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Introduction

This paper is part of a larger project, “University of King’s College and Slavery: a
Scholarly Inquiry,” initiated in December, 2017, by President William Lahey. The need for such
a paper stems from the investigations of Professor Eric Foner and his students at Columbia
University into the question of the ties between King's College, New York, and slavery. In
Professor Foner’s words, “ From the outset slavery was intertwined with the life of [King’s
College, New York].? This conclusion bears upon the history of the University of King's
College because of the claim, in the words of President Lahey, that King's “... has made since the
1980s to be a successor institution to King's College in New York.”

If King’s College, Nova Scotia, founded in 1789, is in fact connected to its New York
namesake, the question arises as to whether it can be regarded as implicated either directly or
indirectly in this history of slavery uncovered by Professor Foner. An answer requires an
investigation as to whether any historical connection actually existed between the two
institutions. If, as | argue in this paper, the supposed relationship between the two King's is a
myth, a further question appears. How did a belief in this myth emerge at the University of
King’s College? This | also attempt to explain.

It is important to note at the outset that my paper is limited to dealing with the two
guestions outlined above. | do not examine either the direct or indirect links between the
University of King’s College and slavery, subjects which are at the heart of the Scholarly Inquiry
initiated by President Lahey. They will be considered by Dr. Shirley Tillotson, Dr. Karolyn
Smardz Frost and Mr. David Stafelsly paper should be considered as a ground-clearing
exercise for their research by removing any confusion stemming from the supposed relationship

between King's College New York and King’s College Windsor.



1. King's College, New York

King's College, New York, founded in 1754 as théhficollege in the pre-Revolutionary
thirteen colonies, was controlled by the ChurcEogland, but that control from the beginning
was contested by other denominatioifisis estimated that less than one-seventh otltieches
in the rapidly expanding colony of New York wereghoan. From 1749 to 1756, New York’s
population grew from 73,000 to 100,000; by 1790aitl reached 340,000The dynamism of
the colony was expressed most completely in tlyeofiNew York itself, which was on a
trajectory to become the dominant commercial centidorth America. By 1760, it had a
population of 18,000, nearly double its populatiothe 1740s. In 1785, despite the ravages of
war and the departure of the Loyalists, it stoo#49000 and was growing fast.

The origin of King's College, New York, lay in tlagproval by the New York House of
Assembly in 1745 of a lottery to fund a collegelW#bl, the Assembly appointed a ten-person
lottery commission to administer the funds raisdte trustees of the commission, seven of
whom were Anglican, decided to build the collegeadsix-acre piece of land on the western side
of Manhattan offered by Trinity Church the followigear® This donation was conditional upon
the college’s president being an Anglican and thglisan liturgy being used for services.

Accordingly, the trustees invited the Reverend Salmdlahnson (1696-1772), Rector of
Stamford, Connecticut, to be the first presideldhnson was perhaps the most distinguished
Anglican clergyman in America. A graduate of Yafelariginally a Congregationalist, Johnson
corresponded with such luminaries as Benjamin Hraakd the philosopher George Berkeley.
He had been awarded a D.D. by Oxford in 1748 feibioiokElementa Philosophigavhich was
published on both sides of the Atlantic.

The creation of an Anglican institution led to tieng’s College controversy,” which
David Humphrey explored iRrom King's College to Columbidt wasfuelled by Presbyterian
opposition to an Anglican college in receipt of pelfunds. Although the merchants of New
York City tended to be Anglican, the landed intefeghe colony was heavily Presbyterian, a
powerful and wealthy denomination that had fountdhedCollege of New Jersey (Princeton) in
1746 The Presbyterian attack on an Anglican college led by William Livingstona New

York lawyer, forceful polemicist and member of adeng landed familyit formed part of a
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broad assault on Anglican pretensions to be thabksihed church in New York, which rested on
the shaky foundation of thdinistry Actof 1693. This provided public funding for six Angan
clergymen in four of New York’s counties, and waterpreted by the Anglican governor and
council as the basis for an Anglican Establishm&hivingston and his allies wanted a non-
denominational college free from religious teachegtablished not by a charter issued by the
Anglican governor and council but through an adhef Assembly, which would control the
appointment of trustees and staff, including thesjalent:?

