ministering to this
urgent want, " describing woman as “the first great high priestess

of Education.” (pp. 6-7 ) This special appeal for funds raised just
under $60,000, Dr, Wilkes was still a member of Corporation whert
the Smith endowment was accepted in 1884.

’ 2McG111 University Corporation Minute Book, M. U A, April 26,
1882, p. 441, The two most important decision-making bodies at Mc Gill
were the Board and the Corporation. The Statutes of the University
decreed that the Board should be composed of up to fifteen "Laymen
of some Protestant denomination," and that "none of them shall derive
emolument from the College, or hold any appointment, or exercise
any functions connected with the College, otherwise than as hereby
provided, and incidentally to their charge as Governors." McGill

‘University, Montreal: Extracts from the Will' of the Founder: Royal

Charter; Acts of Parliament; Statutes (Montreal, 1883), Statut@
Chapter I, p. 37. Accordmg to the Royal Charter, the Governors
Principal and Fellows "shall be a body politic and corporate’. . ." and
thus made up the Corporation. Ibid., Amended Charter, 1352, p, 14.
The Fellows, who numbered 29 in 1884 were the Deans or Vice-Deans
of the various ficulties, the Prmcipals of affiliated colleges and the
McGill Normal School,- elected representatives of the different .faculties,
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elected members of .Convocation (i.e,, graduates) of the different
faculties, and other members of Convocation appointed by the Board.
Ibid., Statutes, Chapter III, pp. 39-40. According to the Annual
Calendar, the Board had the power "to frame Statutes, to maxe Appoint-
ments, -and to administer the Finances of the University." The ‘
Corporation had the power '"to frame regulations touching Courses of
Study, Matrxculatxon, Graduation and other Educational matters; and
to grant Degrees." Annual Calendar of McGill College and Umversth,

“_  Session 1884-85 (Montreal, 1884), n.p.

~

N

“ Mc Gill University, Corporation Minute Book, Oct. 25, 1882

%

- p. 413,
Ybid., Jan. 24, 1883, pp. 13-14. .

5Ihcl. , June 6, 1883, pp. 42-50. Dawson later had extracts
from the minutes of the Corporatlon meetings at which the question of

‘ - co-education was discussed (April, 1882 through January, 1885) printed.

See McGill University; Extracts of Minutes, Printed by Order of
Corporation for the Use of Members Alone [Montreal, 1885]. ,

. R V
. 8See below pp. 169-170. ¢

McGill University, Corporation Minute Book, June’ 6, 1883,

-

8bid. , pp. 45-6.

bid., pp. 48-9.
10Ibid. , p. 50. Johnson's reference to admitting women to "all"
the University's examinations was not a great concession, Women could

already write .exams for the Senior Associate in Arts, Wwhich was the
equivalent of the completion of second year of the Arts course. See
D.P,, 927/30/21 for the 1880 time-table of the Higher Exams for
Women; 927/30/23 for a Draft Diploma for the Senior Associate in
Arts; and 927/30/25 for a letter from Georgina Hunter (one of the
fxrst class of women graduates in 1888) to Dawson, April 27, 1880,
requesting permission to write the McGill exams. A sm;ﬂar system
also existed at the University of Toronto. See Nancy -Ramsay Thompson,
"The Controversy Over the Admission of Women to University College,
University of Toronto, " unpublished M, A, thesis, University of Toronto,
1974, p. 47, ‘ ' @
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yegin University,. Corporation Minute Book, “June 6, 1883,
p. 90, : ’ ' .

lzlbid June 13, 1883, pp. 51-3. There were 17 members at
the June B me meeting a.nd 21.at the June 13 meeting. . -

13mid,, p. 52.

14mig., p. 53. ’

a

19mid., June 25, 1884, p. 134,

3

b

16Grace Ritchie England, "The Entrance of Women to McGill, " -
McGill News, XVI, 1 (Dec., '1934), 15; Principal Sir J, William
Dawson, G.M.G., LL.D., Report on the Higher Education of Women:
Presented to the Corporatmn of- Mc Gill University, October, 1884

TMontreal, 1684], p. 11; J. Wm, Dawson, The Higher Education of
‘Women _in_Connection with McGill Un1vers1t1TMont?ea1 1884], pp: 9-10;
Sir William Dawson, Thirty-Eight Years of McGill ('Montreal 1893),

7
R \w

1T he Higher Education of Women (August 1884), D.P., 2462/10.

18pawson, The Higher Education of Women in Connection with
McGill University, p. 10, N - “

19 v oo - - .
See above pp. 39-40. - ¢ .

20Dawson, The Higher Education of Women in Conne'ction with
McGill University, p. 10. 7

21Sir Wiltliam Dawson, The Constitution of McGill University,
Montreal (Montreal, 1888), p. 11, ) ) ]
22 of
The full text of Smith's letter.was read into the minutes of
the Board. See.McGill University, Board of Governors' Minute Book, :
M.U.A,, Special Meeting, Sept. 13, 1884, pp. 22- 3 -

231bid.,” Adjourned Meeting, Sept. 20, 1834, p.’?rﬁ.

“ 24MCG111 Universn:y, Corporatmn Mmute Book, Sept 20, 1884,
pp. 142-3. ]
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" 29Mcntreal Gazette, Sept, 25, 1884; Montreal Star, Sept. 25,
1884, S :

268roronto Globe, Sept. 22, 1884, See D.P., Daniel Wilson to
B. Harrington (Dawson's son-in-law), March 21, 1884, Dawson Family
Papers, 1377, for a good examplé of Wilson's violent opposition to
co-education, Women were admitted to University College on a co-
,edpcational basis that fall, in spite of Wilson's efforts. See Thompson,
"The Controversy Over the Admission of Women to University College."

a 2'chGill University, Faculty of Arts' Minute Boox, M. U.A,, 48,
Sept. 22, -1884, pp. 2-3; see also ibid,, Oct. 2, 1884, p. 5; Oct. 29,
1884, p. 14; Nov. 28, 1834, p. 21. - ’

28ycGill University, Board of Governors' Minute Boox, Special
Meeting, Oct. 4, 1884, pp. 35, 29.

. 29\cGill University, Corporation Minute Book, Oct. 22, 1884,
pp. 162-5. . , .

<

* 3%mia,, p. 106.

-

31y University, Board of Governors' Minute

Boox, Regular
Meeting, Oct. 25, 1884, p. 45; Regular Meeting, Dec. 27, 1884, p. 58

In May this was raised to $80, for the spring term, ibid., Regular
Meeting, May 23, 1885, p. 100, but it was then lowered to $30 "per
lecture, " the following autumn, ibid., Regular Meeting, Oct. 24, 1885,
p. 119, The M. L.E.A. paid $20 per lecture for the duration of its
existence, therefore these figures all seem quite high if they actually
refer to an individual lecture, or very low if they mean a whole
course of lectures, although this seems the more probable explanation

from the many budgets which Dawson drew up for the women's courses.

See D.P., undated memo, "Payments for Lectures to Women, "
927/46/17, and n.'36 below. Most of the women's courses met at least
twice a weex,

| 32506 below pp. 66-81.

. 5

~ 33%cGi1 University, Corporation Mimute Book, Jan, 18, 1885,
p. 173 (originak tabling of the report), and pp. 187-9, where the report
is quoted in full in the minutes. .
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34mid., Feb. 11, 1885, pp. 190-1, and April 29, 1885, p. 221;
and McGill University, Board of Governors' Minute Book, -Regular
Meeting, Feb. 28, 1885 p. 67, . Co

35pid. ; Special Meeting, March 21, 1885, pp. 76-T.

36p.p., J. Wm. Dawsmy "Memo on Proposal of Honble D. A.

Smith as to separate classes for women in the whole of the ordinary
work in Arts, " March 20, 1885 927/46/3. Anothér undated memo in
Dawson's hand, with a note "Report and Estimate Donalda Fund 1886-17,
presented by Principal to Governors" goes into further detail as to the
salaries for the staff, including an increase for Miss Gairdner to $250
to cover "her attendance in the forenoon for two days only," and the
fact that he "declines to accept” the $400 budgeted for his own classes
in zoology and geology. bid., undated memo, 927/46/4. Smith actually
paid McGill 4 per cent, not 5 per cent, on the money he had promised
Royal Victoria College for many years. See Chapter VII, n. 18 below.

37McGill University,, Board of Governors' Minute Book, Special

Meeting, March 21 1885, p. 76; Regular Meeting, March 28, 1885,
p. 80. See also D.P., Smith to Dawsm, March 30, 1885, 2211/128.

‘ 38Annual Calendar of McGill College and Uni Session
1885-86 (Montreal, 1885), pp 'i:"ii“"qI 'y ke td_Thiver 57, Soesicr

3%.L.K.A Papers, Remsw of Certificates, 1326; and Lists

of Members, 2160/4/14-18. The last enxry the list of certificates
ildthdlhyZl,l&SSandinthelist me s May 7, 1885, but
the notebook of the Financial Secretary, 1326 lists expenses

wtollarchza 1888, inclndhgmmentd OOtoD;- Mason Mulgar
ta'aconruotunhcturea Professor Mulgar also lectured to the
wmmstudcnts,mDP undated memo, "Payments for Lectures to

Women, " 927/46/17.

Oyecm University, Board of Governors' Minute Book, Special

WMHIO,Mp“WMMAwﬂ% 1885

p. 91 Regular Meeting, May 23, 1885, p. 98; Regular Meeting,

June- 27, 1885, pp. 101-3. A budget for the women's course, including
the years 1886—87 and 1887-88, was presented at the Regular Meeting
of the Board, Dec. 19, 1885, pp. 131-6. See also D, P., Smith to
Dawsom, June 8, 1885, 2211/126; June 20, 1885, 2211/125; and

June 35, 1885, 2211/126, concCerning the purchase of the furniture,
The cost of the furniture, plus rémt, light, janitor service, etc.,

was included in the report to the Board, Dec. 19, 1885, see Minute

Bock, pp. 131-4.
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149, Special Meeting, Oct. 8, 1886, pp. 204-5; see also
Adjourned and Regular Meeting, Oct. 16, 1886, pp. 206-12, .

2-00v of Notarial Deed: Sir D.A. Smith, K.C.M.G.. to the

Royal Institution, Oct, 16, 1886 |Montreal, 18881, p. 2. '

43Daw:mn, Report on_the Higl_nér Education of Women, p. 2.

o

Hgee Thompson, "The Controversy Over the Admission of
Women to University College, " p. 55. Wilson first published his views
in the Gobe in October, 1883, although ag a personal friend of Dawson,
they may well have discussed the question privately.

r“sDawson’, Report on the Higher Education of Véomg, p- 8.
44 | :

i, pp. 6 9.

“mbid, p. .

¥pid,, p. 13,

Omid., p. 14, i

SlA Munificent Gift," Montreal Gazette, Sept. 16, 1884,

52
"H Education of W\ " Montreal Witness [ , 1884],
undated clipplgi:;r D.P., 9094\/2/3:.”' Semt

53" Co-educatin, " Montreal Gasette, Oct. 25, 1884,

S4paniel Wilson, "Address at the Convocation of University College,

| 1884, " Canada Educational Moathly, VI (Nov. 6, 1884), 417-24. The

Canada Educational Monthly favoured higher education for women, but
opposed co-education. In this same issue a portion of Dawson's October
report was published along with an editorial note claiming that "the

idea of co-education is foreign to our soil . . . and that it is offensive

to most ladies themselves." Ibid,, 415.
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55+ Education of Women," Montreal Star, Oct. 30, 1884, Ramsay
may still have believed that the Special Meeting of the Corporation he
had requested only a week earlier would take place. See p. 60 above.

863, Clarx Murray, "The Higher Education of Women, " leiter
to the Editor, Montreal Witness (Nov., 1884], undated clipping, M.P.,
611/2, 'p. 33. The letter itself was dated Nov. 24, 1884, and was in
reply to an article by William Houston, a graduate of Toronto and a

defender of co-education, who origina.lly came from Paisley,
Scotland, as did Murray. Houston published frequently in the Varsity

. and the Week, Dawson wrote Daniel Wilson on Dec. 14, 1891,

describing Houston as "a scheming, treacherous, self-seexer " D.P.,
927/42/23. .

§Tn Mccm University and the Higher Education of Women, n
Montreal Shu- Dec. 1, 1884

«

585 Wm. Dawson, "McGill University and the Higher Education
of Women, I " letter to the Editor Montreal Gagette and Montreal Star,

‘ Dec. 3, 1884,

¥id.
014,

81y Wm. Dawson, "McGill University and the Higher Education
of Women, II," letter to the Editor, Montreal Gazette, and Montreal Star,
Dec. 4, 1884, ,

62pid, -

63"McGill University and the Higher Education of Women, ".
Montreal Star, Dec. 4, 1884,

8414,

85.] Wm. Dawson, "McGill University and the Higher Education
of Women, III," letter to the Editor, Montreal Gazette and Montreal Star,
Dec. 5, 1884

8811d.

-
87 bid,

-~
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Montreal Gazette, Dec. 5, 1884,
70

"McGill University and the Higher Education of Women, "
° Montreal Star, Dec. 5, 1884,

' 711bid.

72"McG111 University and the Higher Education of Women, "
Montreal Star, Dec. 6, 1884, v

73J ., Wm, Dawson, The Higher Education of Women in Connection

with McGill, Dec. 6, 1884 [Montreal, 1884],

‘ T4 MeGill University and the Higher Education of Women, "
Montreal Star, Dec. 20, 1884. The accusation of trying to defer debate
rings somewhat true. See McGill University, Corporation Minute Book,
.Jan, 28, 1885, p. 173. The question of publicity about Corporation
meetmgs was ra1sed at the Jan, 28, 1885 meeting, presumably in
reaction to the Star's survey. A comm1ttee was set up and reported
to the Feb, 11, 71885 meeting, concluding that formal motions and
resolutions could be made public and that individual -members could
discuss their personal opinions but not describe the views of others
or the nature of the discussion, See ibid., Jan. 28, 1885, p. 168
and Feb, 11, 1885 p. 191, .

"5The Present Problem, " University Gazette, VII, 2
(Dec. 1, 1884), 4-5. The University Gazette had already questioned

Dawson's conclusions-about the dangers and decline of co-education in -

its summary of his report to the Corporation. It had pointed out
that men and women were allowed to "sit together" in church. See
ibid,, viii, 1 (Nov. 15, 1884),

7
6"Which Is It To Be?" University Gazette, VI, 5

(Jan. 15, 1885), 4,

77"Jottings from the New World, " University Gazette, VI, 6
(Feb, 1, 1885), 9; ibid., VI, 7 (Feb, 15, 1885), 3.

78J . Clarx Murray, "University Co-education, " Montreal Wimesé,
Feb, 18, 1888, clipping in M.P., 611/2, p. 41; another incomplete copy
is in D.P., 909A/2/13./’ .
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"bid, This was not true. See above p. 63.

0pid.

8liThe Co-education Problem, " Montreal Witness, Feb, 21,
1888, clipping in D.P., 9094/2/13,

825ee above, pp. 36-T.

83p. P., Dawson to Smith, Feb. 20, 1888, 2211/143; Smith
to Dawson, Feb, 20, 1888, 909A/4/2.

84J. Wm, Dawson, Memorandum for the Board of Governors
with Reference to Certain Recent Statements Respecting the McGill

Classes for Women. Feb. 22, 1888 [Montreal, 1888].

85 Ginn University, Board of Governors' Minute Book, Regular
Meeting, Feb. 25, 1888 pp. 301-2,
25\

86"A McGill Professor's Work, " Montreal Witness, Feb,
1888, clipping in D.P,, 909A/2/13,

8754, -
¢« %% P., Dawson to Murray [Feb. 25 1888], 909A/2/32,
89D.P., Murray to Dawson [Feb. 25 1888], 909A/2/33,

9()"The Separate Class System," Montreal Witness . [ Feb,, 1888],
undated clipping in D.P., 909A/2r/ 13, probably Feb. 27, 1888.
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CHAPTER IV
THE DAWSON-MURRAY FIGHT: 1

" The argument between Sir Willlam Dawson, Principal of McGill,
and the Reverend J, Clark Murray, Professor of Mental and Moral
Philosophy at McGill, over the question of co-education broke out in
the spring of 1888, almost four years after women had been admitted
to the University. It raged actively for the next twelve months and
then continued sporadically for another five years, finally petering
out on Dawson's retirement as Principal in July, 1893, Over this period
the attention of the University, the press and the public was once
again focussed on the issue of co-education at McGill,

The spark which ignited this unlikely conflict was lit at the

annual Graduates' Dinner held on April 30, 1888 at the Windsor Hotel.

- The eight women who had graduated that same afternoon did not attend;

they had a separate dinner at a private house from which the press
was excluded.1 No women were present at the larger event at the
Windsor Hotel, nor was Sir Willlam Dawson.? After the formal toasts,
Professor Murray was asked to speak, He first noted the need for the
University's graduates and students to have more power in the manage-
ment of the University. He then went on to discuss the question of
higher education for women, He did not say anything he had not been
saying publicly at McGill and earlier at Queen's for at least fifteen

years, but he did say it somewhat more flamboyantly and in front of

[ 2.
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a very enthusiastic aud;encé. 4 ) -
(, Having dwelt on women's right to "the highest culture of which
Y they were capable," Murray pointed out that

Those who had most at heart the importance and
sacredness of the family, as the centre of all that
was: best in humanity, felt most strongly that no
education was too high for her whose influence in
the family was most potent.

/

- This was a sentiment which could have come straight from Dawson L

)

himself. However, Murray th?n went on to talk about the much more
sensitive topic of the separation of the sexes. He noted the monastic
origins of the older universities and that "traces of their monastic
character still existed, " although

The whole spirit of the modern world was against
these ideas. Social morality was not promoted but
hindered by keeping the sexes separate. That was

not God's order of life, but an artificial order of

our own manufacture, In academical life, intermingling
of men and women woPd have the same good results
as in outside society.

Murray's remarks were reported as being received with "great cheering"
and "tremendous applause." Dr. Anderson of Charlottetown wﬁa had
received an honorary degree at the Convocation that afternoon then -
spoke equally favourably of his experience with co-education and mixed
classes., The dinner closed with a toast to the lady graduates. 5
Interestingly it was not this highly publicized speech by Murray,
< at which a great many prominent members of the McGill community

- were present, but an address Murray gave at a much smaller, private

C meeting of the Delta Sigma Society, held the following day, which—

— *
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became the focus of the dispute. The meeting was held at the home

of Mrs, Ritchie, the mother of Octavia Grace, the valedictorian of

the first class of women graduates., An essay on '"The Higher
Education of Women" was read, followed by a formal debate on the
topic of co-education, or more specifically Murray's favourite phrase, |
"co-operative housekeeping," Then Dr. Murray delivered some informal

comments, including a report on his visit to Vassar College the

previous Christmas, 6.

Since this meeting was not attended by the press, the only complete

~

accounts of what actually took place are Dr. Murray's own, and the
notes taken by Helen Gairdner, one of the original members of the
Montreal Ladies' Educational Association and later Lady Superintendent
of the Donalda students. 7 Ac'cording to Miss Gairdner, Murray spoke

very favourably of the facilities at Vassar and then pointed out that
> . . . 'he had never attempted to hide his sentiments
on the subject of co-education and had spoken the
night-before at the graduates' dinner as he now spoke
to the students present, that they should make their
voices heard as an important body in the University.

He then went on to say

. .. he saw no reason why both classes of students
should not receive lectures together though they might
have separate entrances if desired to each class-room
or occupy different sides of the room--railed off if
.necessary—and that the objection of insufficiently
large rooms need not prevent—for he had had the
opinion of an expert that for $20,000 the college

" could easilg be made to accommodate as many as
necessary. ‘o

Murray also noted that until he had heard their debate, he had not
known how many of the students favoured co-education. Miss Gairdner's

A et o MR S witas X Ak
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notes also pointed out that "many friends of the students, not members
of the Society nor of the University were present, n9
Sir William Dawson never revealed who reported the events of
the meeting to him, although it may easily have been Miss Gairdner
-herself, In any case he was furious and immediately wrote Murray the
letter which was to form the focus of the dispute between the two men
for the next five years, 10
Dawson's letter to Murray stated that reports had reached him
from "credible sources™ that at the meeting of the Delta Sigma Society
J
"held yesterday" Murray had delivered an address
'. .. tending to influence the minds of the students
against the regulations of the University for their
separate education in accordance with the obligations
entered into with-the founder of the Donalda College
for Women; and as such action on your part would

be directly subversive of good discipline and morals
in the University, . .

he offered Murray the aiternative of giging "me such statement as may
enable me to inform the Board of Governors respecting your said
action, or if you prefer this, that you Mll communicate such information
| &irectly to the Chancellor." In his second paragraph Dawson regretted
having to make such a request and trusted that Murra§ "may be able
to assure me that I have been misinformed. "

Up to this point Dawson's letter was very chilly in tone and
made a very serious, charge against ‘Murray, but Dawson then made it

even more offensive by taking another page to point out how lenient he

was actually being. First, he was not bringing up

{
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. . . the apparent infringement of the rule of the
Faculty by a discussion held in a private house and
of the subject of which no previous notification was
given as required by the rules,

This infringement was to be left to the Faculty to deal with., Dawson
then went on to point out that his letter also did not

. . call for any historical account of the agitation of
subjects comnected with the education of women or
arguments respecting separate education, but simply
asks for facts as to any tendency in the address
above mentioned to appeal to the students as judges
in a matter already determined by the University. ...