The Presbyterians did not get their way, for in4, A5overnor James De Lancey granted
a royal charter to King'’s in the name of Georg¥ Although Anglicans dominated the college’s
large board of forty-one members, it initially indked, apart from the Archbishop of Canterbury
and the president, only one Anglican clergyman (gotor of Trinity Church), andx officiothe
senior ministers of the Dutch Reformed, Presbyteliatheran and French churches in the City.
There were no religious tests for faculty or gowesn The charter also contained a clause
guaranteeing “Equal liberty and Advantage of Edocétto students “of any Religious
Denomination.* Furthermore, the new president, Samuel Johnsee, assurances that not only
could students choose their place of worship ord8ys but that he would not “impose on the
scholars the peculiar tenets of any particulang&hristians.*” From the religious point of
view, according to Johnson, the aim of the collegeld be “to inculcate upon their tender
minds, the great principles of Christianity and adiby in which true Christians of each
denomination are generally agreé@iProtestants of all denominations could serve asmuors,
but Roman Catholics and Jews were excluded by tnpoavision®®

None of this detracted from the reality that by tiwens of the charter and the conditions
of the grant of land from Trinity Church, daily vetip was conducted according to the Anglican
liturgy.?® Until 1776, of the fifty-nine individuals who sexd as board members, all were
Anglican except for thex officioclerical representatives and a handful of membgtise Dutch
Reformed Church The Presbyterians, for their part, refused toigiagte?? More than half of
the governors were merchants or merchant-landowtveesity per cent were lawyers and sixteen
per cent clergymen, whose numbers increased thromgiptation as governors retir€dBoard

members associated with Trinity Chuibd factocontrolled the college, the most influential
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being the Reverend Samuel Auchmuty, rector from4176 who from 1759 to 1776 appears not
to have missed a meetifgAfter 1770, he could rely on the unwavering suppbhis assistant

at Trinity, the Reverend Charles Inglis, who serasacting president from 1771-72. Auchmuty
was instrumental in engineering the replacemeptedident Johnson by the Reverend Myles
Cooper (1735-85) in 1763.

The upshot of this total Anglican domination was kenrolment. Robert A. McCaughey
has succeeded in identifying the religion of 168nef 226 students who enrolled in King’s
between 1754 and its closing in 1776. Of thesestgiseven per cent were Anglican or Dutch
Reformed (163), three were Presbyterian, one Maraand one Jewish One-half (113) of
those enrolled stayed to graduatfériviore than a third of the students were children o
merchants. In the words of Craig Steven Wilder ks was a merchants’ college. In its first
two decades it enrolled nearly ninety sons of trammercial class, more children of Atlantic
traders than any other college in British North Aite">® However, many chose not to follow
their fathers’ occupations but rather to use thdircation to pursue the l&Mewer than twenty
(eleven per cent), or about one per class, entheedriesthood® Most of the students were
drawn from a small group of perhaps thirty AngliGard Dutch Reformed families, many of
which were drifting towards AnglicanisthWith Congregationalist Yale as well as the College
of New Jersey only fifty miles from New York Citgpn-Anglicans had alternatives to attending
King’'s. After 1766, with the founding of Queen’s lgge (Rutgers) by the Dutch Reformed
communion, King'’s also faced competition for studeinom New York’s shrinking Dutch
community*?