Finally he added that "in case of any such tendency I would farther ask
what course you propose to take in the matter and with reference to
your personal obligations under Chapter X, Section 1 of the Statutes,"
Dawson ended the letter with a note that he was writing "promptly" with
the hope that "any public discussion of the circumstances referred to-
may be averted in the interests of the University, which in view of
the new endowments and legislation proposed, may be very seriously
damaged thereby, n1l
Dawson was obviously referring to his hopes for an additional
donation by Sir Donald Smith, The first hint that there was any
immediate possibility of this was® an announcement which had appearéd

12

in the Montreal newspapers just two weeks earlier, Under the

headline: "Another Magnificent Gift is in Store for Montreal, " the

Gazette reported: \

It is now rumoured that the generous donor proposes
to supplement his former gift by the magnificent sum
of a quarter of a million dollars and it is probable
that an act to incorporate the college will be asked for

this session under the title Royal Victoria Tollege. 13
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; Three days later, the Gazette reported from Ottawa that a_ -
; . e Jeare ,

; g petition had indeed been presented in the Senate signed by John J.C,

Abbott, Sir George Stephen, and Sir Donald A, Smith and referring
to Smith's 1886 endowment to McGill of $120, 000

; By that deed it was also provided that in the event

} “ of the donor, by himself or in conjunction with

' others, taking further steps for extending the endow-

ment and obtaining an act of incorporation for a

| , - college for the purpose named, the donation would be

e transferred to the.college, Within the past week the

- ) ' petition says the donor has communicated his intention

5 Co to found an endowment for a college to be incorporated

‘ for the purpose, with a preparatory school or branch
to be established in the city of Winnipeg or at such
other point or points in the province of Manitoba or
the Northwest Territories, or in Brmsh Columbia,
as shall hereafter be determmed

The report went on to say: "The generous donor referred to is Sir
Donald Smith. "14 : -

The most interesting aspect of this announcement is the next

statement that "nothing definite is known at the college of Sir Donald

P

Smith's recent contribution to the higher education of women, but it

PO —

is supposed that the Governor-General will make an announcement of |
the fact at the convocation on the 30th April."1% In presenting the
petition in the Senate on April 18, 1888, J.C. Abbott explained that

Girton, the women's college attached to Oxford,,was the model Smith'

hoped the Royal Victoria College would follow.

Within the last three or four days, the giver of that
donation [Smith] has intimated his intention of giving
a very much larger sum, which, with the other is
intended to establish a college on the same principle ’
~ as Girton College, Oxford, and it is desired to :
C obtain a charter for this college, :

t .
L ) LY



L v 101 .

i

|
i L - When questione«i as EZ) whether, by granting such a chax:ter, the Senate
() oo would }?Ot be interfering in sedl'xcation, which was a provincial responsi-
“ bility, Abbott replied that since "it s intended to establish preparatory
”brancheso in‘Manitoba or in British Columbia, it is neces;ary to come

to this House, "16 - D -

o Obviously, although there is no record of any correspondence

n between the two men, Dawson n;éﬁs{ have beer in touch with' Smith about

. ’ this petition, It is certainly understandablé that he would not want j
anything to ‘deter Smith }roin making this new donation to McGill but
he seems to have been plagued by just the sort of a&verse publicity
.which would have this effect.

Early in April the Delta Sigma Society had a meeting at which

"the res?:ective merits of separate and co-education” were also debated.
Somehow word of the meeting got into the Star, which drew its readers’
attention to the fact that only a small minority of two at the meei;ing/
wei;e in favour of separate education, "the system 3t had %en/;led

to set in motion at McGill." The Star went on to rf;mﬁd/ its readers
of its earlier stand in 1884-85 against a syst’gm/(/); separate education,
~1~e:f¢=:rring to Murray's complaint in Feprué.r; 1888 at the "farce" of

having to repeat his lectures to the women students,l? Dawson reported

later that he called in the officers of the Delta Sigma Society

C‘} topic of "co-operative housekeeping, "
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Dawson had also taken the precaution of reviewin'g Octavia
Ritchie's Convocation speech and deleting her references to the need
for McGill to open its medical school to women., Miss Ritchie ignored
his instructions and concluded her speech as planned with the remark
"éometime it must be done, The question is when." 19 Dawson, who
must have hoped that the Gazette was correct and that the Governor-
General might announce the further endowmént of RV C.,.avoided any
commitment to the entry of women to McGill's pf?ofes‘sional faculties

in his own speech at Convocation and referred only to Smith's generosity

‘including "the farther enlargement which he is understood to con-

template, " He also spoke, very favourably of the academic achievement
of the won;en graduates, and, referring to the earlier debate  over
whether women oWmild be physically strong enough to survive the rigours
of the men's course, noted that "it is a matter of tﬁankfulnegs that no
injury to health has manifested itself in our w;)men's classes,... w20 .
The day after Dawson wrote :ﬁg letter to Murray the topic of

women's education came up again in the letters to the Editor of the

Gazette, A long attack on co-education and even on higher education

for women was published on May 3. This was answered by a letter
published on May 5 which Dawson kept in his file on the Murray case,

possibly because he thought Murray was its author, 21 The reply

reviewed Dr. Anderson's defence of co-education at the Graduates'

Dinner and asked why the }épért of the committee to investigate the
pros and cons of co-education created in response to Dr. Murray's

original resolution in favour of co-education had never been published.

-
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The letter, signed "Non Mihi Sed Alus” [sic], asked: "H co-education is
not feasible, then let uf‘have the reasons why."22 Dawson therefore
had valid reasons to be nervous that this barrage of complaints and
advice might upset the culmination of his hopes for an additional
endowment from Smith,‘ but his May 2 letter to Murray proved to be
a disastrous mistake,

Not surprisingly, Murray was not sympathetic to Dawson's’

complaints and replied in a seven-page letter dated May 5, 1888, 23

) m In this he noted that Dawson has made two specific charges, one

~s~against the Delta Sigma Society and one against Murray himself. As

to the first, Murray pointed out that it was the Principal's duty to see
that the regulations regarding college societies were observed; that he
‘had no way ?f quo;ing if the subject of the debate, "one of 2 very
harmless description,” was announced to Dawson beforehand; and that
the holding of the meeting in a private home seemed "a harmless
arrangement." The balance of his letter dealt with the charge against
him personally, Noting that it was based on "the secret report of an
officious talebearer," Murray expressed surprise that Dawson made
his charge of "the most shocking offence of which any teacher can be
found guilty, —that of subverting the morals of his students" without
making any further inquiries, He also pointed out that Dawsonynot only
failed to give any specific facts on which the: charge was based, but
instead asked Murray himself to furnish "the facts on which to base
your prosecution.” "It is not usual, I believe, ‘eyeneunder very rudi-
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mentary forms of justice, to ask the accused to incriminate them-
selves, "24

_ Yhurray then went on to state that he had not "the vaguest idea"
;rhnt Dawson really wanted; that the speech was very "unpretentious";
that although Dawson seemed determined to "make a mountain of the
little molehill, " he did not believe his address, "a very. rambling
aﬁaix;, " woult'i have had any h;ﬂuence on his audie-nce. "I regret there-

fore that I must refer you to your informer for the facts which you

ask'me to supply.” Murray denied that he had ever proposed that

students should disregard the University regulations or act "in a spiritA
of insubordination." Murray than took a page and a half to defend his
actions as being perfectly in keepingo with his role as a professor who
was fully aware of the constitutional structure of the University., Harking
back to his earlier dispute over having to repeat his lectures for the ~
female student‘s, he pointed out that were it not for the independent
power of the Board of Governors, "the scheme of doubling professorial
work could never have been forced upon the university in‘opp;)sitién to
the overwhelming majority of graduates and professors, as well as of
students, "2 ) 7

Murray summed up his letter by stating that Dawsoix'; charée
"starts from what you ought to hav; dismissed as on the face of it a
suspicisous report from a secret informer and“Proceeds upon an obvious® .
absence of facts, . . ." He complained that Dawson has ;mt only: )
charged him with subverting student discipline but also their mofa.lé, ‘

"an insult at once so gratuitous and so cruel."” In reply to Dawson's

4
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question as to what ‘oourse of action Murray intended to follow, Murray re- |

quested that Dawson's original letter be "fully and frankly withdrawn, In
the event of a refusal, I will take what further proceedings law or
justice may dictate. n28 | '
Murray's original letter er_lded here, but attached was a further
postscript dated May 7, added on receipt of a second letter from
Dawson informing Murray that he had now laid the charges before tl;e
Board of Governors. Murray noted "there can now be no doubt as to
the legal aspects of your action"; that Dawson had "made a deliberate
attempt to damage my social and professional standing”; and that if
Dawson still refused to withdraw his charges, Murray would have no
alternative but to place the matter "in the hands of my lawyer."27

As Murray's postscript indicated, Dawson had not waited for a -

reply to his letter of May 2, but had compounded his original mistake
o
by reading his letter to the Board of Governors on May 5. Throughout

the dispute, the Board supported Dawson and followed his agdvice, Onm
£

* this occasion the minutes simply recorded that:

The Principal submitted a letter which he had
addressed to the Rev, Dr. Murray, with reference
to alleged action on the part of the latter in dis-
in the presence of Students the system of

education of the Donalda Special Course and the
Regulations of the University and asking for
explanation as to the same; and stated that no reply
had yet been received. He was instructed to ask

' for an early reply and to state to Dr. Murray the
necessity for cordial co-operation on the part of all
connected with the University in the work of women's
education and that it was expected his answer would
be final and satisfactory. 28
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Dawson wrote Murray to this effect on May 7, adding that he
had taken this action "in accordance with my duty in such cases, " and
expanded the Board's request to say that Murray should reply before
the next Board meeting on May 12 and that "it is expected that the
answer may be final on your part, and of such a nature as to be satis-
factory toc the Board. n29 Murray received this letter just before
sending off his origi{xal reply and added the postscript expressing his
dismay that Dawson had already taken the matter to the Board,

By May 8, when Dawson had received Murray's lengthy reply
described above, he seems to have Ibegun to realize the storm he had
unleashed, but not know how to deal with it. He acknowledged receipt
o;i Murray's letter and stated that unless otherwise advised he would |,
submit it to the Board. He then went on, in a much more conciliatory
vein, to say that

... it will be a great pleasure to me if in the

meantime you should be led to take a different

view of the questions which I felt it to be my duty

to ask, and one more in accordance with the

intention of those questions and with the cordial

cooperation which is so earnestly desired by both

the members of the Board and by myself.3
_ Murray's reaction w;,s anything but' conciliatory. On May 10 he
vx/'ote to the ﬁmrd, repeating the denials expressed in his May 5 letter
to Dawson but with greater vigour and challenging anyone to produce "a
single word spoken or statement made on the occasion which could under
the most unfriendly interpretation possibly form a déscription of my
addressi "31’ He again complained that he was himself requested to

produce the facts upon which "the accusation is to be founded, " and
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claimed that he could "fearlessly challenge the most searching scrutiny"
of his work in the classes for women. He described his address to
the Delta Sigma Society as "unpretentious” and as not indicating "any
unwillingness to co-operate cordially in carrying out the present
arrangements or that a single student was incited to insubordination
in reference to these arrangements, "

Murray went on to point out that after spending ;16 of the best
years of my life in the service of the University, and twenty-six in
the work of higher education in Canada," he found it impossible to

-

express the
. . . feelings of pain which have been excited in my
mind by finding that without waiting to make a day's
inquiry into the facts, the Principal should have
officially brought against me and your Board should
have deliberately entertained an accusation charging
me with the most shocking offence of which a
teacher can be conceived guilty—that of subverting
the morals of his students,

He closed by stating that he trusted the Board "will find it satisfactory

to kmow that the charge laid against me is without any foundation in

fact." Interestingly this time he made no mention of seeking legal

advice, He may séin have believed he could force the Board to make
a public retra.étion of Dawson's charges,

Murray sent this letter to the Board via Dawson with a covering
note dated May 11 asking Dawson to "lay the accompanying letter
before the Board at their meeting tomorrow. " 32 The original of
Murray's letter to the Board has not survived, but Dawson evidently

made himself a copy which has, 33

O N
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The minutes of the Special Meeting of the Board held on May 12
noted that the correspondence between the Principal and Murray was
read and it was resolved that:

Dr., Murray be asked to meet with Mr. J. W, R,
Molson and Mr. George Hague as a Committee of
the Board, and that they be authorized to impress
on him the obligations of the University in the
matter of Separate Education of Women and the
necessity of cordial co-operation in carrying out
the same and absence of agitation of questfons
already decided by the University except in the
University bodies to which such questions belong.
The Committee to report to the Board at its
next meeting. 34
This resolution was carried unanimously,

Whatever Dawson's interpretation of the Board's action, which
may well have been designed to defuse the situation by removing him
from the conflict, he proceeded to complete a lengthy defence of his
original action, begun before he received Murray's letter of May 10.

The final version is dated May 14, addressed to Chancellor James

"~ Ferrier and marked "Confidential to the Board of Governors," and
entitled "Letter of Explanation addressed to the Chancellor."35 Dawson
took seven full pages to go over the whole dispute, although a comparison
of his first and final versions indicates that he deleted some of his
stronger language in the process of revision. 36 He also enclosed

copies of all the correspondence generated by the dispute and in a
postscript stated, "I append hereto certain printed papers illustrative

of the statements which have been made in opposition to the system

of education of women pursued by the University."37 Y
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The most interesting aspect of this long letter is Dawson's
very defensive tone and the fact that he now only charged Murray with
"exciting agitation among students against the regulations and methods
of the University." There was no fug-ther mention of subverting "dis-
cipline and morals'" —the charge which had originally s¢ infuriated
Murray. Dawson referred to his difficulties with the Donalda Course
over the past four years and claimed there had been A

... Q persiste;nt attempt by private influence exer- -

_cised on students and their friends, as well as by

occasional newspaper attacks to excite a feeling

adverse to the success of the Scheme adopted by the

University, and that I have had some reasan to

believe that this has to some extent emanated from

Dr, Murray or from persons under his influence.
His next sentence, "I can adduce evidence of this if necessary," was
deleted from the final version. Evidently Dawson was beginning to
doubt the wisdom of his actions. @ From what records remain there
is little evidence of much discussion of the ‘co-edut:'ation qugstion :
between December 1884 and February 1888, and none pointing specifically
to Murray.

Dawson then went on to state that he had to date endeavoured to
counteract these "attempts" without making formal charges, which had
required "some forebearance and caused much anxiety." He next gave
his reason for abandoning this policy: that he had hoped that a "quiet
and successful prosecution" of the special course would serve to °

"disarm hostility" to it, and that the completion of the fourth session

"along with the known intention of the liberal founder to extend his

*benefaction"” would end this opposition, but instead it has had the
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"opposite result, "

Then, for the first time, Da:wson pointed out that Murray used
both the Graduates' Dinner and the meeting of the Delta Sigma Society
to renew the agitation "of mixed e(iucation and this in a very offensive
way." He claimed that he was "reliably informed" that the second
meeting was "employed by Dr. Murray in making an attack on the £
system of education pursued here, and this in a manner fitted to wéal;én
or destroy the confidence of students. . .." He described Murray's
replies as offering "subtle and I must” say somewhat disingenuous
evasions" and repeated that "the testimony of several auditors” of
Murray's speech left him inino doubt as to the nature of the address,
adding that the presence of persons from outside the University had
given it the "character of publicity, " w;ich obviously made it particu-
larly offensive,

Dawson explained that he had alre:ady had "to remonstrate” with

the officérs of the Delta Sigma Society about their earlier meeting on

‘co-education and stated that "Dr. Murray's address seems to have been

largely intended to counteract the influence of this action on my part."
He next tried to explain why, having ignored similar statements by
Murray in the past, he felt this situation, "fraught with danger, "
required immediate action "to prevent the injury which might arise
from more public discussion of the subject. .. ." He then repeated

that since both Murray's statements followed immediately the graduation

of the first class of female students, they were particularly ill-timed,
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appearing to encourage students tq reject the University regulations;
to draw the community's attention to "the idea of antagonism between
the students and the authorities of the University"; to discourage

)
students from attending "our classes"; and "above all it tended to

.. discredit, as useless or even harmful, the additional liberality con-

templated by j.be/foundef* of our classes for women," This oblique
reference r/éveals Dawson's underlying fear that Donald Smith might
‘indeed with;:lraw his long-promised endowment of ;; C. -

The remainder of Dawson’s letter was a pious defence of his
actions, stating that they were taken "in no spirit of hostility" and
only after a "long Vseries of aggressions,” and that he was surprised
by the "tone" of Murray's replies. He did mention that "it is possible”
that Murray was unaware of the effects of his remarks and that "the
strong feelings which he has avowed in the press and elsewhere against
our present arrangeméfits may have carried him farther than he was
aware of or now remembers."

Dawson then resumed his usual role of adviser to the Board and
suggested that the Board see that Murray was "induced to adhere closely
in the future to the course of conduct indicated in the third paragraph
of his le&er of the tenth," a reference to Murray's claim that he had

always carried out the University regulations "in their spirit as well

- as in their letter," and that he recognized that no such actions, either

public or private, could be tolerated by the Board. Dawson then

referred to Murray's complaint that his work with the women's course

had involved financial sacrifice and suggested that Murray was free to



resign from his involvement with the separate classes, "relinquislhing
at the same time the remuneration and aSsistance attached thereto. . . ."
Dawson closed with another reference to the "anxiety” and "unnecessary
trouble and loss of time" this question had caused him,

It appears from this lengthy document that Dawson was not
entirely content with the Board's decisivcm to turn the matter over to a
sub-committee composed of Hague, Molson and Murray, and felt the
Board needed to be urged to stand firm. Then four days later he
repeated this whole defence in another long letter, this time addressed
to Hague and Molson, 38

In the meantime, Dawson's worst fears were realized and the
press got win;d of the dispute, On May 14 the Star published a short,
noncommital item entitled " Co-education at McGill: Regrettable Mis-
understanding Between Principal Dawson and Professor Murray" follou‘ved
the next day by a longer article entitled "The Co-education Difficulty"
and a letter to the Editor on the topic.39

The first item referred to Murray's remarks at the Graduates'
Dinner and stated that Dawson had now laid the question before the
éoard, "with the result that Dr, Murray was censured, " and concluded:

Dr Murray resents as unwarrantable the interference

with his freedom of speech and that the affair may

end in his resignation, 40
The origin of this leak to the preés is not known. From the surviving
records there is no evidence that Murray himself ever mentioned_
resigning, although Dawson's May 14 letter did suggest that he might

resign from the women's course, presumably continuing to carry out -
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his othér'duues. The second, much longer, and very critical item in
the May 15 Star reported that the paper had atten;‘pted to interview

both Dawson.and Murray. Daw:on had said only that the " Corporation
was a close o;\e, and no authentic report could be given of their do
Murray had "absolhtgly refused to say anything on the subject." The
Star had therefore relied on "a gentleman, who is thoroughly conversant
with the state’ of affairs” for its information,

This unidentified informant had reported that Murray's remarks
at the Graduates' Dimner "gave affense” to Sir William Dawson and that
they were followed by "a few ;-etx;arks reiating to co-education” delivered
shortly afterwards at the house of Miss Ritchie and that "the matter in
some shape or other reached his [Dawson's] ears," The Star then r
s(/ated that the action taken by the Board would decide whether the
matter would be brought before the courts and that should the Principal
be supported "it is not at all improbable that a libel suit may be brought
against that body, " or, if the Boa.rd did not endorse Dawson's action,

"a suit may be brought against the Principal personally."

The article concluded by noting that the subject of co-education
was "shelved" four years earlier when McGill threw out "a sop" in the
form of a partial c;)urse for ‘women; that pressure was then exerted
to allow women to proceed to the full degree; and that McGill had also 7
tried but failed "to substitute some other title for the recognized one
of Bachelor of Arts."41l A letter to the Editor of the Star, signed "Ad
Inquirendum" and strongly in favour of co-education appeared in the
same issue. It referred to the May 5 letter in th‘e Gazette and questioned

o
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what had happened to Dr. Murray's resolution of 1882 concerning co-
' education. It went on to request that the meetings of the McGill

Corporation should be open and concluded that "all the halls of learning,
yes, even those of medicine" should be open to women, 2 -
Dawson appe'ars to havé;.been made increasingly nervous by this
public ‘exposure of the dispute, for from this point on he seemed"
anxious to minimize his own role in beginning it. On May 18 he wrote
to Molson and Hague, justifying his original letter to Murray by claiming
that it was not written with any "wish to offend or injure him" but only
out of his own sense of "duty" to protect "discipline and good
academical morals, "‘.3 Dawson claimed his letter was "not an accusation

‘but an inquiry” and that he was prepared to overlook the tone of Dr.

Murray's reply in the interesta of maintaining "discipline and harmony. " -
Dawson concluded that if atter the experience of four years, Mm-ray

was still dissatisfied with the policy of the University concerning ﬂxe
wM’s course he was free to resign his comnection "with that part of
his' work; but not to allow his name to be used as in opposition to the
methods whichhave!;eenadoptedandwhich he has undertaken to carry

- out, "

John Molson and George Hague evidenmtly metwlth Murray at

' the University on May 18, Three documents related to this meeting

have survived: an undated, three-page account of their interview, 44 2
one-page abbreviated version of the same in the same hand, 4 and a .
revised copy of this report with minor changes in Dawson's hand, 16

-The first of these is the most interesting. It began by stating that

~

'
e —————— e b



)

the method of study- adopted for ladies in addreséing 2 number of lady
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. . ¥
Murray was f}rst reminded of the original terms of his employment,

"at the pleasure of the Governors and no longer, he thus being ‘
responsible to them." Murray wgs then reported to l}aveJasked "what
he was to understand \;vith regard to a chérga made against him by the
Principal of subverting the morals of the students,” Molson and Hague
replied that "no such charge had been made," claiming that the

Principal "had.simply pointed out, that for a Professor to denounce

students, was subversive of good morals and discipline," They then
inserted a very subtle face-saver: "that the word morals was obviously

used in an academic sense—and that there was no intention of imputing

" to him anything subversive of morals in the ordinary term of the word,"

Although Murray himself taught Moral Philosophy and must have recog-

"“nized this as hair-splitting, the report stated that "Dr, Murray expréssed

himself as much relieved by this statement,"

g

Molson and Hague then noted that the Board was in agreement

,with the Principal as to the effects of Murray's address "or mode of

speaking, " which- they felt could only "impair the good order and

discipline" of the women's course and should not be continued. They -

poix_{ted out that the present arrangement had been established in
accordance with "the directions of the donor of funds for the purpose"
and that this had been fully discussed at the time and should not now

be held up to ridicule. They then assured Murray that if any professor

felt that

. . . cruel injustice"” was done him in the matter—
that "intolerable burdens" were imposed upon him—
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that the mode of study was "a farce" it was open
. to him to bring the matter before the Governors,.. .