King’'s was fortunate in being the richest collegéhe thirteen colonies, the beneficiary of
lotteries, land grants and, notably, in 1758, aulestjof £8,000 from a Trinity parishioner and

college governor Paul Murray, the biggest suchigittolonial America? King's also benefited
from fund-raising in England, which yielded £6,000addition, it received large grants of land in
upstate New York. The College nevertheless sudfénam chronic financial difficulties and
charged fees that were twice those of the Colléd¢ear Jersey (Princeton) and half again the
tuition at Harvard?

Under its first president, the curriculum was ekl progressive. Samuel Johnson was
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interested in science and mathematics. In 176&; tife death of his first appointment in these
subjects from consumption, Johnson hired a Scd@rskbyterian and graduate of Glasgow,
Robert Harpur, as professor of mathematics andalgthilosophy?® Generally, apart from the
medical school that was created in 1767, the celteyl no more than three professors at a time
and often only twd® Greek and Latin were emphasized in the first yefistudy; Johnson taught
metaphysics to juniors and moral philosophy to@esiudents! However, Johnson’s age (58)
when he became president and his prolonged abserezed that King's lacked effective
leadership?® A major achievement during his presidency, howewas the construction of the
college building (1756-60) , an impressive threeest stone edifice 130 feet long, whose design
was later to influence that developed by Charlgtidrior King’s College in Windsor, constructed
between 1791-9%.

Johnson’s successor, the Reverend Myles Coopeagdaate of Queen’s College, Oxford,
had come to King's in 1762 as professor of morabgbphy. A convivial bachelor, with a wine
cellar reputed to be the best in the coloniesabkdd his predecessor’s intellectual interests and
attainments. After his death, tlientlemen’s Magazineommented: “It may deserve mention
that Cooper’s estate included his library, valuefive pounds sterling, [and] his wine cellar,
valued at 150 He had little interest in science, devoting hirhseimaking the King’s
curriculum resemble that of Oxford as closely assgale, with a focus upon Latin and Greek
grammar, classics, logic, metaphysics and ethicthd words of David C. Humphrey, “Cooper
revered Oxford, and it was the only university hew. He saw no reason why an infant college
in the wilderness should not bow to the traditioh&ngland’s greatest educational institutiéh.”
As at Oxford, students were required under Coopeadership to eat and live in the college.
Discipline was tightened and the college was sumdled by an eight-foot-tall fence with nails on
top *?

Cooper, like his predecessor Johnson, campaigrnidilvomas Bradbury Chandler,
Charles Inglis and other Anglican divines for tiségablishment of an American episcopate, which
was strongly resisted by dissenters, who were sstein thwarting their hopeé New York’s
Anglicans generally supported Great Britain befamed during the American Revolution. Both

Cooper and Inglis wrote Loyalist pamphlets. Coalso produced a thirty-four-page poem, “The
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Patriots of North America: A Sketch” (1775), akteg “... This vagrant Crew / Whose wretched
Jargon, crude and new / Whose Impudence and Liedalé The harmless ign’rant Multitud&.”
Cooper’s opinions, if not his execrable verse,ttedn attack on the college in May, 1775, by a
mob intent on capturing him. He was guided to gdfgta “divine boy,” who was, according to
legend, Alexander Hamilton. Cooper took refuge wmaaship in New York harbour before sailing
to England two weeks later, never to return to Aoze?

Unlike Cooper, Inglis did not run away. He becaarmowerful advocate of the Loyalist
cause with a number of printed sermons and pangetablyThe Deceiver Unmasked, or
Loyalty and Interest United: In Answer to a Pampliletitted Common Sen¢E&776), reprinted as
The True Interest of America Impartially StatédProfessor Philip Gould regards this work as
“perhaps the most effective Loyalist respons€sonmon Sensé’ Upon the death in 1777 of the
Rev. Samuel Auchmuty, Inglis became Rector of Tyir®n October 22, 1779, the New York
Legislature passed an act of attainder finding himwife and 57 others guilty of treason and
their property marked for confiscati¢hUnder the terms of the act they were also condiofe
felony and sentenced to death if located in tawit®ld by the PatriotS.After the peace
agreement signed in December 1782 reached Newtkerfollowing March, Inglis wrote to a
parishioner and influential Patriot, James Duangicating that he was open to remaining in the
new republic as he no longer owed allegiance tcCttmsvn: “I am henceforth at full Liberty to
transfer it to that State where Providence mayeptae.®*® However, an attempt to overturn the
1779 act of attainder proved unsuccessful, arsllikély that Duane advised him to leaVvéle
remained in New York until the late autumn, sailtog=ngland shortly before the British
evacuation on November 25.