N Obviously, Murray's letter to the Witness, when he described
the women's course as "a farce," still rankled, since the report then
referred, for the first time, to his criticism of co-education, published
in February, 1888 as "a violation of all reasonable and ceonstitutional
methods, " and insisted that such attacks in the public press must not
be répealted since there was '"abundant opportunity of ventilating the
matter in the University itself, " but not at meetings or dinners! -
Murray, wlpm did not share Dawson's fear of publicity, was reported”
as. having replied ;:hat in Scotland and Germany it was common to discffs
university ;natters in the press. He was told "we were living in a mixed
community” and that whatever was done in Scotland or Germany, it was
"inexpedient" at McGill for professors to w;'ite such letters or mg.ke
such speeches here. Obviously Molson and Hague both shared Dawson's
view of the press. Murray replied by stating that none of the cdm-
munications to the press "had emanated from him except under his
own signature," but was told this was not enough, and that

. .. an officer of a Corporation should be carefu'l of

denouncing its methods even in private conversation .

as such conversations might easily-find their way ‘

into the newspapers, and be the occasion of damage.
The report concluded with a statement in support of Dawson's original
Minquiry." Its final statement was that "Professor Murr:y expressed
general acquiescence in_the views presented, " and that "it would be

desirable for a letter to be written to that effect and. they understood

Dr. Murray to promise to do so."47 Whether this was wishful thinking
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or a genuine misunderstanding of Murray's position is not clear.

This rough rept;rt evidently went directly to Dawson, who partici-

pated in the preparation of the abbreviated version, Meanwhile, rather
than the hoped for expression of "acquiescence," Murray wrote another
letter dated May 22 which has not survived;' but apparently again raised
the charge of "subverting morals." The revised report of the sub-
committee began: |

_ The undersigned having had referred to them Pro-

. fessor Murray's letter to the Governors under date
of May 22nd, beg to say that in their judgement
their explanation of the technical use of the term
"morals" should have been sufficient, but that as
Dr. Murray lhas desired it he may be assured in
writing that the word was used solely in an academic
sense and had no reference whatsoever to "morals" in
the ordinary sense of the term.

The report went on to say ‘that with regard to subverting discipline they

)

still felt Murray's actions had led to.this end, but 'were prepared to

believe that this was not intentional. .
The report expressed astonishment at the "exaggerated languagé"q

t

1
in Murray's most recent letter, which they felt was “unwarranted”

. . . unless -indeed, Dr. Murray proposed to bring his
grievances before the reading world in the form of 2
book, or to write an essay specifically denouncing

_ the course of women's studies pursued in the Uni-
‘versity,

Had Murray ever seen this statement, he would certainly have.responded
with even more "exaggerated language"! The report then repeated the '
earlier version's cor;clusiona that the regulations concerning women ,
students had been ado;ted after full discussion, that professors were

obliged to carry them out, and that it was contrary to University
)

.
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discipline to bt)lmplain about them before students, graduates, or in
the press, It seems doubtful that Murray ever saw either of these
reports. The hand-written originals, on Windsor Hotel stationery, were
saved “by Dawson, )
.The Boardlhe’ld’its next Regular Meeting on May 26 and Hague
subm.itted their revised report and Murr;y's most recent letter, The
report was "filed away for future reference” according to the Board
minutes, and the same sub-committee was asked to make a further
report on the May 22 letter at a Special Meeting of the Board to be
held June 1. This meeting was later adjourned until June 5, due to
the death of Chancellor Ferrier. 49 The Murray ;:a'se took up 2 con-
siderable a.mount' of time at the June 5 meeting.” Hague resubmitted
’ the ori\glfxal report, another report on the May 22 letter, and then ‘
propos;d a series of resolutions. A'draft of the resolutions with various
additions in Dawson's hand is in the Dawson Papers, revealing that he
was still closely involved with the work of the committee, although not
officially a member of it. 59 There is no evidence of any other meetings
being held with Murray, ]
The lengthy preamble. to the resolutions referred for the first
time to the benefactor of the women's course by name:

.

. . . referring to the obligations entered into by the
University with respect to the endowment of Sir

Domnald A. Smith for the separate education of

women and to the regulations of the Corporation

based thereon and to the requirements of the .
Statutes of the University, as well as on con-

sideration of the fact that the work carried on

under the present regulations is intended ulti-

mately to qﬂxme the form of 2 distinct college

for Women,
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‘ Four resolutions followed, 'l‘he ﬁrst repented the responsibility of all

oﬂicers of the University to uphold its regum;ioua, to "abstain from
all complaints in the public prints, " and from "all agitations against
them before Students., " Dawson added a final phrase, and "from all
expressions likely to induce the Students to be disaffected to the

Regulations, or to lead them to believe that any Officer of the Uniyer-

]

sity sympathizes with such disaffection on their pax't."52

The second resolution stated that Dr. Murr;.y was expected to
abide by this obligation. The original draft included a phrase, "and
to communicate such acquiescence and intentions to the Board."” This
phrase was omitted in the final version, possibly in recognition that
Murray's last "aéquiescence" had back-fired. Also delete&’ifn Dawson's

draft is a final sentence inviting Murray to resign:

_ Otherwise it is for Dr. Murray to consider whether
in the circumstances and in view of the difficulties
likely to arise, he can usefully retainhis eonnection .
with the University
In tlie margin beside this sentence Dawson wrote: "omitted by desire of
some members of the Board, nd3 Certainly this was what Dawson really
wanted, but for once the Board rejected his advice.
The third resolution reiterated the suggestion that Murray con-
sider resigning from his involvement with the courses for women, at

the same time agreeing to co-operate cordially with anyone else appointed

.to replace him. The final resolution, also drafted by Dawson, requested

that Murray "cordially concur” in the spirit and intent of the first
resolution belore the Board's June 23 meeting. 54 Murray evidently

P LT e
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replied on June 21, Again this letter has not survived, probably because
it was sent to Hague or Molson, rather than to Dawson. The Board met

on June 23 but there was no quorum so it adjourned until June 27, 85

Murray seems to have been further provoked rather than pacified
by this Mu request for his co-operation. The final report in the
Board minutes stated that an acknowledgement of the Board's resolutions
had been received from Murray, in which Qe declined

... to make any reply to the minute of June Sth,
and asking for an official minute formally acquitting

.him of the charge alleged to have been brought
‘before the Board against his professional character.

Dawson was again involved in preparing the report to be taken to the
Board., A very rough draft of the resolution passed ;m June 27 in
Dawson's hand has survived, 56 along with another version with several
corrections by him, 57 The Board again attempted to pacify Murray by
pointing out that the "records before this Board do not contain any

accusation of 'subverting discipline and morals,'" which was not entirely

true since Dawson had read his original letter in which he first used .. -

this phrase to the Board on May 5, élthough the letter was not incor-
porated into the Board minutes, The resolution of June 27 went on to
express a desire "to avoid all reference to the past, " but pointed out

that the resolution of June 5 indicated "the deliberate and unanimous

decisions of the Board as to the duties incumbent on Dr. Murray," -

and that "however the Board may regret any dissatisfaction on the part

>

of Dr. Murray"” it could not recede from these réaunement\s. 58

.
o -
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The Board then adjourned for the summer, Dawson apparently
gave up any hope of seeing R.V.C. formally established in the

immediate future since the 1888-89 Annual Calendar included the

-

following announcement:

No definite announcement can yet be made respect-
ing the contemplated College for Women; but the
Donalda Special Course will be continued under the
existing regulations, providing separate classes in
ail respects similar5 to those of men leading to the
degree of the B.A. 9

Dawson seems to have believed his conflict with Murray was over and
devoted the summer to his research and his fami*y, although his private
correspondence reveals that he was still furious at Murray. 80 No
further action was taken by Smith and Murray was also strangely silent.
@t whatever the Principal's hopes, the debate over co-education was
far from finished, and during the summer it shifted to a more public
forum in the press, exactly what Dawson had hoped to avoid.
Meanwhile, just as Dawson had always feared, Donald Smith
had reacted most mﬁ;vmrably to the adverse publicity about his pro-
ject. On May 5 he wrote to Dawson:
I am afraid it is beginning to dawn upon me
how little use it is endeavouring to do any
special service to a community who can find
nothing but cause for objection and fault
finding in everything. . . .
Two days later, referring to the petition before Parliament, Smith

wrote that he was reluctant to withdraw it, unless "insurmountable
62 :

obstacles" were placed in its way.
Smith then spent the summer in England, and was silent until

September, 1888, but returned equally gloomy about the prospects
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“for the college and wrote Dawson of his
. . . great disappointment at finding how my
poor efforts in the cause of Higher Education
of Women have been met by a certain class

of our community and these our own co-
religionists, . .

He went on to say that although he still had hopes of doing "a little
good in that direction” he doubted that this would be in Canada. He
reported on his investigations in England about the possibility of
obtaining a Royal Charter for the college, but ended with an ominous
remark about "giving up the idea of proceeding further" and of leaving
. "the present small endowment to take its chance." 63 pawson apparently
bombarded him with encouraging notes about the high enrolment in the
. Donalda classes, and Smith responded that the figures were "gratifying"
and he hoped that ' |

.. . the relations betweex{ the Governing Body

and those professors who have taken exception

to the regulations for Separate Classes may

soon become less unsatisfactory than has been
the case for some time back.64

Yet in spite of this restrained optimism there was no further talk of
a women's college for ‘some time to come, Dawson's worst fears were
realized and a major battle in the public press began over the summer

of 1888,
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Notes — Chapter IV

IMontreal Gazette, May 1, 1888, Montreal Star, May 1, 1888;
sée "Feathers from the East Wing, " Umversity Gazette, XI, 12 (May 5
1888), 153, for an account of the women graduates' party.

2'"Women at College, " Montreal Witness, May 1, 1888; copy
of clipping in M.P,, scrapbom 611/2, p. 43,

Stbid.
Abid,

.

SMontreal Gazette, May 1, 1888.

8" Peathers from the East Wing, " University Gazette, XI, 12
(May 5, 1888), 152-3, gave a full report of this meeting, including the
statement that: "Invitations were sent to the professors and their
families, also to a few outsiders interested in education work." Concern-
ing Murray, the article stated only that he gaw "an address” on Vassar

College.

™. > , 909A/2/1b, Dawson obviously felt very strongly
about his dispute with Murray. He kept almost all the related cor-
respondence, press clippings, memos, etc., in a separate file. They
now make up Bundles 1-6 of Accession 909A and are filed in Box 1
of the Dawson Family Papers. Where several different copies or versioms
of any document exist the Accession number of the most complete or
final version is cited first, with other copies or versions following,

Sid,

bid, Interestingly, Dawson did not ask Miss Gairdner for her
notes until much later, in 1893 just prior to his retirement. See D.P.,
Helen Gairdner to Dawson, Dec. 23, 1893, 909A/2/17a,

10D, p,, Dawson to Murray, May 2, 1888, 909A/2/1; 909A/1/8;
909A/1/28; 909A/2/4. 909A/2/1 includes an undated explanatory note
in Dawson's hand at the end, evidently added later. See below, Chapter V,

pp. 154-5. B was evidently the presence of "outsiders" (see n. 6) which
infuriated Dawson.

11mig,
I2Montreal Gazette, April 16, 1888; Mantreal Star, April 16, 1888,

13Montreal Gazette, April 16, 1868,

e 7
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4pfontreal Gazette, April 19, 1888, The Montreal Star,
which had attacked the adoption of the separate class system 8o
strongly in 1884, published only a very short, uncritical editorial,
which said: "Sir Donald is making a noble use of his money, and he
is evidently determined to see that it is not misapplied." Montreal
Star, April 19, 1888.

, 15Montreal Gazette, April 19, 1888,

16Canada, Debates of the Senate of the Dominion of Canada, 1888
(Ottawa, 1888), Royal Victoria College Bill, p. 327,

1"Montreal Star, April 6, 1888,

18p p., Dawson to Ferrier, May 14, 1888, 909A/3/18. See
- n. 35 below, %

19ontreal Gazette, May 1, 1888; Montreal Star, April 30,
1888, See also unidentified loose clipping, M.P., 611/2
(probably the Witness, May 1, 1888).

20Montreal Gazette, May 1, 1888; Montreal Star, May 1,
1888,

21Montreal Gazette, May 5, 1888; D.P., 909A/2/36.
22Ibid. The report actually had been published. See Chapter III, n. 16.

23p,P., Murray to Dawson, May 5, 1888, 909A/3/21; 909A/2/3,
909A/3/21 contains underlining of various phrases by Dawson and a note
in his hand: "Not formally communicated to Governors as Dr, Murray
preferred to write them directly, J. W.D."

244,
2Bpig, |

_ 282,_1& - ¢
27% -

28McGill University, ‘Board of Governors' Minute Book,
Special Meeting  May 5, 1888, pp. 321-2. It is not clear why
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the Special Meeting was called. Later in the year Dawson had a con-
fidential memorandum drawn up quoting all the references to the
Murray situation in the minutes of various Board meetings. See D.P.,
909A/1/3 and 909A/2/35.

29p.p., Dawson to Murray, May 7, 1888, 909A/2/2; 909A/1/29,

30p.p., Dawson to Murray, May 8, 1888, 909A/2/5; 909A/3/16,

N 31D.P., Murray to the Board of Governors, May 10, 1888,
909A/3/17.

32D p., Murray to Dawson, May 11, 1888, 909A/2/6.
33see n. 31 above.
. 34McGin University, Board of Governors' Minute Book, .

Special Meeting, May 12, 1888, pp. 327-8. Again there is no
indication if this dispute was the reason for the Spec'ki Meeting.

35p, P., Dawson to Ferrier, May 14, 1888, 909A/3/18 (marked
"(6) Copy" in Dawson's hand); 909A/2/8 is a copy of the same, with a
note on the back in Dawson's hand saying "No. 5 given to Brakenridge,
" Dec. 93": 909A/2/30; 909A/2/7 is evidently a copy of the original
draft with many corrections in Dawson's hand. James W, Brakenridge
was Acting Secretary to the Board from 1887 until 1895-96.

36see 909A/2/7 vs. 909A/3/18,

3TThere is no record of what these "printed papers" ineluded.

38D.P., Dawson to Molson and Hague, May 18, 1888, 909A/1/4;
909A/2/42. -

39Montreal Star, May 14 and 15, 1888,
- 40Montreal Star, May 14, 1888,
41nThe Co-education Difficulty," Montreal Star,” May 15, 1888.

42"Dr. Murray's Resolution” letter to the Editor, Montreal
Star, May 15, 1888,
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43p.p., Dawson to Molson and Hague, 18, 1888, 909A/1/4;

009A/2/42. :
44p p, "Report of Interview with Professor Murray, " undated,

909A/2/18, - ‘ -

45D, P,, memo, June 1, 1888, 908A/2/18 (the words "Separate
leaf" and the date are added in Dawson's hand),

46p p., undated memo, 909A/2/19a (1% and 19c are coples of
the same).

47p,p., "Report of Interview," 909A/2/18, p. 3.

48p P, undated memo, 909A/2/19a. The title and a few deletions
are in Dawson's hand (i.e., the original, 909A/2/18, reads "violent and
exaggerated languagé, " and “entirely unwarranted").

49McGin University, Board of Governors' Minute Book,
Regular Meeting, May 26, 1888 and Special Meeting, June 1, 1888,
pp. 333-4.

0p_p., undated draft of resolutions, 909A/2/16; 909A/1/7 (rough
draft). The end of the quotation, from "as well as" on, is inserted in
Dawson's hand, and was incorporated in the Board minutes, 909A/2/9
is a copy of the resolutions incorporating Dawson's changes, and
incorrectly dated June 27, 1888 in Dawson's hand. ‘

S1MeGin University, Board of Governors' Minute Book,
Special Meeting, June 5, 1888, pp. 339-44.

52D p., undated draft of resolutions, %09A/2/18, No, 1.
3mid,, No. 2.
S41pid,, No. 4. —~

S5McGil University, Board of Governors' Minute Book,
Regular Meeting, June 23, 1888, p. 342; Regular Meeting, June 27,
1888, pp, 345-6. 3

56D, P,, draft of resolution, June 27, 1888, 909A/2/37.

7D, P,, "Copy of Resclution of Governors, " June 27, 1888, 909A/1/30; -

909A/2/39.
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58McGill University, Board of Governors' Mimute Book,
Regular Meeting, June 27, 1888, pp, 345-8.

9Anmual Calendar of McGill College and University for Session
1888-89 (Montreal, 1888), "Addenda and Special Notes," bound after .
p. 242, This same Calendar listed the Delta Sigma Society for the
first time; Octavia Ritchie was listed as the President, p. 241,

80see D, P., microfiche of Dawson's correspondence during July
ard August, 1888, Dawson wrote from Little Metis to his son Rankine
on July 4, 1888: "your old friend Dr, Murray has, all last winter -
and up to my leaving, kept up a deadly fight against me, insidious,

' faithless, ungrateful and truthless, and though I believe the Governors
_see fully M's utter uniruthfulness and rascality, they have not the moral

courage to dismiss him; and I do not blame them for-the row we should
get into and the weakening of our work at a time when we have to fight
for life with the French here, would be very injurious.," D,P,, Dawson
to Rankine Dawson, July 4, 1888, 927/34/70, Dawson Family Papers,
Bax 23, |

61p. P., Smith to Dawson, May 5, 1888, 2211/149,
62p. P., Smith to Dawson,” May 7, 1888, 2211/149.
83p. P., Smith to Dawson, Sept. 6, 1888, 2211/149.

84p. p,, Smith to Dawson, Sept. 25, 1888, 2211/148 and

" Sept. 29, 1888, 2211/148.




; L | . CHAPTER V
' ‘ . THE DAWSON-MURRAY FIGHT: I ,
/ On July 5, 1888, the Week a Toronto-based periodical which

" was founded in December 1883 and bore the impreésive sub-titl{e: "A

' Canadian Journal of Politics, Society, and Literature," published a
long article entitled "Autocracy in M'Gill [sic] College."! The Week
was a respected and successful journal which hag been described as
"intellectual and aggressively controversjal" in tone. 2 Throughout the
~m1;te§n years of its existence it dev;)ted considerable space to topics
‘concerning women incltndi;xg education, working conditions, and the
suffrage movement. During 1884, when the question of allowing women
access to university education was being debated at both the University
of Toronto and McGill, the Week published a series of articles and
letters on the question, 3 Then in February, 1888 it published a very
sarcastic article, signed "Spectator, " and entitled "An Examination .
Paper for McGill College, " defending co-education an;i questionfng'the
system adopted at McGill: "

Was it a principle or a policy, which induced her
to evade the question of co-education on its merits, by
the bribe of a partial special endowment for anti-co-
education and to adopt the theory that this temporary
shift has been accepted by the public as a settlement
of the difficulty.

'This same article criticiZzed the McGill system for overworking the
professbrs and forcing them to serve as "special constables." It also

( mentioned the University's restrictions on épeciﬁc subjects for debate
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T staff mex;lbers, which included John Reade, the literary critic of the

-

- reflected the well known beliefs of the Principal in favour oi'sepérat,e

w
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and the holdirg of joint social events for the male and female students, 4

The July 5 article, signed "Algonquin, " also focussed on the
co~-education debafe, hgoing back to Murray's original resolution in 1882, -
that McGill should be "thrown open to women." It was much more openly

lcritica.l of Sir William Dawson than the February article and supported

Professor Mur;'ay who was described as "the first and most popular |
educator the‘College possesses. "5 It is not possible to trace where the
writer got his information but the article reflects so many of Murray's
complaints that there seem to be valid grounds for suspecting his involve-
mer%t in generating this publicity for the dispute which conti—nu\ed to appear

in tflen pages of the Week throughout that summer and fall and well into

the following winter. Murr.ay denied any such involvément, 6 but it is

also wqrth remember}ng that his wifg served as a pa.rt-tinie correspond@ent,

or "stringer, " for the Week, and" he probably knew its other Montreal

Montreal Star. . . .
This first article reviewed the whole saga of the co-education

debate starting with the "curious coincidence” that the original endowment
¢

-education. It included 3.11l the usual arguments against McGill's sysi:em
of separaite classes: that there had been no full debate of the question;. '
that f_he provision of separate classes involved an unnecessary burden
for the faculty, in effect doubling their work-load; that the University
‘had ma;ieu efforts to "crush" debate of the question of co-education among

the students; and that these efforts had now culminated in the recent
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"indictment" of Proféssor Murr:{y by the Board.

The artifle also criticized the qualifications of the Board
members, "of whom thirteen represent merchandise, and two learning,"
and particularly their tendency to "relegate their duties as governors
. .. to that one of their number [Dawson] who is ever ready to com-
mand; "8 Although not mentioning Donald\ Smith by name, the article
also implied that his proposed endowment was inadequate, pointing out
that Cornell had spent a ciuarter of a million dollars simply altering
its buildings for co-education, while McGilil"‘,,was proposing to set up a
new, independent college, "one of a chain of four, with $250, 000
between them." The Week's defence of co-education was based largely
on this financial consideration, that "a young and struggling country,
with young and struggling Colleges, " could not afford the luxury of

separate courses or independent colleges for women, 9

Although Sir William Dawa;on did not reply in print to this attack

there is an undated memorandum in his papers which was obviously
written in reaction to the Week's article.1 In a series of numbered
points Dawson went through the article, trying to refute each of its
charges: Murray's original motion was "uncalled for"; there was no
evidence that a majority supported it, hence the referral to a committee
and the request that Dawson obtain further information in England; the
“account of the composition of the Board was very unfair, "who of them
represent merchandise"; Smith's endowment was not haccepted "tempo-
rarily"; there was no evidence of support for co-education among the

students; the potential interest on the endowment was much larger than
N
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the V_J_e_glgs estimate; profeésorg did not do "double work, " sinc;a all
extra work was paid for, in fact "Murray has less work than ﬁeforé."u
The memorandum became more strongly worded, and more
difficult to read, when Dawson got to the subject of Murray himself:
his action was "intolerable," he wrote a "savage letter in reply" to
Dawson's original inquiry, his speeches were "uncalled for and subversive
of discipline and academical morals, and in.especially bad taste in view
of our recent graduation of women. . .." Dawson:concluded with the
remark that the proposed endowment was no;: for four colleges; the
ot{xer ingtitutions mentioned were to be "training schools which might
or might not'be established, " 12
Dawson hirr‘xself did not publish a r?buttal of the article but a-

“"long letter from George Hague, one of the two members of the Board

of Governors appointed to the committee to deal with Murray in May,
appeared in the July 19 issue of the Week.!3 Evidently the Week's
article had struck a nerve here too, pa.rtic{darly the remarks about
9 s
the gualifications of the Board members. Hague wrote:
A banker or a merchant is not necessarily

ignorant because of his being devoted to business

pursuits, Numbers of merchants and bankers of

the present day are persons of literary culture !

and University education.
He also stressed that the primary function of the Board is to administer
"the property, ehndowments, and finances of the College, " and that to

' date "the finances of the University have been so administered that not

a bad investment has been made, nor a dollar of its endowment lost."
- L Q
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Hague also defended the "perfect harmony" that existed between the
Board and the Principal, stating that "unity is strength. "14
Turning to the question of co-education, Hague objected to the .