Myles Cooper’s somewhat undignified departure ii5L&ssentially spelled the demise of
King's College. The Board appointed an interim ®s30r, the Rev. Benjamin Moore, 27 years old
and a King’s graduate (1766), but there were fewletts; in 1776 the college building was turned
into a hospital that was used in turn by the Hritihen they re-occupied the city the following
year. Moore attempted to carry on in the housenefa the governors, but seems to have given up
in 1777. The governors continued to meet on ocoasntil 1781. As late as 1779, Cooper planned

to return to his position, but the British defegYarktown (1781) made clear that this was a vain



hope>® The Treaty of Paris ending the Revolution waseigon September 23, 1783. The
following spring, on May 1, 1784, the LegislatufeNew York passed legislation creating
Columbia College, which received the property afigds College. The 1784 Columbia charter was
non-sectarian, eliminating the Anglican provisiafishat of 1754 The short history of King's
College, New York, had come to an end.

Before turning to the origins of King's College, Mdisor, Nova Scotia, it is important to
recognize that King's College, New York, was théyarollege in the thirteen colonies whose
board of governors, alumni and students generaityained loyal to the Crown. Robert A.
McCaughey has attempted to identify the politid¢aliation of King’'s students: of 148 with
known political affiliations, seventy-two per cemére Loyalists and twenty per cent Patriots.
Among the governors, twenty-six can be identifisd_ayalists, and three as Patriots. In the case of
Harvard, it is estimated that only sixteen per agritving students in 1776 were aligned with the
Crown. The figure at Yale was ten per cent, arfératiceton, a minuscule two per cent. King’s
College, New York, however, remained firm in itgddism, despite producing a few leading
revolutionaries such as Alexander Hamilton and Jiy3° To that extent, at least, its founders
may be said to have achieved a small step towhailsdbjective of creating an Anglican
Establishment, even though the goal was probaldynda from the start because of the energy

and strength of their dissenting opponents.

2. King’s College, Windsor, 1789-1802

As remaining in New York was closed to Inglis, letedmined to move to Nova Scotia,
sending his library and furniture to Annapolis Rlayethe summer of 178%.He was a signatory
of the ultimately unsuccessful “petition of fiftywe" asking for a grant of 5,000 acres of land for
each of the petitioners, a request that provedyigipopular among other Loyalists, who, in the
words of Maya Jasanoff, “saw it as an arrogantragsion of privilege by the elite’” Inglis’s
plans were altered by the iliness and death olvifies as well as the illnesses of his children. By
the time he was able to leave, transport was dlailanly to England.

There he remained for nearly four years, pursuiaglaim for compensation from the

Loyalist claims commission and lobbying for theagdishment of an episcopate in British North



America®® On March 21, 1783, he had been one of eighteegycteen in New York who

presented a memorandum to Sir Guy Carleton, ComemnaneChief, proposing a “plan for an
episcopate in Nova Scoti&’Under the proposal, the bishop would have no teaipower.
However, “[t]he fixing of a bishop in Nova Scotiadhthe consequent supply of clergymen, will
strengthen the attachment and confirm the loydlth® inhabitants, and promote the settlement of
the province.” Five days later, seventeen of the signatoriedydg Inglis, wrote to Carleton
recommending the Reverend Thomas Bradbury Charidtenerly rector of Elizabethtown, New
Jersey, and an exile in London since 1775, as pishthe proposed see. However, the proposal
for a Nova Scotian episcopate was not to be agted tor more than four years.