"imputation of mercenary motives" on the part of the Board in accepting
the endowment for separate classes, and claimed there had heen a full
discussion of the issue and general agreement in favour of their

* establishment. Hague did not mention Murray by name but ocbjected to
the "sneering style" of the earlier article and referred obliquely to
Murray's- actions: “

’

. .. this mode of teaching has been held up to ridicule
and gontempt by some who have agreed to carry it on,

and who are in receipt of remuneration therefor. It

has been described in a letter to the public press as a

farce, and the work imposed by it as an intolerable

burden. ... there has been good reason to believe that

it has been held up to scorn and ridicule before the

very ladies who have been studying under its provi-

sions. . . .19
Hague concludeﬁ that the Principal, "acting {mdexj a higia sense ‘of duty
and responsibility” had been "compelled” to uphold the rules of the
College., Hague ended his letter by stating that he had written "without
consultation with any other Governor or with the principal " 16

A reply\to Hague's letter, signed W.H. Turner, was published

in the August 2 issue of the Week. Turner, a McGill graduate, referred |,
openly to both Dawson and Murray by name, and was even more critical
of Dawson than "Algonquin."!7 He accused Dawson of ruling McGill like

an out-of-date dictator and as being "conspicuous in natural science as

the defender of threadbare theories, " a snide reference to Dawson's denial
of the validity of Darwin's theory of evolution. 18
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Turner was equally insulting to the members of the Board,
charging them with abdicating their role by accepting the Prin;:ipa.l's ' '
direction on the question of co-education. Turner cited the Montreal
Star's survey of the Board in 1884, . when many members of the Board
were quoted as having "no‘ views" on this quest'ion,‘ as an example of *
this téndgncy. The letter closed with a defence of Murray, pointing
out that Hague admitted that the Principal had no real evidence, only
"“good\reason to believe, " that Murray was guilty of criticizing the
system of separate education and that Dawson had therefore judged

Murray with "no trial, no opportunity givén the accused to rgbut the
charge. " 19 ' |
%%ﬁmm 23 the Week publlshed a second, and even longer, ]
article on the McGill question.20 Signed- " 'Truth Seeker" it picked apart
Hague's letter, sentence by senténce, in a vigorous defence of Murray. o |
It is once again difficult not to .see Murray's influence between the |
lines. The author had obviously had access to & lot of detailed informa-
tion concerning the dispute, including the appointment of the two Board
members sent to deal with Murray. The article made several references ]

tothefa;:tthatthreemmthshadnowpassedwithaxttheBoardtahng

any decision, the implication betné that the Board recog:lghzed the ;

'ﬁrimcipal's error but was incapable of deauné with it. .
- This article also focussed on the fact that the decision in ftvonr

of separate education was made very arbitrarily: .

The question is, Was the board justified in mcﬁ'
the money for such a superfluous scheme? A on
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g ’ of income for-a division of classes strikes us as a
strange example of the union-is-strength doctrine. To -
- he sure the idiosyncracies of benefactors ought to be
C respected so long as they do not interfere with any
great principle of economy.zl

e

"Truth Seeker" asked the hypothetical question as to what Hague and
the Board would do if another benefactor should now offer McGill an
endowment for co-education? Donald Smith was not named, nor was

. he held responsible for the present policy:

We cannét believe that the keen and successful financier
whose name is attached to his endowment is responsible
for the restriction accompanying it.
The other sore point, the exploitation of the faculty, was also raised,
' - /
The "emoluments" which Hague pointed out the faculty received for /
their work with the women's courses, - was actually only $100 a year:

"Most of us pay much higher emoluments to have our coals shovelled

“ e i gV e VBT S

in." Near the end of the article, the old issue of Murray's past salary

>

was also revived:

We learn, moreover,  that, from his earliest connection
with the college, . Dr. Murray's salary has not been
fully paid, but that arrears have been gllowed to run
up to an almost incredible extent,

The article concluded with :1 request that the Graduates' Society call a
public meeting and ask Murray to turn over all the correspontence ~
related t\o the co-education "hubbub" and the arrears 1n his salary. This
article must have been even more irritating than the first to Dawson,

but there is no writtea record of his reactions in this case. In fact,

throughout the dispute Dawson showed remarkable restraint in dealing

(’ ' with Murray, and evidently continued to respect him intellectually, however |
! infuriating he found him to deal with. For example, Murray wrote Dawson
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on August 24, 1838 suggesting a pojssible candidate for a vacant chair
in German at McGill. In the same letter he also asked for a "better —
roc;m" for Philosophy. Dawson replied very promptly and politely from
Little Metis, agreeing that Murray's candidate should be interviewed
and also agreeing to make the requested change ip rooms. Neither
letter made any reference to the Week's articles or any other aépect
of the dispute. 23 |
The next;'piece of evidence in the dispute is a rough draft‘in
Dawson's hand entitled "Suggestion for Resolutions re Dr. Murray."
Although undated, it was obviously prepared for the September 27 Board

meeﬁn&, which adopted an almost identical x-esolution.24 Once again,

the Board's discussion was necessitated by yet another letter from Murray.

In Mﬁrra.y's eyes, Hague's letter to the Week, which was so critical of him, .
gave Murray legitimate grounds for reopening the matter with the Board,
His letter, dated September 21, has not survived but it was evidently

very strongly worded since the Board minutes stated:

That the Board very deeply regretg that , . , he
should express himself in the tone of his letter of
Sept. 21st, and that while withholding any expression
of willingness to comply with the reasonable wishes
of the Board in the future, he should go so far as
to threaten to ask "vindication before anothe
tribunal”, , . .29 T

The minutes, which reflected the wording of Dawson's draft almost
exactly, went on to suggest that Murray must either withdraw this letter
or place his resignation before the Board. This was the first time the
Board mentioned the possibility of Murray resigning from the University,

not simply withdrawing from the women's course. 26 The final paragraph
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of the resolution, again a c;lightly watermeﬁd-down version of Dawson's
draft, concluded that the Board ‘
... is desirous to treat Dr. Murray with all respect
and consideration; and that it will be with the utmost
reluctance that the Board will take steps towards his
amotion from his Professorship.
In short, Murray now had three alternatives: to withdraw, resign, or
be fired, Not surprisingly, Murray took a full month to _reply to this
bombshell, writing next on October 286,

Meanwhile the local press somehow got wind of the conflict, On
October 10, 1888 the Montreal Herald carried a small item entitled
"Trouble at McGill, " which refa;reG:{Qhe J4ohg-standing "misunder-
standings" between Dawson md "his able asgsistant, " Murray, over
co-education, The story stated: "A crisis has now been reached, and
the Principal’s antagonism to it as manifested in his course\towards 7
those who advocated the departure is likely to culminate in the forced
retirement of Mr., Murray." It also contained a reference to the
possibility of a law suit, "for the recovery ‘of a very considerable

amount of back salary. .. ."28 This public reopening of the question of
u Murray's salary must have infuriated both Dawson and the Board.

At the October 27 meeting of the Board it was resolved to
acknowledge receipt of Murray's latest letter and to turn over considera-
tion of it to a committee composed of J. W.R. Molson and Judge L.
Ruggles Church who were to prepare a ;'eply for approval at the next
Board meeting.29 At this meeting, held 7November 6, a report on

the present enrclment of female students at various Canadian universities
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was read into the minutes, Whether this was in any way related to
the later item on the agenda, Murray's letter, is not clear, but the
statistics are interesting and can be read as a defence of McGill's
system of separate classes. Based on the current calendars, it was
reported that University College at Toronto had a total of 27 female
students; Victoria College at Cobourg, 16; Queen's at Kingston, 15;”
Dalhousie at Halifax, 34, and McGill 109,30 Murray's letter of
October 26 was then incorporated in full into the mi‘nutes.31
Murray began by expressing regret that his previous lettex:\in
September "has met with a mogt unexpected interpretation.," This v\las
a reference to "the idea that I was to influence your Board by a
threat..." an ide:ct which Murray claimed never entered his mind,
but which had led the Board to suggest that he consider resigning.
Murray then went on, as always at great lengtl}, to explain that in a
rough draft of his letter he referred specifically to the "discussidns ‘
which have appeared recently i;x a Toronto journal, and which, in one
instance at least, contained injurious reflections on my character as
a Professor."” The "one instance" was obviously George Hague's letter
of July 19. Murray claimed that not only was he not responsible for
the artic;les "in any way, I am unable even to form a probable con-
jecture as to the authorship of any of the anonymous letters which have
appeared among them," He also claimed that he had never contributed
"to-the public press, except over my own signature,” and had been
anxious to avoid "the necessity of defending myself through the press."

He had therefore looked to the Board for
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. such an unequivocal vindication of my character
as would relieve me from such an unwelcome neces-
sity; but if that vindication failed, I felt, as I stated
in my last letter, that I could see no alternative but
,+ that of appealing for vindication to the same tribunal
before which I had been attacked,
Murray went on to explain that in revising this first draft, he "expunged
all references to newspaper discussions" prewsuming the Board was
aware of what had been published, Murray then pointed out that he
might "have rushed into print without appealing to your Board before-
hand"; instead he had given the Board an opportunity to avoid this
"imhappy necessity, " yet they had obviously misunderstood his intent
and interpreted his letter as a threat.
Having backtracked from his September ultimatum, Murray then
went on to try to explain his difficulty in understanding\“the Board's
resolution of June 27, Murray explained that having assumed that there
was what he calls a "formal minute" stating that there was no accusation
"against lim before the Board, he then was faced
. by a public statement from a Member of your
Board, which appeared a few days after in the Toronto
journal referred to, and which was taken up by all who
spoke to me on the subject as implying that I had not
only been accused, but found guilty before your Board.
For this reason, he once again wrote demanding a formal withdrawal
of the original accusation,
Murray then became more conciliatory and stated that since the
Board had now made cleé.r through its” "last communication" that the
_ statement of the committee the previous spring was still applicable, he
was quite prepared to withdraw his September letter, "fully and frankly, "

on the understanding that it was agreed that the June 27 resolution meant
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that the Board "has no accusation against me of any kind," Murray did
take out a little future insurance for himself by stating that "all previous |
correspondence is practically withdrawn, " a phrase the Governors may |
have reread with some scepticism in future years as Murray continued !
to pester them to tamper with the minutes, return his letters, or pass .
still further resolutions. |
In this whole long letter Murray made only one passing reference
to the original cause of the dispute, his comments on McGill's system
of separate classes, by quoting his own letter of May 10, "that no |
‘member of the University has put himself to greater sa;:rifices than
I have done to carry out all the regulations of the University for the

education of women, " an irrelevant defence since it was his public

criticism of the system, not his performance of his duties, which had
started the whole debate. . i
Having quoted this very long letter in full, the minutes of the ‘
"~ Board then simply stated that "after discussion, it was resolved,"
That the Board accepts the explanations contained
in the letter of Rev. Dr. J.C. Murray of date Oct. 26th,
and receives with satisfaction the withdrawal of his
previous letter made therein; and the assurances which
he gives for the future. 32
These "assurances" were presumably Murray's remarks about not wanting
to defend himself in print. Unfortunately the Board's satisfaction proved
=
‘premature, for the Week had already published another attack on McGill
in its November 1 issue, launching another sequence of charges and
. - counter-charges over the next few months and including on November 29

a letter from Murray himself, just what the Board had hoped it had
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prevented, ‘

The Week's November 1 article, signed "Medicus" focussed
largely on George Hague's letter of the previous summer, 33 the point
being very similar to that made by Murray in his letter to the Board,'
that George Hague had repeated the charges against Murray in public
just a few weeks after the Board had assured Murray that no such
charges were still outstanding. Obviously aware that Muréaly had reopened
the subject with the Board, the article noted that Murray had everyﬁ right
to request further assurance, since Hague had already reopened the
whole question and implied ‘that Murray was indeed guilty of "subversion."
The article also implied that the original meeting between Murray, Iiagne
and Molson had been falsely presented to Murray. The Week's writer
claimed that Murray had attended in order to be assured there were
no formal charges against him, while Hague presented the intent of
the meetings as being to gain a guarantee from Murray of his future
silence, motivated by concern over the possible loss of the new Smith
endowment, Interestingly only Murray was named by t’he Week, not
Hague, Dawson or Smith. Nor did the article indicate that Hague wrote
in reply to an initial attack on the Board in the Week's July 5 issue.

"Medicus" criticized Hague's definition of the function of the
Board and the operation of the University, pointing out' that he compared
McGill to "a bank, a brewery, or a cotton mill, whose chief aim and
boast is its cagh receipts. n34 Hague was also attacked- for committing
exactly the same‘ crime that Murray was originally charged with, dis-

cussing private matters outside the confines of the University, but
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* claimed that since Hague discussed the issue "from the Principal's

standpoint” he had not been considered-guilty of "subversion, " ag // .
Murray was when he acted without the Principal's approval. -

The Week's article gave full support to Murra'y, and it would '
again appear had access to him, It explained that having seen Hague's

1etter as requiring further reassurance for "a distinct and unequivocal

acquittance, " presumably the reason for his September 21 letter to the
Board, instead Miu'ray was offered the "alternative of withdrawing it
or handing in his resignation. "”Nrning, finally, to the supposed basis

‘of the cbnﬂict, the question of co-education, the Week referred to the

recent events as "the natural outcome of the manner 1n which this

separate class hobby was forced upon an overwhelming opposition. "

Noting the Principal's need to "choke public discussion,” it concluded:
Just as soon as the Principal shall retire from

McGill—and we presume that he cannot fail to see
-  that in his own interest, as in that of the Uni-

T versity, he can hardly remain—the scheme will

collapse.
The article also suggested that "the benevolent donor of the Donalda
classes" should transfer his endowment to ﬁnauce facilities which would
permit women to enter the medical school, a step.'which would make
him "infinitely more cerfain to hand his name down to grateful genera-
tions, : and would form "a fitting cope-stone to the Victoria Hospital. . . .""
None of this can have made happy reading for Principal Dawson. ﬁe
article ended with a report of a recent demonstration in front of
Professor Murray's house by "a great mass of students and others"

~

, 2\
and promised that if "Truth Seeker," the author of the Week's August 23
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article, would like more facts "we shall be happy to furnish hi‘rp.
Our store is far from being_exhausted, "38 |

This time it took George Hague only a week to reply to the
Week's attack. Possibly restrained by the Board which had had to
deal with the outburst his ;aarlier letter had caused, Hague was more
cautious this time. He replied very briefly and simply stated that'the

Week's story was full of "(1) mis-representations, (2) slanderous

- innuendoes, and (3) downright falsehoods, together with (4) a material

and important suppression.” He went on to say that he would decline
all further correspomience unless the Week's writer revealed his identity,‘
noting that he was once again writing entirely on his own responsibility.37
"Medicus® took two weeks to compose a reply to Hague, this
time writing in the form of a letter to the Editor. He refused to reveal _
his identity and claimed that Hague's repeated disclaimer that he was
éot speaking "officially” was ridiculouslsince his involvement in the
dispute was obviously related to his position as a Governor of McGill.
He added an ominous threat to Hague:
1 happen to know the circumstances of this case

from beginning to end, perhaps more intimately
than may be convenient for him to learn.38 .

The letter concluded with a call to both the Board and Murray to publish
the correspondence related to the dispute, certainly a prospect that

. Dawson could not have viewed with any relish, Murray, on the other

hand, replied in person in the November 29 issue of the Week, thanking
his "unknown friend" for his "good taste" and agreeing\that only a full
disclosure of the facts in the form of all the communications between
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himself and the Board could settle the question. He also offered to

{

‘authorize the publication of all his share of the correspondence.39

Nothing further was heard from Hague, or any other official at McGill,
although two weeks latgr oh December 14 "Medicud" made a final
effort to force a retraction from Hague in yet another l_etter to the-
Editor. He concluded with an "emphatic insistence” that since the
Board would not act, Murray should agreé to the publication of "his

R

eptire correspondence, without a remark from him, -' except what of'qn
ir;trodtictgon is required for the fullest and fairest comprehension of
the question from both sides,"40 There is no evidence that Murray
ever considered taking such a step; possibly the _Boa.rd'swﬁrm action
in September had sugcessfully sileng_e;i him, at least in print. .
Probably simply because the fight made such go;d reading, the
Week continued to try to keep the contr:)w‘;/érsy alive a little longer. On
January 4, 1889 " Medi;:us" mgde a final effort to provoke Hague. -

Thanking Murray for his "frank and manly offer” to supply his share

_ of the cori'espondence, "Medicus" claimed this was no longer r(necessa.ry‘

because Hague had now corroboratéd the Week's original charges by
l;is "pathetic silence. n41 Hague' :;'eplied on January 18, very briefly
reiterating his ciefence of the Board's position, 42 The final chaptez: in
this particular phase of the dispute was a letter to the Week published .
on Fepruary 8, 1889 and signed "A Donalda Student, "43

. This is an interesting intervention in the debate bec;mse although

the central issue was supposedly how women should be educated;; it is

the only time a woman, unfortunately unjdentified, actually took any
|

e
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part in the dispute. The Donalda student gave a strong defence of
Murray, claiming that Dawson should have withdrawn his charges and
that it would be "difficult for the Principal or Mr. Hague to find
either in or out of College a man who has been so conspicuously
reticent about his opinions on co-education as Professor Murray has
been." Turning to the real question, the formation of a separate g
college for women, the student wrote:

But if our se;)arate classes are intended to develop

into a separate College, a high-class ladies [sic] school,

we have enough of them already. What those of us ‘

who are in earnest want is a University Education,

and nothing short of it, and the money with which it

is proposed to endow four Women's Colleges is not
" sufficient for one, 4

This letter gives a revealing insight into the fact that at least one of .
McGill's female students still felt the separate classes were a

temporary measure and had strong doubts about the desirability of a
p .

separate c);»e-ge\m
@ough this letter ended the public aspect of the dispute, -

Murray had ccertainly not given up: he simply diversified his means

-of attack. A letter from Sir Daniel Wilson, President of the University
of Toronto, to Dawson on December 7, 1888 ended with a postscript
marked "confidential" in which Wilson reported that the University's
Registrar has just received a letter from Mrs, Murray, who could be
just as persistent as her husband, asking the number of women under-
graduates at Toronto, including partial or occasional studénts, and also
the number of non-resident students. Sir Daniel Wiléon opposed co-

education even more strongly than Dawson; and had been very unhappy
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with the decision taken by the Ontario government in 1884 to admit
women to University College. AﬁA close family friend of the Dawsons,
Wilson would certainly do nothing to assist Murray in this case, and
ended his letter to Dawson: "As this may be meant for evil uses, I
L shall withhold any reply till I hear from you. " 45

It is not clear what use Murray, or Mrs. Murray, meant to
make of these statistics; he may well have been gathering ammunition
for a public defence of co-education, If so, npthing apﬁeared in print,
From this point on Murray's involvement in the dispute was limited
to subjectingﬂ Dawson and the Board to a barrage of long letters over
the next five years, always demandix;g a retraction of Dawson's origijnal
charges, 46 Dawson's reactions are more varied and more revealing,
Considering his original, indiscreet burs‘t of anger, he continued to
show remarkable restraint, ’both in not ‘becoming involved in the public
debate and in his dealings with Murray himself. However, he was still
obviously concerned about the possible dangers of the issue, and furious
with Murray -for sustaining the conflict, and particularly for encouraging
debate of the question in the press, Meanwhile, the initial question,
the advantages and disadvantages of co-education, was rarely ii‘ever
mentioned and the Donalda special classes proceeded as usual, 47

In January 1889, Dawson wrote Edward B. Greenshields, the
Chancellor, a long letter going back over the origins of the dispute.
Marked "private" the letter is almost illegible, usually an indication
that Dawson wrote in haste and irritation. 48 Certainly he revealed his
contimuing anger at Murray, claiming that Murray waited until September




2

‘to reopen the question because he felt safe in doing it them since the
University would have difficulty replacing him so late in ﬁ;e year.
Dawson went on to point out that Murray was forced to withdraw this
September letter, only doing so "very méracimsly" and added that
at the same time Murray informed Dawson personally that he was not
responsible for the articles in the Week, "and did not approve. of )
them." Dawson continued that "it was after this (in November) that
Dr. Murray published his very unwise letter in the Week, thanking
his 'unknown friend' for ilis attacks on the Governors and on-myself."
At this point Dawson's letter became increasingly unreadable, with
many insertions and deletions, and concluded:
Dr, M's conduct in the whole matter, t;eginning with
his insolent and untruthful letter to me in May 1888,
and ending with the hypocritical utterance in the Week ,
in November, has been beyond anythmg in my previous .
experience of men,
In a postscript he added: "I have made it a rule to say nothing of
Dr. M's conduct"; a rule Dawson managed to stick to, at least in

public, until his retirement as Principal four and a half years latiar.gy49

The ﬁ“qﬂ phase of the Da\wson-Murray dispute is really more_
relevant to a study of university politics than the debate avex: co- .
educaﬁon. In none of his long, carefully argued defences, did Murray
once mention the question of women's education. Instead he focussed
entirely (;n the initial wrong done to him by Dawson, and the failure of
the Board to rectify this wrong. His letters are full of ;‘)hrases like

"baseless slander," "cruel injustice, " "calumny," and "mischief” inter-
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. spersed with complaints about the terrible damage done to his reputa-
tion. 0 Murray made a series of suggestions to D;“wson as to how he
and the Board should repair this injustice, First, he demanded that
all references to the affair be delet\ed, or "expunged" from the official
minutes of the Board. 51 Having failed to persuade Daw&on to act or;
this suggestion he then wrote directly to the Board, 52 This too having
failed, early in 1891 he sent Dawson ,; draft resolution of explanation
and withdrawal for presentation to the Board. Dawson returned it;

nMurray sent it back once again, 53 Murray then limited his .request

to a withdrawal of the Board's resolution of November 6, 1888,54 At

the same time, throughout 1889, Murray was also writing.to the Board i

directly, demanding changes in the minutes; a- chance to defend %

himself before the Board in person; and further consideration of his A :

case. The Bt;ard was, if anyth\ing, even less ra@ive than Dawson. %% ‘v

Finally in April, 1891 he asked for a formal arbitration of the case by .

Judge Church or any ~other judge then serving ‘on the Board of ‘

Governors, 58 The following Septeniber he gave Dawson ‘;one more

opporhinity" before taking "further steps to obtain justice. . . ."57 Then

in October, 1891 hé’ﬁha./u/y/;.iccepted Dawson's refusal to reopen the case

"as a final determination on your part and I shall act accprdingly. n58

There is no e;idence that Murray did in fact take any further uépa,

at least until after Dawson had retired, when he once again approached

the Board. %9 *

As noted above, Dawgon continued to:deal very carefully with

Murray. With one exception, he answered his letters very promptly
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and politely, »ﬂ&o@ the-rough drafts of his letters often indicate
([ ” remarks he originally thought of including, but later deleted as possibly
provocative, Unlike Murray, he &id occasionally refer to the question
¢ - of women's éducation, although not at any length. In reaction to a long
letter from Murray on October 24, ‘1890, in which Murray made.
several references to the "legal" aspects of the case which evidently

/

irritated Dawson, he referred to the "great extension of its work for

women" which was apparently "near" when this dispute delayed it, 60
Then on February 4, 1891 he ended his reply to Murray with the
f;)llowing:
‘ In the mean time the dangers which arose from
- - the unfortunate difficulty of May 1888 have passed
away, though they have delayed the establishment of
the."College for Women, and the farther endowment -
. -of chairs in Arts and have prevented my intended . -
retirement from office in 1889 on occasion of my 76th
‘year. My most cherished object at present is to
secure these ends as early as possible, and this in
connection with the strengthening and improvement of o
the Faculty of Arts and of- t{ae position of its several
Professors and Lecturers.® —
Dawson does not make clear the exact nature of the "dangers" involved
nor why they had now "passed away," _The reference to his hopes to
lmprove the Faculty of Arts sounds like yet another tactic to silence
" Murray. U so, it does not seem to have worked, for Murray continued
hi? barrage of .letters until the following autumn. 62
Dawson tried a 'va.riety of other tactics to silence l_(urray.m His
main defence continued to be his sense of "duty" to the University,
(\ - often coupled with a paternalistic expression of equal concern for °

possible "injury" to lhu'ny.u These later references seem to have
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'particula.rly enraged Murray. At no time did Dawson admit any guut
or even irritation and he steadfastly refused all Murray's suggestions
wié one exception in his February 4 letter, the end of which is quoted
above, after once again reassuring Murray as to the "conciliatory" spirit
of the Board in making their resolution at the November 6, 1888 Board .
\meeting, Dawson went on to say that he was sure the Governors would
have no objection to returning all Murray's letters to the Board
" subsequent to that date, and to cancel the resolutions on these, "64
Smce these resolutiens merely acknowtedged receipt of Murray s later.
letters and resolved not to reopen the question, this suggestion gave
Murray little satisfaction,
Dawson was something less thar: honest in one aspect of ths

dispute. . In November, 1889, he wrote to Murray at lgngth, denying
that he saw anything in his earlier statements which "either tt-uth or
friendship" would require'him to withdraw, He then went on to reiterate
his position, that he made no formal charge against Murray to the _
Board,~but merely as "an official duty" submitted 2 the Board a copy
of his original letter to Murray which was then ¢ i idered along with
Murray's ;eply, resulting in the decision "to invitsyou to a conference
with a commiittee of the Board, at which ::ouference I was not present, -
andofcoursehadnoshnremthepnspsrationdtheaeportoithe
Committee. . .. "55, From Dawson's own files it is clearly obvious that
he actually played 2 major "share” in writing this repart. 56

" Part of the rationale for Dawson's caution in dealing with Mnrray

_ is indicated in a letter to Dawson from Judge Church in November 1889.
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Dawson had tried to deflect Murray by saying that the matter was now
"removed by yourself from-my jurisdiction and placed in that of the
Board of Governors . . . ".but he was evidently nervous as to what
further action Murray might take, 67  He therefore sent Church a copy
of Murray's latest lette; asking his advice. Cl-;urch replied, :;ot very
reassuringly: :
I think it is quite clear that‘ Dr. Murray is building

up a "record" with a view to ultimately publishing

the whole correspondence,
Church then' went on to advise Dawson to look over all their past
correspondence "with the view of ascertaining whether there has been
anything left recorded by you which he can use to your disadvantage, _
if not I would close the correspondence as you suggest," Church con-
cluded by assuring Dav;rson that any "final judgement" would be in
Dawson's favour. 68 Three days later, Dawson wrote Murray, feeling
sufficiently confident to refuse any further discussion of the matter, 89
This letter silenced Murray effectively for almost a year, but certainly
not perminently, although Dawson was equally unreceptive to any of
Murray's further suggestions. - -

The missing link in this whole story is what went on in the
series of personal meetings which took place between Dawson and
Murray, to which both of them refer in their letters. There were
apparently at least half a dozen of these over the next two years."0
Whatever else arose in them, no course of action acceptable to Murray

was ever agreed upon, although their correspondence does reveal that
they discussed their dispute, For example, in his longest letter of

D AT S Y




. 151

April 21, 1891 Murray referred to one such conversation:

‘. . . in our last conversation you threatened to publish
some document which professes to be a report of that
address of mine, to which your accusation referred, 71

YV R

Certainly Dawson never referred elsewhere to a written report on

Murray's speech to the Delta Sigma Society dnd it appears that he only
asked Miss Gaudne;' for her notes in December 18937% go it is a
mystery what document Murray referred to here, In any case Dawson
ignored the challenge in-his reply, while Murray continued to press
that the minutes of the Board should be changed. Dawson, who obviously
wanted to avoid any further publicity, originally included in his final %
letter of September 1891:
o I shall still more regret if, in consequence 'of‘any
"further steps" which you may take I shall be obliged
publicly to explain and defend my own action in the ;

case, which as you know, notwithstanding my ,?rovo- :
cations, I have hitherto refrained from doing, 73 ;

However, he deleted this statement from the final version of the letter
/

ve up, at least for the moment, without this threat of

" The final footnote to the dispute was initiated by Dawson, not
Murray. Faced with the prospect of his reti;ement as Principal and
.in failing health, Dawson apparently became concerned about this single
blot on his lengthy reign at McGill, and, always 4 devout Christian,
sought forgiveness by all concerned, "Early in 1893 he drafted 2
memorandum to the Board, expressing his wish to remove anything
! "fiistasteful" from his record and to withdraw anything which x;ligbt
appeir unjust "in the differences of opinion which have arisen between !

*
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Dr. Clark Murray and myself in regard to the education of women. ... nT4
During the summer, after submitting his resignation to the Board, he
wrote to Murray from Little Metis referring to a "recent conversation"
b;tween them and stating that he regretted having caused Murray any
"pain, " The motivation for this letter seems to have been partly his
«r‘egret at leaving this piece of unfinished business on his record, but
more immediately the news that Murray was considering leaving McGill

" to accépt "offers from abroad. w75 ‘Murray responded quickly, from

-his cottage at Cape a I'Aigle, once again proposing a resolution of
withdrawal by the Board. 76 Dawson quickly withdrew his c;vertures,
responding on July 31, the day his resignation became effective, that

he still had no wish to "reopen" a matter "closed by my firmer letter

of Sept, 1891 ..." but again expressing regret that Murray might
consider leaving the Universit;y. Dawson closed with his standard

defence of his actions and with the hope that Murray "may not be stricken
doﬁ as I have been and may long be enabled to retain your useful and
honourable position in connection with the University. "7 In Murray's
reply he regretted Dawson's relapse into ‘this unrepenting attitude and

78 After this

once again aslfed that the Board minutes be amended.
Murray -shifted his atﬂtlention to the Board, directing his ;iemands for
restitution to them rather than to Dawson,

Murray's new appx;oach'es evidently made Dawson nervous for
he attempted to gather some further ammunition to support his actions,

Helen Gairdner was asked for her recollections of the famous meeting

of May 1, 1888 and produced her very detailed notes on Murray's
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speech, 79 pawson also marshalled his defences for the Board, drawing
Vnp a lengthy memorandum going over the whole story, starting with
Murray‘s letter to the Witness in February, 1888, and describing the

two meetings of the Delta Sigpxa Society, the Graduates' Dinner and

finally his letter of May 2. He referred to Murray's "bad taste" in

—

attacking the system of separate classes on the very day of the
graduation of the first women's class, and his "self graguation"[ggg_] in.
his "ridicule" of the separate class system. The memo closed with the

:comment that Murray's actidn_

... was fitted to cause much anxiety, and to threaten
injury to the work proceeding under the Donalda
Endowment, which injury it was the Principal's duty

to avert if possible, It may be added that the Princi- -
pal's interference, though it has led to much trouble

to himself and to the Board, has had the effect of
arresting, for a time, the more public opposition to -~
our work for Women, and to limit it to private and
indirect methods, which will no doubt more or less
continue till the Donalda Special Course shall be
organised as a distinct College of the University, 80

'This long memorandum was sent to the Secretary to the Board, J, W.
Brakenridge in response to a request from him for copies of the

correspondence between Dawson and Murray which took place early in

o s st oot e

May, 1888, Dawson, who described it as a "prefatory note" in his
accompanying letter, explained that it was for the information of
members of the Board who may not have been aware of the original

' circumstances of the dispute. Dawson also requeste_d that should Murray

make any further objections or accusations to the Board, he wished to

be allowed to explain himself before the”Board, 81
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anson“\also wrote to Donald Smith g{:mx the same day, pointing
C _ ‘out that in addition to the six letters Brakenridge had requested he
had a "large amount of other papers and information of which I have
made no use not wishing to in’juie or annoy Dr. M.," Dawson went
on to repeat to Smith, who had become Chancellor of the Iniversity
in 1889, that if Murray "is determined to give further trouble" he
would ask permission to state his own case, 82 Aside from its im-

‘ mediate ~contents, this letter is revealing since it shows that Dawson
and Smith were obviously on good terms and that Smith was fully

_ familiar with the whole cont}oversy. It contained no mention of

{ Dawson's supposed fear that‘ Smith might withdraw his endown:ent of
the women's college because of Murray's criticism, ' -

It seems probable that in his efforts to tidy up all the loose
S ends of the dispute and to defend his own role in it, Dawson also added

“ an undated explanatory note to one copy of his original letter to Murray
on May 2, 1888, at this time. The note said: ‘

' \ The above was written immediately I heard of the.
' address referred to. Though the address may have
: been light and even jocular in tome, I believed that
coming from a man of Dr. Murray's standing it
. “might do harm both to him and to our work for the
education of women; and I feared more especially
that it might lead to the renewal of attacks in the
public prints, unless Dr., Murray were warned of
the importance attached to it, I therefore wrote at
{ once, and as strongly as possible, with the view of
averting these consequences, and more especially if
any further bringing up in a public way of Dr.
Murray's name with opposition to the regulations of
. the University. From the effect of my letter, and
{ » Dr. Murray's reply, I feel that in one respect I
was mistaken and perhaps should have adopted a
\ different course, we have however, had no further -
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public attacks on our system éxcept'in one of the

Toronto newspapers, the animus of which with

reference to McGill is apparent, 83 ~
The wor(; "perhaps" in the final sentence is the only written evidence
that Dawson ever questioned his initial action. In retrospect it had
exactly the effect he hoped it would prevent. It also delayed the
founding of Royal. Victoria College for a whole decade, It did, however,
silence Murray fairly effectively, at least in public.

On January 217, 1894 the Board dealt with Murray's latest
request as summarily as it had with those in the past.34 Donald Smith
reported back to Dawson on February 2 that he had read Dawson’s note
to the Board, and that the Board had recommended that Murray be

referred back to the earlier letters sent to him, As Smith put it

" Murray was once again assured "in half a dozen words," that there

was nothing in the Board minutes detrimental to his "professional
standing or his character or honour," and that the matter was closed
"and cannot be reopened. n85 ‘

Attached to Smith’'s letter to Dawson in Dawson's file is an
undated memorandum in Dawson's hand designed to explain the contents
of Sinith's letter for posterity. In it Dawson noted that Smith referred
to the fact that Dawson had written to him concerning the papers
requested by the Board, and then went on to repeat his @m litany:
that he still made no accusations against Murray; that he acted as
he felt necessary at the time; that Murray may also have felt julstiﬁed
in his own actions; and that Dau;son hoped the Board could work out

\
some satisfactory arrangement which would allow Murray to continue to

B ek
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remain at the University and "be useful to it while I have been stricken
by the hand of God 86 Although today this memorandum appears to be +
sium}y the defensive and rather pathetic rambling of an old man missing
the familiar exercise of power, it must be remembered that Dawson,

a devout Christian throughout his life, would have been genuinely con-
cerned at making peace with God prior to his death.

Still upable to leave the subject alone, Dawson wrote M;rg' a
final note on February 12, 1894 apologizing for the long delay in reply-
ing, presumably to Murray's last letter of September 23, 1893. He
.explained that family problems and ill health. had caused the delay, and
went on to say that he had been informed that the Board of Governors
had now dealt with the q}1e8t10n and assured Murray that their "minutes
contain nothing derogatory to your character or standing, n87 There
is no.record that Murray re.plied or that there was any further cor-
respdndence between them up to the time of (Dawson's death four years
later. -
| With the exteption of some of the original articles in the Week
the real issue at stake in this lengthy dispute, the merits of co-
education, had long since been lost to view. In fact it is questionable
whéﬂxer it is worth examining in such detail what in the end became
a senseless haggle between two men, each apparently too proud or too
stubborn to give up or apologize. Yet at least part of the intensity of
the dispute was obviously because it h;d originally been sparked by

a disagreement over such a sensitive question. Dawson's outrage at

having to defend what he saw as the ideal, a separate women's college,
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explains his intractable stance far more clearly than the gimplistic
idea that Dawson was only worried that Donald Smith’ might withdraw
his financial support from the University. Dawson's attitude is a
per;ect reflection of the prevailing views of the time. Not only were
Murray's opinions too radic:(u for most of his contemporaries to
accept,’ even those Sympathetic to him would have agreed that they
should not have been discussed in front of students, paxticula.zo'ly
female students,

Whatever Dawson's motivation in starting the fight with his

L

outburst in May, 1888, the net result of the lengthy struggle was to’

lock the McGill administration into a commitment to maintaining,

extending, and most importantly institutionalizing their original
| s

somewhat ad hoc acceptance of a system of separate education for

157

women, a legacy which McGill had to live with for another fifty years.
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CHAPTER VI

' THE OUTCOME: I — THE DONALDA COURSE

The debate over co—educ:ﬁion at McGill was over by the time
Sir William Dawsan retired in 1893. By backing Dawson against Murray,
the University had given ‘tacit approval to the goal of expanding the
Donalda cpursé d erarate classes for women into a complétely separate
women's college. Thus, in the same somewhat ad hoc manner that the -
first decision to accept the terms of the origina.l Donalda 'endowment
#as arrived at in 1884, the University ended up committed to the solution
which both Dawson and Smith had always seen as ideal, with very little
serious discussion of either its merits or its cost. Iromnically the -

Dawson-Murray *fight also had a seccnd important effect on the develop- -

ment of women's education at McGill While it committed the University

to supporting the creation of a separate women's college, it also delayed

L R T Ty ey

its founding for -over 4 decade.
During thege years little more was heard about the issue of women's :
education, either \Wwithin McGill or in the press. With the exception of thek ‘
debate over opening\the Faculty of Medicine to women,'1 there is little :
evidence of interest i§ the question, possibly because neither the best ‘
nor worst predictions the effects of opening the University to women -
seemed to have resulted. Instead, the Special Course for Women very

quicxly became an integral of the University. For the fifteen years
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Canadian women with a rigid liberal arts education, which was exactly

what the group of students who had approached Dawson in the summer

~ of 1884 had wanted. Broader questions, such as widening the scope of

career opportunities for women, democratizing the t{niversity, oJr attack- |
ing the class and sex distinctions which so divided vi;torum society

are twentieth century concerns which had little or no place in the.t)hinx-
ing of the women ;rho enrolled in the Donalda course. ‘ X

Statistics alone tell part of the story of the success of the

Special Course. In the first year (1884-85) there were nine full-time
amdents,ﬁel‘ght of whom would graduate 80 successfully idxr years later.
The total women's enrolment, co_unting full-time, partial and occasional

- egtudents rose from 31 in 1884-85 to 109 five years later.2 These

figures are a bit misleading since full-time students cx‘:natinued to makxe -
up slightly less than one-third of the total. Partial students had to taxe
at least three courses, but they were not required to write the McGill

entrancé exams. Students taking less than three courses were "‘identiﬁed

as occasional students, After 1891 these two categories were lumped

‘together and idantiﬁod as pnrﬁa.l students.

In spite of the adfninistration s initial doubts, the University
was obviously delighted with the success of the Special Course. On
October 13, 1889, the Gazette claimed "McGill Leads the Van in the
Number of Lady Students, " n@g the mucljx lower number of women
enrolled at other Canadian universities.3 By 1898, the final year of
the Special Course, women students made up 29 per cent of the tota.l
cn.rolmtnt in the Faculty of Arts at Mch and the number of full-time
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stadents in the four years of the Arts program had climbed to 47,4

‘The number of women going on to pursue graduate dc’grqes had also
climbed" slowly. By 1893-94 there were 13 women registered in graduate
Arts programmes, S m spite of these figures the number of women
actually graduating remained fairly -stable over the fifteen years of the
Special Course. Of the twelve gr;duating classes between 1888 and

1899, the largest was 17 in 1896, the smallest 5 in 1889, partly the
result of a smallpax epidemic in the fall of 1885, which reduced first

year enrolment that year. S o

In addition to statistics, which indicate a growing demand for

_higher education for women, theré is a wealth of primary material_

avgﬂable which reveals much about the social, economic and religioug
backgrounds of McGill's early women ngaduates.7 A full gnalyais'—of
these topics is beyond the scope of this paper, but.it is obvious that
most of the students were drawn from the upper economic levels of
Montreal's English-speaxing, Protestanlt community, with the remainder
coming from very similar bfncxg'rm_nd; in other parts of Canada, the
Unitg'd States or England. As “sucl;l they made up a small, elite ’and

. hence very cohesive group within the University.

What would today be called the career paths of these first women
graduates 1s also interesting. Of the total of 129 women who graduated
from the Special Course between 1888 and 1895, only 82 married, 82
statistic which might easily have been used to rc;surrect the spectre of

N, ' .
: the spinster blue-stocking, sapped of her maternal instincts by over use

»

!
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i of her lnteu‘ectﬁal skills, For this period at least, Dawson's ideal of
the Donalda graduate serving society‘ as a‘cultured and educated wife
and mother was oniy being pursued by 50 per cent of McGill's women
graduates. By 1911, by which time there were 294 women graduates,
98 were listed as married; 108 as teaching; and 50 as "unmarried of
no profeséional occupation.”" The rest were occupied with library work,
nursing, journalism, missionary work, domestic science, or working
for the Y. W.C,A.; four were doctors, eight had died.9 |

- The course which these women had to follow to acquire their
B.A.'s was both rigid and rigorous by today's standards. Students in
the first and second years had no options, other than a choéice between
French or German. They had a set curriculim involvingl 15 hours of
class per week, which included compuisory courses in mathematics,
English, chemistry, Lat°1n and Greek in the first year, and English,
. botany, logic, mathematics, Latin and Greex in the second year, plus
tlgeir choice of a modern language. The third and fourth-yeard offered
a little more flexibility. In the "ordinary" course, mathematics and
"eifher. Latin or Greek were required, plus three of a long list of courses
mc.luding pixysics, zoology, English, logic, astronomy, philosophy, French
or German. The women st'ude:its could also pursue Honour work by
joining the men's( Honour classes in classics, physics, philosophy,
Engiish, history, or geolﬁogy. The fourth year involved compulsory
courses mtin or Greex, mathematics or astronomy, and "philosophy,
-along with three of French, German physics, geology history, and

astronom? The same arrangement for Honour worx applied to the fourth
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year, 10
The obvious contradiction hetween the University's oft-expressed .

commitment to completely separate education for women, and its policy

of allowing women to join the men for Hohour work remailxed true at
McGill until the final demise of all separate classes after World War II.
Much was always made of the point that women could, if they wished,
proceed to the B. A, in entirely separate classes, but many of the brighter
students preferred to do Honour work. 11 It is unclear how. the Lady
Super?ngtendent, the omnipresent Miss Helen Gairdner, who theoretically
chapéfoned‘ all the"—women's classes managed to do’so. 12 ope suspects
corners were cut, and that many women students did indeed attend co- v
educational courses unchaperoned. In 1898, less than a year before the
opening of Royal Victoria College, the Board of Governors agreed that
' "essentialiy separate education, not co-education, should be maintained

" .in the new College, with certain reservations and modifications."1® By
then "mixed" classes had spread from the Honour courses to other’-‘
scieﬁce and advanced courses.