The same group of clerics also presented Carletttn“& Plan of Religious and Literary
Institution for the Province of Nova Scoti#. This advocated the creation of a grammar schabl an
a college, preferably “to be instituted at the numsitral part of the province (suppos&]at
Windsor),”®? both to be headed by members of the Church ofdgrgland the latter by a
clergyman. Professors might be of any Protestambmiéation, “securities being always given that
no doctrine be inculcated repugnant to the corgiriwf Great Britain as a monarchy — the neglect
or perversion of which in most of the seminariedmerica is known to have proved one of the
most obvious and immediate causes of the subvedditirat happy system by which the country
was so eminently blest 2¥'On October 18, 1783, shortly before his deparfir&ngland, Inglis
and four other clergy wrote a letter to Carletoguang for “[t]he founding of a College or seminary
of learning on a liberal plan in [Nova Scotia], weagouth may receive a virtuous education and
can be qualified for the learned profession§® . They pointed out that without such an institution,
Nova Scotians would have to go to Great Britainiclwliew could afford, or to “some of the states
of this continent, where they will be sure to imbirinciples that are unfriendly to the British
Constitution.® Although the letter called for the appointmenagdresident, and “able professors
in the different branches of science, and for adggrammar school,” it said nothing about the
proposed college’s religious affiliation. The authoonfined themselves to asserting that “[a
college] would diffuse religious literature, loygland good morals among His Majesty’s subjects
there.”®®

Aspects of this “Plan of Religious and Literarytltgion,” such as the provision for an
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Anglican president and the acceptability of Protestant professors, reflected the practice of King's
College, New York. There was no suggestion, however, either in the “Plan” or the letter of October
18, 1783, of any connection between that institution and what was suggested for Nova Scotia, apart
from the proposed foundation being Anglican and loyal to the Crown. Only two board members of
King’'s College, New York — the Rev. Charles Inglis and the Rev. Benjamin Moore, the acting
president — participated in drafting the “Plan” and the letter. Moore was to remain in the United
States, becoming in 1801 both bishop of New York and president of Columbia. The others of the
group comprised a cross-section of American clergy, most notably the Rev. Samuel Seabury, who
was to be consecrated in 1784 as the first American bishop (of Connecticut). Apart from Inglis,
eight were to immigrate to Nova Scotia or New Brunswick. Three of these were college graduates,
one from Harvard, one from Yale and the third from King’s College, New ¥dykne of the
eight played any role in the founding or governance of King's College, Windsor.

Inglis’s years in London from 1783-87 were ones of uncertainty, even tumult. While
waiting upon the adjudication of his claim for compensation, and searching for a suitable living, he
had to meet a bitter pamphlet attack upon his reputation from those who defended Nova Scotia’s
lieutenant-governalohn Parr’s rejection of the deeply unpopular “petition of the B5iylis was
accused of disloyalty, primarily on the basis of his final sermon before he left New York. In this he
had exhorted his congregation to obey the new government and stated that if he were to remain, he
would transfer his allegiance, for that was the “common duty of all Christians; and on no other
principle can any government or society subsisf™further danger to Inglis was the charge of
corruption levelled at him by the Reverend Samuel Peters, an emigré clergyman from Connecticut.
If substantiated, these assertions would not only have destroyed his claim for compensation but any
possibility of preferment Inglis privately published an effective refutatiwhich preserved his
reputation’! Judith Fingard has suggested that at this time a colonial bishopric was not actually
Inglis’s first choice for his future; he discovered, however, that he did not have enough influence to
obtain a more lucrative position in either England or Irefand.