Meanwhile the old fear that the women students lacked the physical
stamina to kxeep up with the Arts programme continue;l to crop up
occasicna.lly.‘“ One solution was to try to eliminate as mucp‘ competition
. with rfaen as was possible. For this reason there was comsiderable debate
about whether the women students should be ranked with the men. 15
Although the decision was made to list them sep;u'ately, they were always
ranked with the men, possibly through an initial error, and this practice

et ‘
was quickly institutionalized. The women students wrote the same exams

?
-

e
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as the men, but in different rooms and at. different times. 16 There,
were other mildly discriminatory regulations, 17 on'e being the fact- that
originally women were denied the right to wear academic dress. This
distinction finally led to a unanimous petition from the women students
to the Faculty of Arts in 1887, after which time, typically, full-time
women students were required to wear academic dress to all classes. 18
Closely linked to the fears concerning the women's physical

health was their exemption from any physical education requirement.
This was partially rectified by the appointment of Helen Barnjum as
Instructress in Gymnastics in 1888, 31tbough her courses were optional,
offered in very inadequate facilities, and a most inconvenient time
of day. 19 The lack of adequate g"y;n‘fac' ities for women is an on-going
refrain in any list of the needs of the University and the women students
only acquired their own swimming pool in 1959, 20

. One question which took up a lot of time in the meetings of the
- Faculty of Arts, although°there is little evidence that it excited the

women students to the same extent, was the debate over exactly what

degrees the women students would be granted. Various feminized‘ver_-

sions of the usual degrees were broposed, such as baccalaurea, xég.gggtra

and doctrix instead ofn baccalaureus, magister and doctor. When the
question finally came to a vote ih March, 1886 a pr_opog_al to use the.
same terms as appligd to the men was passed by a vote of 7 to 3.
Dawson and Dean Johnson, - a long-time opponent of the encroachments
of women at McGill, voted with the minority. Interestingly, Murray,

usually the women's stauchest defender, did not vote. 21

& > D
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-~ Considering the University's sensitivity to such minor questions
as whether the womei “students could share classrooms with men, it is.
ndt surprising that women were not integrated into McGill's student

_ organizations for many years. In fact they were still barred from serv-
ing on the Students' Council as late as 1931.22 The early Donalda
students responded by setting up 2 network of societies of their owrr,

The first, and quickly the most controversial, was the Delta o

Sigma Society, their liéerary and debating club which wé.s started in
1884 and officially recognized by the University in 1887.23 That same
‘year the Theo Dora Club was founded to focus on Christian missiohary
work, but it- merged with the Y. W.C. A: four yedrs later. In 1889 the |

first class of women graduates founded thef Mu Iota Society. Its original

| C . aim was "mutual improvement" (hence the name) through a continuation
of the type of programme provided by the Delta Sigma Society, but it
soon changed its name, to the McGill Alumnae Society, and its foi:us.

- Looking for a broader function and inspired ® the work being done at

L

Toynt.;ee Ha.l.l in London and H\‘ﬁl Jﬁouse in Chicago, in 1891 the wou.xen
graduates opened the Girls' Club and Lunch Room for Working Girls,
designed to sem;e cheap meals to factory workers. The Club §oon
expanded to serve three meals a day and by 1895 was serving over

30,000 meals a year. It finally r;losed in 1905, but the graduates later
founded a Neighbourhood Club which had a library and offered a wide t
variety of courses. This Club was finally absorbed by the University

-~

_Settlement in 1910 24

‘: -
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On the undergraduate level a short-lived (Glee Club was started
t in 1890, and in 1887 a woman was mnvited to join the staff of the

University Gazette and the McGill Fortnightly. From then on the

Donalda sm;ients contributed regular, and often very cloving columns,

entitled " f‘eathers from the East Wing. A Lawn Tennis Club was

startid informally 1in 1885 and discussion of its constitution and rules
— "~ took up an\éndless amount of time 1n the Board meetings in 1889 when

¥ ©

it was forma.!? recognized. 25 In 18% Principal Peterson wrote to
o ask for Smith's opinion about the creataon of an Honours

Donald Smith
French Club "open to men and women students. . . Smmth replied,
typically, that the University should bear in mind that “"the principle of
separate education adopted and ed upon for the Donalda Course 1s
ta [be]l adhered to 1mn :the Royal (Victoria College, ' although he did agree
to the integration of the Unive Sxtf's skating rink. 26

The“early Dc'>nalda graduates yere generally so overwhelmingly
grateful for the opportunity to contim_1g their education that they rarely l
mentioned the co-education question and were only very occasionally at
all critical of the very- ad hoc arrangements which had been made to
accommodate them. They quietly accepted( what today would be s¢;en a;s
overt discrimination and were generally both excited and grateful for

»

the privilege of atteﬁding McGill, Several of the earliest Donalda

E]

graduates reminisced about their days at McGill in later years, and

these accounts provide some’ of the few sources written by women, rather

( ‘ than men, fon the question of women's\education.

i
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- For example, writing in 1929, forty years after her own gradua-
S
tion, Georgina Hunter wrote: it speaks well for the liberality of the
Corporation and Faculty of Arts that in those early days of this revalu-
tionary movement no discrimination was made. "2T She then went on to
recall the ramn which used to penetrate the Donalda’'s classrooms wn the
" East Wing and the “occasional invasions of rats * Yet her refrain was
the “glow of gratitude” the women students felt now that "all the privj-
leges of the University were ours 28
Elizabeth Hammond, who graduated in 1896, remembered the
controversy over the admission of women and wrote in 1919:
It can easily be seen from the reports of Corporation
that the main factor which delayed the admission of
women to the University was the stormy prejudices
existing against co-education. . .29
In spite of the small, ill-ventilated classrooms provided for the.wome"n,
she too remembered that
. . . our privileges had been but recently won, and were -
the more keenly appreciated and jealously guarded. We
were too thankful to be tolerated at all within the Uni-
versity precincts to care if the snow silted in overhead
through the skylight, ‘ ’
She concluded that there weére still "anomalies and inadequacies in this
scheme of University life, " but was generally -uncritigal in her remarlcs.30
Carrie Derick, McGill's first woman factlty member, who
« graduated in 1890, writing in 1927 was much.less effusive about the
-honour done the early women students.” She remembered the burdens

placed on the "nice Donalda," and the double standard by which she

was judged:
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", familiarity with the men students was avoided by sending all the women
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In short, she bore the weight of formulated womanhood
upon her shoulders, although men, even then, were .

not expected to live up to the ideal man. In addition .
to the necessity of being "womanly. ' she had to run

the intellectual race as well as the fastest of the men

lest ‘she fail to prove that women had justified their

belief 1n equality of opportunity, 31
Miss Derick was “able to laugh at the memory of the ever vigilant Miss
Gairdner, kmtting while she chaperoned an all female chemistry class-

G
and the social evenings at the Dawsons, where any danger of over-

"students home in taxs. She also r;ecalled her own naive remark Wwhen
in 1891 she was disqussing co-education with the 'wifé of a college
dignitary" (legend has 1t that this was actually Lady Dawson), who feared
that love affairs between students might develop if they 'share.d the same
‘classrooms. Miss Derick replied that the women students were unlikely
to become emotionally involved with male students their own age, and

"received the crushing retort, 'I was not thinking of the young women;,

. but of our sons.'”32 This fear of casting temptation in the 'path of

r

McGill's male students may well have been the real*:bggéis of a lot -of
the criticism of co-education. Miss Derick noted that "although the
women accepted thankfully the opportunities afforded them of obtaining’

degrees in separate classes, they profited still more by co-education in
v )

the Honour Courses. ..." She also reviewed the controversial meeting

on co-education of the Delta Sigma Society in 1888 and Octavia Ritchie's
o

courageous plea that the Faculty 'of Medicine be open to women in her

. valedictory address, "replacing what had been cut out by the Principal.

4

." To Miss Derick at least "co-education long remained a burning

i ’
g

9 ’




175

questicn."33 _ : ) -
On the fiftieth anniversary of the admission of women to McGill,
Dr. Octivia Grace Ritchie (by then married) looxed back at the increas-
ing demand for access to higher education for women in Britain and the
United States, and pointed out that the University of Toronto and Queen's
were already 'providing facilities ~ for women when the question came

up at McGill, Her explanation for this delay i1s interesting:

®

It is, however, no matter of surprise that, in the
province of Quebec always strongly influenced by re-
pressive conventions and traditions in everything .
relating to women, the symptoms of a wakening con-

s sciousness were lang delayed and even the suggestions -
of providing higher educational Wities was [sic]
late in appearing. 34 '

She went on to point out that when McGill agreed to admit women to
the preliminary university examinations, they did so with extreme caution:
In order to avoid any assumption that the passing of e
such examinations might imply a right of entrance to '
the University, the use of the term "Matriculation
Examinations" was deliberately avoided and a special
title "Examinations for Associates in Arts" was
adopted, .,
Looking back to Dr., Murray's original recommendation that. the University
should "be thrown open to all persons" in 1882, she noted that since ;
there was a division of opinion on "mixed education"/tﬁe matter was

referred to a committee. "The not unusual outcome of the work of a

committee resulted; much information was collected; no recommendation

' was made; and no action was taken." Pointing out the year and a half

1

‘delay while Dawson surveyed the situation in Britain, and the further

deferral of his report until the autumn of 1884, she concluded, somewhat .
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tartly, "So much for the educationists. 39 |
Octavia Ritchie also recalled the debate over co-education, and

b 3

commented: b \
_ Scarcely were separate clasges well established be-
‘fore a bitter controversy arose in regard to the respective
merits of mixed and separate education of the sexes at
McGill. The public and the press toox an active part and
it was a long time before the dispute was dropped. It
was well xnown that there was.fo unanimity on the ques-
tion’ among the members of the Faculty, but the views
\ of the Principal, wh% was utterly opposed to co-education
continued to prevail, 36 ~ :

This is one. of the very few overt ‘references ‘to Daw;on's opposition to
co-education. Dr. Ritchie went on to note: At that time Sir William
Dawson had a vision, never to be realized, of an entirely separate
college for women, . affiliatéed with McGill." The phrase "never to be
realized" is n:)t the usual interpretation of.the opening of R.V.C., the
culmination of Dawson's dream, Dr,' Ritchie also noted the gradual
increase in "mixed" clasées after the opening of R.V.C.: "Mixed classes,
which as a matter of necessity ha.d~been carrieg on previously in the

»
honour -course only, soon became usual in the ordinary courses also. 37
Her article also reviewed the debate over the right to wear academic

dress, to her a sign that "In the mind of the Principal there v/é’fe still

~

. Subtle distinctions to be maintained between the men and women students, "

2

and the lengthy -discussion of the form of degrees to be awarded the
women students. She concluded her article with a tribute to Murray, .

"the ardent champion of our rights. "38 Along with Carrie Derick,

" Octavia Ritchie was not so overwhelmed by the honour of éaining admis-

sion to McGill that she overlooked the many controversies the step entailed.

—

£
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Maude Abbott, who later became the best known of all the Donalda
graduates, left a draft autobiograp;y which reveals much about her feel-
ings about the admission of women to Mc(.}ill.3? Raised in a small town
outside the city by her grandmother, Maude and her sister Alice were
educaxed;athhome.,uaude then spent one year in Mmtreél f't Miss )
Symmers' and Miss Smith's school and won a scholarship to McGill. As
she wrote: "an Arts education for a girl was at that time considered a
quite unnocesg\pary luxury. ... 40 1 addition, she felt she was neéded

at home and that is was now her sister's turn to continue her edu“cationl,/

in the city. Largely because of pressure from Miss Symmers who wanted

r_\tpe school's scholarship taken tip, ’it was decided that Maude could en}er

McGill, which she did in the fall of 1885, arrangements having been '

made for her grandmotben and sister to join her in Montreal for thé
f

winter, This plan was upset by the smallpox epidemic that fall. Maude ]
grandmother decided not to risk the move to the city, leaving it to Maude ‘

to decide whether to stay on. As she later wrote:

-~

It was a great struggle for I had just begun Gfeex
and the University life seemed to me to have opened

N\ the gates of Paradise, but by all ,the laws of fair

play it was my "turn" to stay at home and let my
sister come down when the epidemic had abated.
) And this was what did come to pass.

She returned to McGill the following autumn and .graduated in 1890.' Maude
"Abbott is typical of the Donalda students in her effusive gratitude to the
.University. Quoting her own valedictory address, she wrote:

... can we ever dream of ceasing to love and cherish

and reverence, of ceasing to keep holy and undefiled

the memory of that University that has made us her
own children. 42

N s A N \\ Py Ve o e M__ - "
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However she did not allow this sense, of ‘gratitude to obstruct her long-

range aim of becoming a doctor, and because of this she soon became

the focus of 'what was the final fpotnobe to the co-education debate at

McGill.

The opening salvo in this phase was sounded by Octavia Ritchie,

when, in spite of Dawson's efforts to silence her, she ended her vale-

dictory address at the 1888 Convocation with a demand that women be

admitted to the Faculty of Medicine. Dawsm, with his rusual caution,

replied:

r

\

| —
i -l

*a

You /speak of professional work. Some important pro- -
fessions are already open to you here and elsewhere.
The question as to others, and as to opportunities here,

is lixe
supply.

at for education in arts one ol demand and

Miss Ritchie availed herself of the opportunities "elsewhere," and entered

medicine at Queen's later that autumn. Then the following February,

Maude Abbott and Helen Day began to lobby for their admission to medi-

cine at McGill

They did not take this appa.rently courageous step

entirely alone. As Maude Abbott recalled later: "some kind ladies in

the city of- rather advanced views," Oﬁ.’ered their help, They also gained

support from some leading doctors, who, accordmg to Maude Abbott

pere "more or less sympathetic or rather not unfriendly. "44 Their initial

- request having been refused because of a "lack of finances," the two

- women submitted a second petitiof{ asking the Board to estimate the

amount of money needed to establish "a system of separate classes in

medicine” and to promise to accept such an amount "as an endowment

for the establishment of medical classes ?or women,

ndd

f
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The Board cousidered this request at its March 22 meeting and
q\;lcxlylreferred the matter to the CorpS“ration. The Corporation in turn
on March 29 referred the matter to their next meeting, "by the request’
of the ladies interested. 46
Meanwhile, on March 27 the Gazette reported’:
A few enthusiastic young ladies have set the heather

on fire, and the movement for the medical education ’
of women is in a fair way of becoming an accom-~ \

lished fact. 47 . -

The aﬁicle went on to state that tﬁe idea of an endowment to establish
separate classes for wbméx "has the appro\raf of the governors and tbe
profess\ors have signified a willingness to conduct the classes if u::
means are fo;thcoming. " The same igsue of the Gazette contained an

editorial on the subject stating:: . |

There is, it would now appear, a fair chance. J;hat at

‘a comparatively early day a college for the instruc-

. tion of women in medical science will be among the
-¢. institutions of which Montreal can poast. 48 \

p—

The Gazette turned out to be quite wrong in both these opinions,

A few days\Eter the University Gazette was equally optimistic,

opening its article with the statement: '"The medical education of women

in connection with McGill University iis, we believe, an accomplished

~fact, . . ." _The journal went on to praise the members of the faculty

and Uni\versity "who have so liberally offered to do everything in their‘

—

\ 4

., power for the success of the movement. n49

i

Interestingly in this same issue, the Donalda students reported

in their own column, far more realistically, that "the young ladies who

' i

sent in their petition to the Medical Faculty were t\iiscouraged by its
|
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doctors. Dawson, who had been asked but refused to chair the meeting,
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®

cold recepuq:. .. ." Yet the article went on to say that the governors
were v;ry encouraging and had voted unanimously in_favour of the
petition; that "the doctors” had agreed to support it; and “there is no
doubt that the endowment will be forthcoming. The movement is a .
popular one, ‘and{ is backed by mela\of money and position."50 There®"
is no evidence that any of these statements were true. |
Meanwhile the group of _women who had originally Fupported the
two petitioners had formed Jlg Association for ge Pl;omoticn of Pro-
fessional Education; of Women, which held a large public meeting at the -
Fraser Institute on }April 6, 1889, The meeting received wide press

coverage and was attended by a large number of University officials and

spoke very briefly and was careful to maxke cle(arrﬂ that he came "merely
as a Iisteg}er and sought information on 'the suﬁ/ject, /' that "his hands were
tfed, - and consequm}tly he would not like to say anything that could, be
construed as an official “statement. "%l h

The now fa\miliar options of a totally separate college, possibly
seeking an affiliation with McGill; co-education; or spme combination ;)f
separate and mixed classes were all discussed. The equally familiar .
problem of the doctors being forced to duplicate their lectures was also
noted. The same issue of the Gazette which reported on the meeting con-

tained a letter from a W.M. Henderson which revealed many of the

traditional attitudes still prevailing against women entering medical school.

Although nominally supporting the idea L

]
1)
R 4
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.. . that ' medical education of ladies would not maxe
them less efficient in their discharge of the various
- duties which devolve on them in the sever of
life; on the contrary as wives, daughters,. and sis-
ters, more parti(c{uarly as mothers . . . it would
render them ev ore useful at the sick bed, /

the idea of women My pract ising medicine seemed unacceptablé,
althou?h the writer did acxnowledge that "if they are so disposed they
couldlthen write on medical subjects. .. ." As far as mixed classes
the writer was adamant:

I ammé;t at all in favour of the method of co-education,

I think the McGill authorities have acted wisely in dis-

countenancing this mode of procedure. It is not desir-

able in any d?a.rtment but least of all in the department'
of medicine. ®

The new Association was obviously encouraged by its initial meet-

"ing, and met again on April 13 to elect its officers, After a lengthy
debate it was a.greed that the Faclilty of Medicine should be asxed to

meet a "deputati()n" to confer on "the best means of providing for the
'medit';al education of women, " and "use every available' means to procure
said education for the session 1889-90." At the close of the lengthy

)
meeting Mrs, Clark Murray noted somewhat a.,cidly that "the ladies

needed a lesson in parliamentary procedure. . .. "53 17‘ further meeting

was held Apml 23, following 2 meeting on April 20 with representatives

—

from the Faculty of Medicine and a lengthy petition was approved for

submission to the Corporation. This petition favoured_a form of "mixed"

education as the "most feasible," and was signed by Octavia Grace Ritchie

as Secretary.54
Meanwhile, these variaus petitions were being quickly disposed of

by the different University bodies. The Board referred the matter to the

/

i~
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Cc;rpor'aticn on March 22; the Corporation referred it to the Faculty of
Medicine on April 24; and Dawson reported this step back to the Board
on April 26, 99 The Faculty had already responded to an initial letter
from the Associntion dated April 13, which asked for a statement "whether
they can in a general way favor the medical education of women," and
for the Faculty to name a-committee to confer ‘with the Association.
Using the excuse that the matter was still "before the Corporation” the
Faculty did not respond to the first request, but a committee composed
of the Princ/ipal, the Registrar, the Dean of Medicine and Dr. Cameromn
was struck. 98 Presumably it was this group which met with the Associa-
tion on April 20. At their Sp;’mg’graduation lunch a few days latgr the

Donalda students heard an optimistic toast to the "sister faculty of

medicine" which it was hoped would shon open. 27

Thesé hopes were soon dashed. | The Faculty of Medicine drafted -
a reply on May 10, with practically no debate, concluding:

It being distinctly understood that the Faculty could
_not entertain the idea of having co-education in any
[of] the medical classes ?°° ,

A full respanse was prepared fdr the Corporation, which heard the

Faculty's final report on June 26." It rejected the idea of ang’ plan to

—

that it cannot see its way to undertaking the
Medical Education of Women in connection with the
Fatulty.

In the opinion of the Faculty the most feasible
method would be by the establishment of an incor-
porated Medical School for Women, which when
fully organized and in successful operatlon might .
be affiliated with the University. 59 .-

L4
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One member of the Corporation moved an amendment ‘to postpone dis-
cussion of the report until the autumn, but this was defexted, 6 to 2 and.
the Faculty's recommendation was adopted and reported back to the
Board of Governors two days later. 60 |
The Association for the Promotion of Professional Education for
Women ‘seems to have given Qp the struggle at this poizit. It is not clear
how' much, if any, of the proposed endowment of $50, 000 for t.he‘ first

year, or $250, 000 in all, had actually been raised. The following winter,

~

_ baving heard that Queen's had decided to stop admitting women to its

Medical Faculty, the University Gazette urged the Association to continue

its efforts, if not at Mc Gill, then at another instxtution in Montreal. ‘The
Gazette blamed the difflculty at Kingston on a lack of funds added to

the smallness of the ngston co&x/munity, as well as its proximity to
Tosrdnto. Since no wealthy benefactor seemed prepared to undertake the
‘endowment/ of a separate medical college for women, an eXisting institution
should ”jhrow open its doors to female students.” The Gazette: noted that
only Mchll had been approached the prevmus sprmg, and concluded that
McGill had pu\ivsued a course marked "rather by its emment prudence
than by its generosity._ "81 A" month later a Dr. D.J. Gibb ‘Wishart, a
McGill Medical gradpate of 1885, replied from.Toronto that there would
be "a great lack of vﬁsdom" in founding a separate medical college for o
women since there were already not enough students or p;sitions available

!

in either Canada or the United States and that women doctors were only
&

' useful in missionary or city work since they "are not fitted for the

7
severe strain of country practice. n62
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At-much the same time, Bishop's Unix‘rersity decided to opén its
Medical Faculty, located in Montreal, to women and mv:z.te‘d Ma%de Abbott
to enrol follmn’ng her graduation in Arts later that spring. She did so,
along with three other women, one of them being Octavia Grace Ritchie
who transferred back to Montreal from Queen's for her final year, and
thus became Bishop's first woman graduate in medicine. 63

Maude Abbott was not happy with this outcome and later wrote:
"Those were dark days. No longer within the wall's of my beloved ‘
McGill. . . . It was a dreary round!"% However, she persevered'az;d ;
soon found _herself at tpe centre of another -conflict with _the medical
establishment, this time over access to the wards of the M;Jlltreal
General Hospital. -

On the advice of th)é' ever-vigilant Octavia Grace Ritchie, Maude
Abbott ﬁpplied for a student's ";)erpetual ticket" to the Montreal General
Hospital in the spring of 1891, Gr'ace, who was a sister of Dr. Arthur
R,i—ti';‘hie, a graduate of McGill and "a friend of the men in power" had
rgceiyed her ownt;/ﬁcket in 1890 witti no difficulty, but she knew that other
women students from Queen's had been refused. Maude Abbott paid her
$20. 00 to the hospital, .where it was promptly accepted and acknowledged,
but her ticket did not arrive. In_ her autobiographical notes, she recalled
that it had still not come in July, 1891 and that she was contemplating
transferring to Philadelphia where women were ‘welcomed, when the
newspapers picked up the question and several prominent Montrealers

threatened to withhold their annual donations to the hospital if “Miss Abbott

was not given the same rights as Miss Ritchie. 65




-

185

Actually the matter was settled .in May. Both the Star and Gazette
gave extensive coverage to@ the quart‘erl_y meeting of the Board of Govern.-“
ors of the Hospital which met on May .13. A very lively, lengthy and
often acrimor;ious debate took place on the question of admitting “;omenv
to the wards. A motion to admit women was finally defeated 15 to 16

and the meeting broke up in disarray. There were references to the

"unjust treatment” Miss Abbott had received, and the "refining influence"

—

-that women students would have on the young men, It was also pointed

out that female nurses were in attendancedon the wards and in the
operating rooms, but logic did not pré\;ail'. 86 Firther publicity followed,
and finally on I\;Iay 18 the Hospital's Committee of Management agreed
that'sM§ss Abbott should receive’ her ticket, explaining that the reason

for this action was

. . . to avoid the slightest reason for thé statement
that Miss Abbott is being unjustly\excluded, - a
precedent having been established by the alimission
of Miss Ritchie and they desire it to be understood
that no other tickets will be issued to lady stug;ants
until the m%;{ter has been definitely settled by the
Governors. '

Later that summer the Committee received a letter from'a Mary Fyfe,

v

élaiming her right to a ticket "as a matter of jt}stice. " The Committee
referred the letter to the Board. 68 Maude Abbott revealg that Miss Fyfe
too ultimatelngot her ticket "through the influence of the late Dr".‘

Kirkpatrick, n69 Obviously who one knew was the really important

£ .

criteria here.

0 <

The debate over medical education for women raised all the

familiar themes of the earlier co-education debate: the desirability but

¥
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overwhelming cost of a separate._college; the dangers of co-eduocation,
uiain}y to the young men; ibe conservatism of the University's‘ hierarchy;
plus Dawson's personal doubts and great influence. 10 1t differed from
the earlier debate in that here'the voices of women’ students, strongly
supported by leaders in the community, of both sexes, were raised in.
their own defence. Unfortunately their»initia.l optimism proved unfounded
and their organization quickly collapsed. It was only 28 years later,
when World War I had broken down so many social Barri—ers'and the -

'University was faced with a shortage of male students, that McGill finally

reversed its decisjon of 1889 and admitted women to the Faculty of

 Yhedicine in 1917, -

] o
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Notes — Chapter V'I

1see below pp. 178-86.

4Annual Calendar of McGill College and University, Session 1885-
86 (Montreal, 1885), p. 117;. Annual Calendar of McGIl College and
University for Session 1888-89 (Montreal, 1888), pp. 187-8.

'1893-94 (Montreal, 1893), p. 230,

SMontreal Gazette, Oct. 13, 1889,

4Annual Report of the Governors, Principal and Fellows of McGill
University, Montreal, for the Year 1898-99 (Montreal, 1899), p. 20,

SAnnual Calendar of McGill College and University for Session

6rRoyal Victoria College McGill Alumnae, " McGill News, I 2
(March, 1920), 24; Annual Report of the Governors, Principal and Fellows
of McGill University, Montreal, for the Year 1885 (Montreal, 1886), p. 6

Wardens' Papers, 1794, 2457; and the private papers of various early i

TFor example the early Annual Reports of the University list the
home addresses of all McGill students. In. the M. U. A, the records of
the M L.E. A, RV C., and the McGill Alumnae Society, 2160, 1322,
1326; the historical and administrative files of R. V.C., 1323; the

women graduates all provide fascinating details on the early Donalda
and R.V.C. students, See Faith Wallis and Robert Michel, "Sources
for the Study of Women in the McGill University Archives," Fact Sheet
18 (Montreal, 1978).

B, Royal Victoria College McGill Alumnae, " 24,

SMcGill Alumnae Society, Alumnae News, II (1911), 4 Twenty
years later, in her Warden's Report, Susan Vaughan, herself an earl
Mc Gill graduate (B.A,, '95; M. A,, '99) described the limited career
opportunities still open to women graduates "The cold fact is that outside
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70A1though Dawson Was very obviously not in favour of admitting
women to the Faculty of Medicine, it is worth noting that his feud with
Murray, which he feared might endanger the endowment of R. V. C., was
still occupying the attention of the Board of Governors during the spring
of 1889, when the question of the medical education of women came up.
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CBAPTER VII ¢
THE OUTCOME: II — ROYAL VICTORIA COLLEGE

Royal Victoria College‘finally opened in September, 1899." In
theory McGill had at last acquired the separate women's collgge which
Dawson and Smith had first dreamt of fifteen years before. The College
had an elaborate building, luxurious residential accommodation, and its
own academic staff. Yet behind this impressive facadé many problems
were still unsolved. The most immediately obvicus was the very limited
amount of residential space available. In addition, the precise role of
the R.V.C. staff and the College's relationship to the University were '

still very unclear. The Arts curriculum continued to offer more, not

fewer. "mixed" classes and the women students themselves seemed to

view the idea of "entirely separate" education with less and less

_enthusiasm. In retrospect it is hard to say whether R.V.C. failed to

live up to its creators' expectations as an "ideal college for women"
because of a lack of an adequate endowment, or whether in the late
nineteenth century it was simply unrealistic to try to graft a separatg
womenl's college onto an expanding and already needy, urban university.
Whatav*er the reasons, and in spite of the best efforts of many of
McGill's administrators, particularly Principal Peterson, it became
increasingly obvious during the late 1890's and the early years of the
twentieth century that Smith's and Dawson's original goal of a system

of "entirely separate" education for women was not going to work at

McGiil.
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It is somewhat ironic that it was Sir William Peterson who
inherited the ti?e-consummg and exasperating task of negotiating the

final terms of the Smith endowment, since he was Smith's personal

choice as Dawson's successor. Smith had succeeded James Ferrier as

Chancellor of McGill in 1889 and thus played a dominant role in select-
ing the new principal., Not surprisingly, considering Smith's loyalty to
the "Old Country" and particularly Scotland, he found his candidate
there.

Unlike, Dawson, Peterson had impeccable academic credentials.
Trained in classics at Edinburgh, Oxford and Gbttingen, he had been

named Principal of University College at Dundee in 1882, It is not

.clear why hé moved to McGill for he remained devoted to Britain and

returned there every summer, a fact many Canadians came to resent,.
His wife spent very little time in Montreal and their two sons were both
sent "home" to be educate;l. Although Peterson expressed hopes of
drawing t.‘;he university and business communities closer together, he
was generally considered aloof and was never very popular in Montreal,

At the same time he was a dedicated and energetic administrator who

4
I

w?rxed tirelessly to improve the University and at the same time con-
tinued to teach. and to publish extensively in his field. He was an
extremely successful fund raiser for McGill, acquiring the endowments
which financed new buildings for engineering, medicine, -chemistry and
physics as well as the Macdonald College c.ampus and Royal Victoria
College, 1 On his arrival he was particularly concerned over the low

salaries McGill paid its staff and the generally sorry state of the Faculty
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of Arts, where his objective was to create new chairs in zoology,
philosophy, economics, political science, education, geography, art,
music, and modern literature at an estimated cost of $500, 000, 2
Fortunately Peterson seems to have established an excellent
personal relationship with Smith. This became particularly crucial since
in 1896, the year after Peterson was appointed, Smith was named the
Canadian High Commissioxier in L.ondon, a position he held until his
death- in 1914. Since he also remained Chancellor of McGill, and
expected to be consulted about all aspects of the University's operations,
Peterson became the vital link between the Board and the Chancellor.
In addition to visitiné him each summer in Britain, P.eterson wrote him
long, personal letters about the most‘minute details of the University at
least once a month. 3 Smith's replies are nearly always brief and vague,'
as well as nea'r‘ly illegible. One of Smith's biégraphers referred to his
"exasperating dilatoriness and apparent incapacity to.make up the
mind . .."% and his correspondence with Peterson certainly seems to

Rymake fréquent trips to Canada, but

warrant this judgement, SAt
these were usually brief and pacxe; with formal engagements in connec-
tion with his many business interests and his" position as High Commis-
sioner. McGill often seemed éo get only cursory attention, In view of
all this it is to Peterson's credit that he managed to push Smith to make
as many decisions as he did, but the new women's college inevitably

suffered from the very ad hoc way in which it evolved.
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Peterson's personal views on the education of women and the
co-education questions are not clear. Writing to Smith about a request’
to integrate some of the University's student societies, he impiied that
he found the existing restrictions unfair:

I think I told you that my best Honours student in
Classics, being a woman, is at present excluded’

from membership in the Classical Club of the
University. . . .5

Generally, Peterson seems to have accepted McGill's commitment to

the idea of separate education for women as a fait accompli not open

to further debate. The fullest explanation of his own view on co-
education appeared in an early letter to Smith:

I recognize that it is only in connection with the
Royal Victoria that one can hope for anything at
present in the way of the extension of the Faculty of
Arts. 1 do not need to assure you again that the
various indications you have given me of your prefer-
ence for separate education will be cordially accepted
and acted upon, so far as the funds available may
make separate education possible. It is only their
poverty that has driven most universities on this
side into co~education. ,At the same time I cannot
conceal from myself that separate education, when
you get down to the bottom of the subject, means
practically a duplicate staff.

The demand for separate education of women forces
us either to duplicate that amount [the work expected
of a professor]—with the inevitable consequence that
our Chairs become no longer desirable or attractive—
or else to duplicate the Professors, which needs
money. Where funds are so plentiful that the latter
alternative can be adopted, the question of separate
education ceases to present difficulties, 6

Peterson seems to have dedicated himself to trying to provide the best
possible education for both sexes, within the very severe limitations

imposed by a lack of funds, He frequently pointed out to Smith that the
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terms _of the original Donalda endowment wwould have to be cha,nged7»
and he was strongly opposed to any system which dependgd heavily on
t_he professors having to repeat their lectures for the women students. |
Above all, he was determined to upgrade the Faculty of Arts,

In what appears to be a ‘private memo, dated April 17, 1897,
Peterson reviewed many of the problems he had identified in the Faculty
of Arts and pointed out how some of the changes he hoped to make in
the curriculum would affect the wormen students. First, women should
be permitted to take the B.Sc. degree. Women partial students should

be able to continue to the third and fourth years at the Honburs level.

While the original Donalda Deed required ''classes for women entirely 4

' separate from the classes for men, " Peterson felt the definition of a

"class" was unclear, Was a series of "lantern lectures"” or a laboratory
actually a "class?" Again the Deed required that "the Classes shall be
erected into a separate College ., . with a separate building," but
practical work was growing in importance and the women students
aiready hftd to "go out" for physics, c!‘1emistry and biology, and it
would be immggible to duplicate all the laboratory equipment in the

new College. The paying of professors $100 per course to repeat their

lectures had offered a ''temporary but bad” way of making "some

incomes respectable," but generally having the same professor repeat

‘his lectures resulted in "stale" and "dead" teaching.8 Another undated

memo reiterated most of these same points, concluding that unless

R. V.C. students were limited to five subjects, "and keep to these,

separate education [is] quite impossible. nd T
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The following autumn, near the end-of a five-page letter to Smith,

)

who had by then received the title of Baron Strathcona and Mount Royal,

Peterson sounded somewhat desperate:

The question of the curriculum to be givesdl in the Col-

lege comes up at almost every meeting of the Faculty

of Arts, where we are busily and continuously occupied
' in drafting the new curriculum.

He wen;; on to express the hope that some new departments could be
startecij at once, Italian being one, "fm eminéntly suitable subject for
the Royal Viétori;., ~much more appropriate’ than Mechanics, for example,
which women students are compelled to take at present." Strathcona

had evidently made some suggestion about limiting the women's curriculum,

since Peterson continued:

I have thought carefully over your suggestion that we :
should restrict the women students to certain options,
and thus avoid the expense and difficulty of duplicating B
every branch of the (present and future) work of the
University -in Arts. This would necessitate another
modification of the Donalda Deed of endowment, —my
- copy of which I left with you, —which’ stipulate,s that
there shall be identical education for both sexes. 1

Peterson continued to press Strathcona to approve the niw\(ur-
riculum throughout the winter of 1898, Another long and detailed Metter

reiterated the changes its adoption would involve, particularly a large

involved. For example, an increase in the optiods available in modern
languages for women could in time "prove fatal to Greek." The new
departments might present other problems if they were all made avail-

able to the women students. What should be done if a woman opted to
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“take Hebrew, in a mixed class? Peterson suggested "some gentle

compulsion could be exercised to make her choose another subject. "
He concluded by asking for Strathcona's immediate approval of the -
announcement of the new curriculum, along with advertisements that
it would be available to women at R.V.C. the following September. 11
Strathcona sent his usual, brief and non-committal reply, thanking
Peterson for the information, complaining about his health, anii promising
to "give your letter my earnest attention and aéain communicate with
you." 12 peterson wrote again on March 15 pointing out the announce-
ments had to' go to the printer immediately to be ready in time and
concluded: - ’
» I have been going into the financial requirements of
Q the new'curriculum in the Faculty &f Arts and the R.V.C.,
in some detail and am inclined to despond when I realise
(alongside of the existing deficit in the funds of the
University) the large amount of money still required to
carry out the work with efficiency. After you have
. communicated with the” Board of Governors as to your
plans for the administration of the R.V.C., and the
amount of the endowment which you propose to provide,
I shall be in a position to state with some accuracy
what will still be needed to complete the new cur-
riculum, . . .13
Strathcona, who had now been dangling the carrot of one million dollars
before the University for a full decade, had still not formally committed
himself to the size of his proposed gift. .
Although Strathcona's reply has not survived, he evidently asxed
Peterson for an exact estimate of what the new college and the new
curriculum. might cost. . Peterson, having despaired of seeing the college

open that autumn,’ replied in July that an interim donation of $4, 000
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" would provide the salaries needed to cover the new curriculum. !4 Two

days later he sent an eight-page letter giving exact estimates “of what ' ;
the general administration, maintenance, and academic ;alaries of
R.V.C. would cost, concluding that $42, 800 would be a bare minimum,
that further improvements were noéded to thé curriculum, and the
expense of opening any new departments to women was still a problem:

It would be possible to limit students of the Victoria
College, to, say six out of the thirty or more subjects
which the University ought to be in a position to offer
in the last two years. This would decrease the expense,
but I cannot undertake to say how far it would be accept-
. able either to the women-students or the University. I
e may remark that Sir William Dawson, . who has so
strenuously advocated the cause of separate education,
saw the practical difficulties the .University would have
to face in coming under any contract to provide such
education, in_all time coming, in every subject of the
curriculum, 19 : | :

, Strathcona quickly agreed to the interim ‘plam of donating $4, 000 for the
1898-99 session, and the following December finally committed himself

to the balance of the long-promoised one million dollar endowment, Until
such time.as the new Callege was incorporated he began the practice

of making an annual lump sum payment, calculated as the interest on

the outstanding balance of the proposed ‘endowment. 18 This amount

* remained uhchanged until the Charter was finally settled. Although

Peterson's estimate had been very frugal, the Gazette commented on

Strathcona's "princely endowment," which the paper claimed would place

“n

the education of women at McGill ='upon a plane unassailable," at lezast

in respect to "pecuniary difficulties. "17
At the sage time that he was trying to nudge Strathcona toward

a firm financial commitment to the new women's caollege, Peterson was
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also having great difficulty establishing exactly when the College building

would be completed. Strathcona's secretive habits proved a real obstacle
hers: No gﬁé at McGill was consulted about the design or plans of the
building. 18 gtrathcona purchased the land and commissioned the building!
using the same architect who designed the C.P.R.'s Chateau Frontenac
Hotel, and appointed the C.P.R.'s chief engineer, P.A. Peterson, to
oversee the project, The building was started in the spring of 1896,

and it was originally announced that it would be completed by July 189l'119

20 4
lengthy and unexplained delay followed and Peterson was forced to
abandon his hope of seeing the College opening cqincide with the intro-
duction of the restructured Arts curriculum in September, 1898, In
fact the building was still far from ready when it finally did open in
September, 1899 and many of the basic furnishings had to be borfdv/ired
from the C.P.R.21 .,

Meanwhile, Peterson's frequent letters to Strathcona contain

, several offers to attempt to expedite the completion of the building,-

some of which reveal just how little the ‘University actually knew of
Strathcona's plans, In October, 1896 Principal PEterson, having met -
with P. A, Peterson to go over the plans, co@mentw to Strathcona thét
they showed a room called the "Faculty Room," and inquired if this . |
meant that he foresaw the College staff holding meetings‘separate from
the Faculty of Arts. Strathcona replied he knew nothing about it, and
the room was retitled a Common Roorr{. 22 Over a year later, Peterson

suggested that it would be useful to visit some of the American women's
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colleges for ideas for the R.V.C. building:

Have you settled on the furnishings yet? If not, a

good many hints might perhaps be got from Colleges

such as these. Mr. "Peteggon was speaking to me

about this the othep day. 7
Two months later the Principal offered his wife's assistance to P.A,
Peterson, noting that she had recently visited and been impressed by
Vassar College.24 Strathcona does not appear to have sought or
acceptéd any outside advice, and continued to believe that the building

would provide residential accommodation for 100 students, when actually

it‘ had only 37 bedrooms, 5 of which were to be 6ccupied by the staff.

TAs’ Hilda Oaxeley, the first Warden of R.V.C., commented with con-

siderable tact: "Unfoxr-tunately persons of experience in women's resi-
dences 'did not seem to have been called in for consultation, "2°

Thus, in spite of its lavish furnishings, 26 the College building
quickly proved inadequate, and by 1903 the lack of bedrooms was

urgent.27 The immediate solution was to eliminate some of the sitting

rooms in order to provide extra bedrooms.z8 In 1909 additional property

was purchased and an annex was added,29 but the lack of adequate resi-
dence space was a continuing problem as more and more women entered
University and McGill began to require all out-of-town women students
to live in residence. A West Wing was added in 1931, an East Wing

in 1949, and the Roscoe Wing in 1963. Finally, when the demand for
residential space dwindled, the original R.V.C. building was turned over

to the Faculty of Music, 30
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Strathcona's general 'vagueness about the endowment and the
building led to doubts that the College would ever open, so many different
dates had been promised. After the abortive proposal for a federally
charte::ed College in 1888, 31 Smith again referred to the College the
following year, at his inauguration as Chancellor, when he said, "before
the lady undergraduates who join this year a;'e reads; to leave the college
they will have a habitat of their own."S2 This would have meant the
College would be ready by 1892. Dawson also hinted that an early date
was possible in his Annual University Lecture in 1888 and again in
1893. 3% Then nothing further was heard about the project until the
building was begun in 1896. For the next two and a half years Peterson
was constantly trying to pin down Strathcona as to when exactly he
planned to open the College.

By the fall of 1897, Peterson's plans for the restructured Arts
curriculum were well advanced, and he was actively pushing Strathcona
for a 1898 opening. An undatéd memo in the Principal's hand, written
sometime that winter, listed the reasons for an early decision: the
uncertainty was delaying progress in the re-organization of the Faculty
of Arts; appointments, including the Lady Principal, had to be made;
other poten:ial donors to the Faculty of Arts negded to know "the con-
ditions under which the holders of such Chairs will be required to work—
for "McGill and the R,V.C. conjointly." Peterson went on to note:

. it is expedient in the interests of both institutions
to remove the general impression that difficulties have

emerged which are delaying action in regard to the
R.V.C.34

S it 5 1St




P - R e ]

204

*

Pointing out that the number of women students had declined from 128

to 117 that year, in November Peterson urged that "full announcements

of next sessions arrangements" should be prepared quite soon.35 Strath~
cona, characteristically, did not respond. In February, 1898, Peterson
tried again:
Meanwhile, I shall be glad if you will authorize me

to include in the forthcoming announcement of the

Faculty of Arts a statement to the effect that in ac-

cordance with the arrangements which are here indicated

the Special Course for Women will be conducted next

session in the R.V.C, on the lines of the new curriculum.
In the same letter he urged that "a scheme of advertisements of the
opening of the College" should be begun "so that people from a distance
may be able to maxe their arrangements in good time for September
next, "36 Again recei;ring no reply, Peterson finally wrote eariy in April
suggesting that the usual announcement of the Special Course be maintained
with a footnote: "Subject to re-arrangement on the opening of the Royal
Victoria College."37 Strathcona evidently approved this suggestion, but
by mid-April Peterson seemed very doubtful that the College could be
made readyM in four months time38 and by July he had given up and
settled for the interim donation of $4, 000 to pay the new academic staff
for the next session only.39

Thus the opening was delayed yet again, September, 1899 now

being the new target date, but even it was met with difficulty and
Peterson was still pushing‘ Strathcona almost a year later. Writing on

May 11, 1899, he listed the familiar litany: the difficulty of publicizing

the College; the need for a decision concerning the fees for the residence;
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and a definite commitment that the College would in fact open. Quite
{ correctly, Petergon predicted that the number of students applying for
residence would be "few in number. "40
By thi% time the two major problems outstanding were the appoint-
ment of staff and the formal incorporation of the College. The first was’
solved much more simply and quickly than the second. Peterson had
been urging Strathcona to start a search for the Lady 13rincipal for well
over a year, but to no ::Walll.41 Early in 1898 he described the need
for the selection of "resident Lecturers and Tutors," as well as the
Lady Principal as the 'next necessity of the situation, " although he later
retreated to suggest that it might be wiser to appoint "only a domestic
head" to allow further time to find the right person "for so important
a\po'sitions "42 1 April he was again urging the appointment "of at
least some Resident Lecturers."
The whole institution will take its tone from those who'
may go into residence there, and this is a matter that
ought not, in my judgement, be unduly delayed, —
especially if advertisement should be necessary.
“By July, 1898, when he had despaired of getting the College open that
fall, -he suggested his interim plan. Strathcona's $4, 000 donation would
be used to hire ’additional teachers in English, mathematics, classics,
modern languages and physics, and Peterson felt he could secure this
help "on the spot. 44 once again, a temporary ad hoc solution was
accepted.
“The xey appointment was obviously that of the Lady Principal and

Strathcona and McGill seem to have been extremely lucky in this regard.
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Although the position was only advertised in July, 1899, 49 two months
before the College was to open, Hilda Diana Oakeley, who was hired,
seems to have been an extremely competent and intelligent young woman,
Lixe Peterson, she was Strathcona's peri;onal choice for the position.
A graduate of Somerville College, Oxford, she also reflected his faith
in the British system of education. Miss Oakeley and Strathcona estab-
lished a good relafionship and he often wrote to her. Like “ﬁeterson,
she retu‘rned to England each summer, and usually visited the Strathcona
family,
Writing to her a few days before her departure for Canada,
Strathcona outlined his hopes for the College:
. not alone in teaching its pupils to become clever

"or even learned women, but also in instilling into

their minds those principles and sentiments without

which they cannot be true gentlewomen. 46
As she herself wrote later:

His great hope was that it [R.V,C.] would help

Canadian girls to realise the ideal of womanhood,

and he believed that there were colleges in England
which might serve as a pattern to follow, 417

Miss Oakeley herself also believed that the English model, which combined
a women's college with membership in a larger university, was preferable
to the American women's college. At the same time she was hesitant to
put forward her own, or Strathcona's view, too strongly. She recognized
that there would probably be some resentment at a young Englishwoman

being’ appointed instead of a Canadian, and also that some of the Donalda

students might be fearful that the new College would deprive them of

their close connection with the University. She also quickly learned that
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there had been considerable debate over co-education and the role of
the“College and she therefore proceeded somewhat cautiously. 48 .