Meanwhile, the question of the Nova Scotian episcopate remained in limbo during the
political turmoil that followed the collapse of Lord North’s ministry in 178glis had no

expectation of getting the appointment. John Moore, Archbishop of Canterbury, had decided that, if
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and when established, the bishopric should go tamids Bradbury Chandler, the candidate
recommended by the New York clergy in March, 17488lis’s hopes were directed towards the
possibility that he might be chosen if a second@pate were to be created in the province of
Canada. To that end he lobbied the newly-appoigtegrnor-general, Sir Guy Carleton, as well as
Archbishop Moor€?

But chance in the form of Chandler’s ill-health viasring Inglis to Nova Scotia. In July,
1786, Chandler sent him a letter, stating he wasv®ak from cancer of the nose to take up the
appointment. Archbishop Moore had previously infechinglis that he would be the preferred
candidate if Chandler should withdraw. FinallyAngust, 1786, an Order-in-Council ordered the
Privy Committee for Trade and Plantations to tai¢he question of the Nova Scotian episcopate.
After eight meetings, the decision was made in M&g7, to go forward.

As recommended in the memorandum of March 21, 1f&3new bishop had no civil
authority; his responsibilities were confined td&ning and supervising the clergy, and
confirming the laity. Even the right of presentatio benefices was reserved to the lieutenant-
governor’® Appeals of the bishop’s rulings would be madeh®ligh Court of Chancery and not
to an episcopal court. The Church of England hauh lestablished by provincial statute as early as
1758, but this elevation had limited significaniteould only levy taxes upon declared members,
which meant in practice that individuals could avohurch rates simply by declaring themselves
dissenter$® The Church of England in Nova Scotia comprised-qurgrter of the population of the
province, which was to have implications for thaufe success of an Anglican institution of higher
educatiorn.

The prospect of Inglis as bishop met some sitipa among the clergy in his new diocese,
particularly those originally from Connecticut aM@dssachusetts, who were encouraged by his
enemy Samuel Peters to mount a petition againstgmsintment® However, resistance faded
away when news that Inglis had been consecratetiedahe province. He sailed from England on
August 26, 1787, arriving in Halifax on October 17.

Although he was later to reside in a bucolic rategaylesford in the Annapolis Valley, it
is conceivable that Inglis’s first sight of Halifamight have echoed William Cobbett’s, who arrived

two years before as a soldier: “When | first behbkl barren, not to say hideous rocks at the
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entrance to the harbour | began to fear that tretenaf the vessel had mistaken his way, for |
could perceive nothing of the fertility that my gbrecruiting captain had dwelt upon with such
delight.”” The new bishop’s ecclesiastical jurisdiction ensethNova Scotia, the island of St.
John (after 1799 Prince Edward Island), Cape Bridiamd, New Brunswick, Canada and
Newfoundland® This vast territory was economically undevelogeatj minimal overland
communications and for the most part an impovedgfapulation. Despite the inroads made by
Loyalist migration, much of the territory was stillthe possession of Indigenous peoples. In the
words of Ann Gorman Condon, “[t]iny clusters of p&ocontinued to live in isolated pockets of
settlement, separated from each other by vast wayst dense forests, and a forbidding climé&te.”

Halifax, the largest centre in the Atlantic regibenefited after 1776 through a vastly
increased military presence combined with mercaigtibwth. With a population of perhaps 4,000,
only a thin stratum of government officials, menatsaand military officers lived comfortabfy.
According to David Sutherland, in the mid-1780g]dupers were everywhere, housing became
almost impossible to secure, while hundreds reddde diet of fish, corn, and molasses, with the
most desperate dining on dogs and c&t@Vercrowding was due at least in part to the presén
the town of approximately 1,400 Loyalists, partled exodus of perhaps 19,000 to peninsular Nova
Scotia during and after the Revoluti¥n.