! She faced a formidable task, She arrived on September 17, four
days after the College opened, to find it sparsely furnished and with
only three students in residence. 49 Three equally young Canadians were
appointed as tutors, to be joined shortly by further appointments in
physical education, music and French. The rest of the staff consisted
of Miss' Gairdner as Secretary, a House;ceeper and 11 servants. 90

Not everyone at McGill welcomed her. She found Lady Dawson
"aloof" and Dean Johnson of the Faculty of Arts openly hostile, 91 Al-
though she always taughf in the College, he refused to allow her to
teach "mixed" classes at McGill and she was only formally admitted to
the Faculty in 1904,k after several requests to Peterson, 92 Even so, she
made her presence felt in the University and established the tradition
that the R.V,C,, Warden (Miss Oakeley I:equested this title rather thgan
that of Lady Principal), was far more than just a housemother. Early
in December, 1899 she delivered her first public address to the Delta
Sigma Society and later that winter gave the Annual University Lecture,%3

Meanwhile, to the frustration of Miss Oaxeley and her successor,
the question of the administrative structure of the College remained
unresolved, pending the settlement of the problem of the Charter, 94
Miss Oaxeley resigned in 1905, °° and in 1907 was replaced by Ethel
Hurlbatt, another Somerville graduate, again chosen by Strathcona. 56}
Although Susan Cémeron, later Susan Vgughan, a McGill graduate and

one of the original R.V,C, tutors, served as Acting Warden during the 18
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months the position was vacant, and also filled the position several times
during Miss Hurlbatt's various illnesses, the tradition of looking to
Britain for candidates for this job died hard. In 1929, on-Miss Hurlbatt's
retirement, theUPrincipal, Sir Arthur Currie, again stated that "if
pos’sible the Wardenship of the College should be filled by a woman

from the Old Country." 57 MEGill continued to suffer from this "colonial”
mentality well into the twentieth century. Strathcona's'g‘eiermination

that "his" College receive a Royal, not a Canadian, Charter was another
manifestation of this same attitude,

Once the College opened in 1899, the last major problem was
the question of its incorporation., Since this document would define the
University's commitment to maintaining separate education for women it
was a crucial iésue, and one which would take another twenty odd years
to solve. As noted above Principal Peterson had already made several
attempts to persuade Strathcona to agree to some changes in the 1886
Deed of Donation, 58 He made another concerted effort during the spring
and summér of 1899, still hoping to see Strathcona committed to a
formal Charter before the College opened.

Strathcona was as usual evasive and often unresponsive, but
gradually his wisheg became clear. He would not turn over the long-
awaited endowment until the College w:as incorporated. He insisted that
the concept of "entirely separate education” be entrenched in the Charter

»
and he had also decided that he wanted the College to have a Royal, not

a Canadian, Charter.
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All three of these requirements presented grave difficulties
to the University. The McGill administration was understandably
uneasy about taking on the financial responsibility of operating a new,
and extravagant, institution with only very informal arrangements for
its long-term funding. Everyone was aware that Strathcona was getting
on in years and might easily die with the matter unresolved. The
restructuring of the Arts curriculum had made it clear that a strong
obligation to "entirely separate" education would be an increasing
problem in the future and the insistance on a Royal Charter could
easily cause political problems at both the federal and provincial levels.
Peterson, the Board, and Strathcona's executors spent the next twenty
years thrashing out these questions.

In January, 1899 Peterson had a draft Charter drawn up and sent
to Strathcona and there »ns considerable correspondence about it back
and forth throughout the winter and spring.59 By July, a revised
version, which a member of the McGill Board described as "reasonably
elastic, " had been agreed to. 60 Peterson, who as always saw Strathcona
in England that summer, apparently thought it was also acceptable to
him, and it was approved by the McGill Board in September 189'9.61
Then Strathcona evidently changed his mind and in December Peterson
had to tell the Board that the Charter 'could not be issued for some
time, "62

Undeterred, Peterson tried again the following autumn, when

Strathcona was finally in Canada for the formal opening of the new
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College. Minimizing the question of the endowment, Peterson pointed
out the problems the lack of a Charter were creatin% at the administra-
tive level::

The issue of the Charter is really of more importance
to us, as questions are so often asked as to the relation :
of the R.V.C. to the University which can only be ans- ‘
wered from that document. Would you have any objection

to signing the enclosed draft, which the note at the end

will show you is the 8§e which I compared with you in

London last summer.

Apparently this effort failed, for almost a year later, Peterson was
again stressing the administrative problem:

Apart altogether from the issue of the Charter, I am g
very strongly of opinion that we ought not further to
delay the publication of the Constitution of the Victoria
College. I am constantly being asked when it is to be
put in operation, and when the Provisional Committee,

y (of which the Warden is not a member), will be relieved

( of its functions, we can do this next week, you may
still take your own time to complete arrangements for
the issue of the Charter as well as for the conveyance
of the Coléige, with its endowment, to the Board of
Trustees.

[
.l e W A

This not very veiled hint achie;'ed nothing, and Peterson continued to
press Strathcona about the Charter for the next decade. Finally, in
1912, Walter Vaughan, the Secretary to the Board, raised the potential
danger to the University should Strathcona, then 92, die without turning
over the College property, much less the endowment, to the University.
Rai\sing the spectre of the possibility of the University having to pay
succession dutees, Vaughan went on to discuss the larger problem of
the Charter:

I never could see how Lord Strathcona could obtain a
Royal Charter for the College, because the granting of



R il P e

. 211

all charters to educational institutions in the Province

of Quebec was committed to the exclusive jurisdiction

of the provincial authorities by the terms of the B.N. A,

Act. . .. ‘
Vaughan suggested that a provincial Charter, or simply a document
stipulating "the conditions in a deed of donation" would be preferable. 65
Vaughan's plan succeeded to a limited extent and the College property
and building were deeded to the University in October, 1912.66 Strathcona
died - on January 21, 1914 leaving the remaining problems of the endow-
ment and the Charter unsettled.

In his will Strathc;)na empowered his trustees to carry out his
original plan: to obtain a charter, and then, and only then, to turn over
the balance of the one million dollar bequest. In the meantime the income
on the endowment was to be paid annually as in the pa.st.ﬁr7 Dealing with
Strathcona's trustees and lawyers 'proved even more time-consumiﬁg than
dealing with Strathcona. Peterson consulted them in England during the
summer of 1916 and reported back to the McGill Board that they were
proceeding with the plan to obtain a Royal Charter., The Board noted
the problems involved, "on the grounds of constitutionality and expediency"
but agreed to cooperate. 68 Shortly after this it becameaclear that the
trustees were using the clauses in the original Deed of 1886, rather than .
the later draft Charter, for their definition of "separate education" and
that this was going to present an almost insurmountable obstacle, Waltex_'
Vaughan was then sent to England to negotiate a compromise, which he

did in the winter of 1917.%9 The following autumn a new blow fell when

the British Privy Council announced that it would be "inexpedient" to
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grant the College a Royal Charter. 0 The Board once again proposed

a provincial Charter but the trustees persisted' and decided to renew

‘the application. 1

Meanwhile, Sir William Peterson, who had laboured so‘long to
see the College's future secure, died in 1919. The Board continued the
struggle, and got the agreement of the federal and provincial governments

72

that neither would object to R.V.C, receiving a Royal Charter, This

. toox yet another year to achieve., Finally another draft Charter,

_incorporating the compromise worked out with Vaugﬁan in 1917, was_

submitted to the Board, who quickly agreed although they objected to
some statements in the accompanying documents, particularly one which
stated that if the Charter was again refused "the endowment might fail."73

The trustees agreed to remove the offensive statements and proceeded

. ..
with the new application and the Royal Charter was finally granted on

April 25, 1921. Although it incorporated both the 1886 Deed and the
terms of the wﬁl, and thus included their definitions ofj separate education,
it went on to stipulate that these objectives were to be sought "so far as
the revenues of the said endowments will permit. . . ."74 This phrase
guaranteed that the University would not be obliged to\maintain separate
classes, should the endowme;xt prove insufficient, which it very quickly
did.

The Charter also, at last, set up an administrative struc.ture\for
the College, and the R.V.C, eBoard held its first meeting in August,
1922 to deal with the transfer of the money, land and building to the .

College.75 This Board, which was composed entirely of members of

t
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the McGill Board, met infrequently. Finally, in 1936, it passed a
revision of the College stﬁtutes, meshing the functions of the two Boards
and puttin: R.V.C. under the control of the Senate of the University. ©
Thus the College, which had been run on an ad hoc basis pending its
formal incorporation for over twenty years, never really acquired the

autonomous status of an affiliated institution which Strathcona had

~ originally envisaged.

The qu;stion of "separate education" continued to crop up spas-
modically. Ethel Hurlbatt, the second Warden, who was closely involved
in the pi'olonged negotiations for the Charter, continued to promote the
retention of separate classes. In 1916, she pointed out to Dean Moyse
that a proposed introduction of mixed history and English classes in

first and second year would mean it would no lhonger be possible for

[t
-an R,V.C. student to complete her first two years entirely in separate

classes. Making science compulsory in second year would haye the same
effect.'”‘ Later, in 1924, she pointed out to the Acvting Dean of the
Faculty that although separate classes had fallen into disuse during the
war "for obvious reasons of economy," she felt the Faculty "would
f;)rfeit an exceptional opportunity if they failed to maintain to the utmost
the teaching aspect of the College."i78 By. 1940, Maude Grant, then Q
Warden, pointed out: ‘

There has sincé been progressive reduction of classes

in the R.V.C, till now only a very small amount of

teaching is done there, none for the 3rd and 4th year ,—

students, very little for the 2nd year, this year less
than ever before for the 1st year.

2




As she concluded, there had been a "breakdown in the practical working
out of our Founder's intention. ..."79

R. V.C. was basically always a residential, not a teaching,
institution and as such was e:itremely luxurious by today's standards.
As the Montreal Star commented when it opened, the atmosphere was
designed not to be "that of a boarding house, but of a cultivated and
an affluent home. "80 Each stude‘nt had a private bedroom and the use
o'f a sitting room which was shared by 2 or 3 students. A student
could pay an additional $150 a year and have the private use of a sitting
room too. The rooms were fully furnished and were cared for by the
large staff of maids, who did all the cleaning and laundry, wgqke the
students (and closed their windows) each morning, answered the telephones,
and served afternoon tea and milk and biscuits each ev:aning. A student
could have her meals served in her room for a charge of 25 cents.
These rather lavish services were only abolished in 1941 due to the
staff shortages created by World War 11.81

On her first voyage to Canada in September 1899, Hilda Oaxeley
had heard R.V.C. described as a "white elephant, "82 and over time this
judgement seems to have been fairly accurate. Having agreed to a
commitment‘to separate education in 1884 with no consideration of the
future financial implications, McGill never really debated the question
again. Principal Peterson, who was not willing to sacrifice the quality
of the women's course to the philosophy of separate education, tried ,
to‘ force both the McGill Board and Strathcona to recognize that a commit-

ment to entirely separate education of a standard equal to that of the men
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meant paying for a complete .duplicate staff. With the R.V.C. building
already rising, the Board was not prepared to risk provoking Strathcona
and facing the possible loss of his endowment. Instead, they maintained
a coinmitment an papei‘ to the philosophy of separate education while at
the same time sanctioning a shift to more and more mrixed-classes.

This process was simply accelerated gver—the-next half century, so

that, by the end of Woi-ld War II, Royal Victoria College had become simply

a very comfortable women's residence attached to a large co-educational

university. , ¢ "

A
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CONCLUSION

After almost twenty years of sporadic, although often very
heated debate, McGill Univeréity finally acquired Principal Dawson's
dream of a separate college for women with the opening of the Réyal ‘
Victoria College in 1899, At central Canada's two other major English-
speaking universities, Queen's and Toronto, the outcome was somewhat
different. At Queen's the lively discussion over the introduction of co-
education in the medical school was not repeated in the case of the
Faculty of Arts. Separate classes for women were firstus offered in
1870, with the professors organizing their own classes and fixing their
own fees, along the model later adopted at Harvard. 1 By 1876, with
very little debate, women were admitted to most regular classes "under
suitable superintendence. n2 Although there was some discussion of both
founding a new women's college or affiliating with an existing one little
came of it, 'Principal Grant, who was always more preoccupied with
the precarious financial position of the University and the threat of
its absorption by the provincial university at Toronto, never supporéed
either idea. Finally in 1880, the first woman student was formally
registered in Arts at Queen's and the 'first two women graduated in
1882. 3 |

At Toronto, the admission of women to University College was
much more dramatic, largely due to the violent opposition of the

President, Sir Daniel Wilson, to the concept of co-education. 4 Wilson

was very envious of Sir William Dawson, both for his freedom from
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government intervention and for his acquisition of the Donald Smith
bequests for‘separate education., After a very public dispute with
George W, Ross, the Ontario Minister of Education, Wilson was finally
ordered to admit women to Unmiversity College in the fall of 1884, so
here too co-education became the model, 5 There was a second, much
less public, debate over co-education at the Univérsity of Toronto in
1909, when the Senate approved the implementation of a report recom-
mending the founding of a separate women's college, drawing students
from all the affiliated colleges of the University. The report was
soundly rejected by a coalition of the various women's alumnae organ-
izations, and the idea was quietly dropped. 6 Since the University of
Toronto was always dependent on public funds for its survival, the
provincial government played an important role in all the University's
politics, making them far more complex than at McGill, which, while
often desperately short of funds, did not have to cope with government
interference. Certainly Wilson's clash with Ross over the admission

of women was only part of a much longer and larger battle for autonomy
and control of University College. The full story of the admission of
women to the other affiliated Arts colleges at Toronto (Tr}gity, Victoria,

KB
and St. Michael's) as well as to the various professional faculties

(medicine, engineering and law) remains to be told.
There are some obvious pitfalls in pursuing this type of qresea.rch.

Although the question of admitting women to higher education aroused

heated debate at nearly every institution at one time or ancther, it

was rarely a major concern of theluniversity authorities invalved,
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Although Dawson obviously felt very strongly about the question, as

did Wilson at Toronto, both men spent much more time worrying about
other aspects of the administration of their institutions, particularly
their financial insecurity, The same was true of Principal Grant at
Queen's. Therefore, in pursuing the question of the admission of women
in university records, private papers, student journals and the public
.press, there are long peri;ds of time during which the question of

" women" simply does not come up. This makes it difficult to recon-
structh a logical account of ho;v women did gain access to universities,__

and to some extent what finally emerges is an artificial story, since

"there are long gaps in time while other, more vital, issues attracted

the attention of everyone involved, The very minimal role which womeén
themselves played in demanding access to high;er education in Canada
certainly offers part of the explanation for the very fragmented nature
of the debate. |

In view of this lack of pressure from women it is almost sur-
prising that they did gain access to universities in Canada, at much
the same time as they did in Brita®h and the United Stateé. It is al so
somewhat ironic, in the case of McGill, that after all the furore over
co-education, the final outcome there was very similar to that at many
other Canadian, American and British colleges, where women were
gradually integrated into the mainstream of existing universities, and
what were originally conceived of as "separate" colleges, became in

fact women's residences. This process was accelerated, particularly

in the United States, in the late 1960's and early 1970's when many
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single—séxﬁinstitutions chose to become co-educational, 1
A century after the questior; 'was first debated at McGill, co-

education is rarely discussed and certainly not for thé reasons which
originally—causea educational leaders such concern in the late’ nineteenth
century, The question of women's physical and intellectual capa;.)ilities
was a dead.issue by the end of‘ World War I, if not before. Women
very quickly proved themselves capable of the very highest level of
aca.demi: achievement and once E:ha.nges in fasﬁion freed women from
restrictive clothing and the benefits of physical fitness for both sexes
was acknowledged, Dr. Clarke's image of fragile, nervous women,
{hcapable of withstanding the rigours of either academic or athletic’
competition fir}ally vanished, although the stigma of the unattractive,
defeminized blue-stocking lingers on. The religious arguments against
women's education also disappeared in time, largely because of the
increasing secularization of modern society. 8 Similarly, today almost
no one would openly argue the danger of Anaglo-Saxon "race suicide"
or preach eugenics, although occasionally concern is still expressed that
highly educated women are less likely to marry, or if they do marry
they do so later in life and have few, if any, children, The concept of
women's "proper’ sphere" proved much more difficult to dislodge, and
was at the‘ hear’c~ of all the on-going discussions of women's curricuum,
gesidences, and their role within the larger university.

| In retrospect, the most interesting aspect of the debate over

women's right to higher education is that neither the direst nor the most

optimistic predictions about the effects of admitting women to university

.
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have come true, Their admission changed almost nothing about the
('- /so'cial fabric of Canada or women's traditional role Within Canadian
society. Just as women's acquisition of the right to vote failed to ]
launch a significant social revolution, so their admission to higher
education had almost no effect on their basic role in what is still a
predominantly patriarchal society.

Educated women continued to view marriage or a career as a
necessary choice until well into the 1960's and only recently are
women committing themselves to combining both roles, But even now.
women are still ‘heavily over-represented in the "nuturing" or service
professions to which they originally gained access in the nineteenth
' century: teaching, nursing, social work, domestic science and library
W] . ;
: work, all to some degree extensions of their traditional domestic l )

sphere.? One women's historian has pointed out that in the United .States
~ at least:
The entry of women into the teaching professions
established a pattern that has, become familiar, When-
ever new jobs emerge which require some of the !
qualities associated with homemaker and mother, and
where men are not available to fill these positions,
women are employed, and the job becomes low-status,
low-paying and only for women. So it was in the
nineteenth century and so it is today. 10
This problem of professional sex-segregation was true of the -

academic world, as in other professions. After early successes in the

1880's, there was a steady decline in the percentage of women faculty

members m the United States. 11 Equally ominous was their segregation

( into certain disciplines. The first women graduates of M.I. T. and other
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prestigious institutions often ended up working in areas such as domestic
\ ™~
sgience, food chemistry or sanitary science, all fields with limited

12 While a few women did achieve

research potential a}nd low status.
a somewhat limited measure of professioﬁal success, they usually did
so only by abandoning an earlier commitment to trying to further the
acceptance qf other members of their sex in their new professions. In
return they often won only .grudging and often second-class status in
their new professions. B Thus if, as many historians now believe, the
suffragists sacrificed the overall interests of their sex in order to
protect the status of their class, 14 g0 many early women graduates
lost touch with their fellow graduates in order to devote themselves to
acceptance within their new professions. Throughout the nineteenth
‘century, and well into the twentieth, social class was a far more
impénant factor than gender in influencing the behaviour of educated
women, in every sphere,

The aim of this study was to examine the debate over the ad-
mission of women to McGill, and particularly the prolonged debate over

co-education, in order to see if it provided a typical case study which

. followed a continental model, and also to examine what insight this

debate could cast on the role of women in late nineteenth century Canadian
society. Although the debate at McGill is often referred to in the existing
literature, mainly because it was so long and so public, it was not
typical of other Canadian universities. In most other cases women gained
access to Arts, and later to professional faculties like medicing, with

almost none of the prolonged fuss which took place at McGill. Both the

<
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Dawson-Murray fight, and the abortive attempt to gain access for ‘women
to the Faculty of Medicine are am;malies, however colourful. The key
factor was the dominant role played by Dawson and fis personal influence
in committing the University to at least a facade of "separate" education
for women was crucial. Dawson did not have to cope with any government
interference, as did his friend Wilson at Toronto, nor, since McGill was
always a secular institution, was he accountable fo any religious authori-
ties. Also, after over thirty years as Principal, he had immense
prestige within both the University and the small and very insulated
English-speaking community of Montreal. Murray was a formidable
opponent, but although popular with his students he lacked this same
following. His views are appealingly modern to today's readers, but he
was definitely in advance of his time and did not reflect the opinions of
most of the men and women of his day. English-speaking Montreal was
probably slightly more conservative than Toronto in its view of the .
"proper" role for upper class women, but it is doubtful if Murray

would have been fully accepted in Toronto either. Ironically, Kingston,
although 2 much smaller community, was apparently more tolerant in

its acceptanpe of women within the University. It was also much more

dependent economically on the survival of Queen's. In retrospect, Murray

. might well have been wise to have remained there,

McGill was typical of other Canadian universities in that there
were very few committed women, battling for entry to the universities,
and there was. practically no organized gr;)up pressure exerted by women,

The Association for the Promotion of Professional Education of Woman
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y l

was unusual in this respect. It was also short-lived and a total failure,

.

Generally, throughout Canada, upper middle class women seemed pre-
pared to accept the decisions made by their male social equals very
docilely. The ,women who entered Arts, at McGill and elsewhere, were

nearly all extremely conservative and class conscious in their views,

[ VPSR G S

The' few who endeavoured to gain entry to the male-dominated profes-
sions were less conservative, but equally class conscious. The debate
at McGill illustrates this clearly for both groups. In summary, the
real value of a study of McGill is not that it was typical of a debate

st o st

Lgoing on all over North America, but that so much of the record has

survived so that it has been possible to reconstruct it very fully. :
As noted above there are still a great many other gaps in our

knowlqgg of Canadian women's history, although progréss over the

last five years has been encouraging. 19 We seem to be getting away

from a concentration on what Gerda Lerner called "women woxjhies"le :
in order to look at broader topics. In the area of women and higher
education we now need to analyse demographic materials in order to
know more about women's life cycles,' and their marriage and fertility
rates, all of which affect educational patterns. 1T we also need to know
more about the social, economic, and religious background of the early
women students, as well as what they did with their lives after gradua-
tion, 18 Having won the right to equal access to "mixed" education, what
did co-education really offer Canadian women? Did they face the same
sort of occupational segregation as developed in the United States? Once
we know even some of these answers we will have gained a much more
complete picture of the role of educated women in late nineteenth

century Canadian society.
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