As has been pointed out by Jerry Bannister and IR&wndan, “loyalism” defies
generalization: “Loyalism was not the exclusivesam@e of reactionary Tories who used it to
combat Lockean liberalism; rather, it encompassedia range of peoples in colonial America,
from ethnic and religious minorities to Mohawks arslaved people of African descent to most of
the white colonists in the British CaribbedhMost Loyalists in Nova Scotia were not well-offdan
many were impoverished. A substantial number weregns of colour. Apart from opposition to
American independence, a belief that their saesfishould be rewarded by the British
government, and a hostility to government official$ialifax, Neil MacKinnon has asserted that
“what the Loyalist feared and distrusted most wastlzer Loyalist. One can take the typical
Loyalist attitude so far, for there was no typicayalist.”® The Loyalist presence in the province
led to ongoing political conflict with the so-callépre-Loyalists,” and was responsible for the

creation of the province of New Brunswick in 1784.
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It is obvious from this brief outline of the siaéhis diocese, and the economic and
political circumstances of the Atlantic region, tthaglis faced a daunting task, not least in relati
to education. He discovered that there was no geansighool in Nova Scotia, a prerequisite if
students were to be able to attend the collegehtécknew to be essential to sustain a priesthood.
His initial impression of the clergy was not favahle. Two-thirds of them were over fifty years
old; of the eleven serving in Nova Scotia, the bsbelieved that only four were fit for their
duties®” A college, in short, was crucial to both churckl atate in a province where “the old
inhabitants have little sense either of religiores or loyalty; where the new inhabitants must
soon sink into the same state, unless preventdoebypstruction to be derived from this seminary
and the labour of the clerg§?”

Inglis rapidly prepared “A brief Sketch of the plan which it is proposed to Conduct the
Academy of Nova Scotia,” proposing the establishinoéa school with two streams: a Latin
school to prepare men for a college, and an Engtiblool centred on reading, writing and practical
mathematic§? Within six weeks of Inglis’s arrival in HalifaXieutenant-governor John Parr tabled
in the House of Assembly Royal Instructions “tHRa&jfr] recommend to the Assembly ... to make
due Provision for the erecting and maintaining cfié@ls, where Youth may be educated in
competent Learning and in Knowledge or the Prirsiff the Christian religio®®>Two of the
seven members of the committee struck by the Asetmiimplement these Instructions, Thomas
Barclay and the Rev. Isaac Wilkins, were graduaté&ng’s College, New York, and friends of
Inglis.®* The committee recommended the establishment atademy, to be headed by an
Anglican clergyman to be paid £200 per annum, aitbther £100 per annum allocated for a
“professor of mathematics and natural philosophy.”

When these resolutions were sent to the couneitettvas some disagreement, particularly
over the location of the school, which Inglis inetshould be situated in Windsor rather than in
Halifax.®® In his “brief Sketch,” Inglis had argued that t{g greatest attention must be paid to the
morals of the Students in both Schools, and eveygution must be used to guard them against
the infection of bad principles, and bad examp?é#n'this instance Inglis and the council were
revisiting an argument that had surrounded thedognof King's College, New York, in 1753,

when the trustees decided to locate it in New Yoitk.* Inglis continued to prefer the rural option
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he and other clergy had advocated in March, 17&3prdvailed over those wanting to locate the
academy in Halifax, and the decision was madelécate £400 to purchase a house for the school
in Windsor?® one with far-reaching consequences for the fugiimg's College and for the long-
term future of higher education in Nova Scotia.eAfsome delay, a person to head the school was
found in the person of Archibald Inglis, the bistsopephew, who underwent a hasty ordination on
October 19, 1788. The school finally opened on Maver 1 with seventeen studefits.

The same committee of the Assembly also recommeftadesioon as can be found
practicable” the need to establish “a College oivBrsity in the Province, to prevent as early as
may be, the Youth of this Country (now panting Kmrowledge) from rushing into the various
Seminaries already established in the United Stdt@snerica, by which means their Attachment
to their native Country may be in Danger of beirgpkened, and Principles imbibed unfriendly to
the British Constitution® The Act consequently passed by the Assembly ésiatd King's
College in 1789 contained no suggestion that stsdarprofessors need be Anglican. The only
mention of religion in the Act was the stipulatitbrat the president must be a Church of England
clergymar?’ a requirement that not only hearkens back to thec,1783, “Plan of Religious and
Literary Institution” but also recalls the termstbé 1754 Royal Charter of King’'s College, New
York. However the structure of the boards of the twlleges was fundamentally different. The
1754 charter had created a forty-one-person bdagdwernors, including representatives of the
various New York churches. In the case of the 1&&%stablishing King’s College, Windsor, the
institution was to be unambiguously an arm of gowegnt, funded by the province, with a board of
governors made up of the governor and commandeinigf-(Guy Carleton, Baron Dorchester), the
lieutenant-governor (John Parr), the bishop of NBeatia, the provincial secretary (Richard
Bulkeley), the chief justice (Jeremy Pembertorg,sheaker of the House of Assembly (Richard
John Uniacke), the attorney general (Sampson Sllberers) and the solicitor general
(Uniacke)'® Under the terms of the Act, the new college waeltkive £444, 80 s and 102 d in
perpetuity from the province, and up to £500 tachase a “house, lot of ground and premises” in
Windsor*®* Somewhat surprisingly, given the presence of digse in the Assembly, the Act
passed without oppositidf? J. Murray Beck suggests that “[p]erhaps they didthink the

provisions for King’s College unusual or objectiblein a province in which the Church of
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England had been established for three decades.athide might have been different if they had
known that the governors of the college would ingoasigious tests which had the practical effect
of barring dissenters from its doors%”

These restrictions were not imposed, however, titilcollege statutes were drafted after
the receipt of its Royal Charter in 1802. During thtervening thirteen years, the governors
succeeded in constructing the building that suviwetil the fire of February 5, 1920, facilitateg b
grants from the British government totalling £4,08(esigned by Inglis, it was modelled on
King’'s College, New York, although constructed floe most part of wood rather than stone and
slightly larger than its New York prototyp®.Inglis laid the cornerstone in 1791 and the strect
was finally completed in 1794°

Inglis found a capable president in William Cochfan1757-1833), a graduate (1780) of
Trinity College Dublin, who had emigrated to theildd States in late 1783 and was appointed
professor of Latin and Greek in 1785 at the newlyaided Columbia College, which awarded him
an honorary M.A. in 17887 He quickly became known in New York for newspageicles
attacking slavery, contrasting the principles @& Beclaration of Independence with “men set up at
auction in our streets, and sold exactly like hemeoxen.*® Disillusioned with the republic, he
moved to Nova Scotia in 1788, becoming head ofhtwly-founded grammar school in Halifax,
and playing an active role in the nascent litetiéeyof the town'® Ordained by Inglis in 1790, he
then assumed the presidentyCochran was to remain at King’s until his retiremia 1831,
although forced out of the presidency becausettitatss (1803 and 1807) approved by the board
of governors after the college received its Royah@er in 1802 stipulated that the president must
be a graduate of Oxford or CambridgeDuring the remainder of his career at King’s, vitie
exception of a brief period as interim presidertd¢cian acted as vice-president, first under the
Rev. Thomas Cox, who died in 1805, and then the Rbarles Porter (c.1779-1864), president
from 1805 to 1836? Inglis remained a staunch friend and support&axthran’s, strongly
opposing his deposition from the presidency byahard of governors, which was dominated by
the arrogant and snobbish Alexander Croke (175&)184dge of the vice-admiralty court (1801-
15), an Oxonian who was determined to make Kinggemble hislma materas closely as
possible''?
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The number of students who attended Kingtsnduthe years between its founding and 1803 is
unknown!** Bishop John Inglis, third bishop of Nova Scoti&2%-50), one of the first to enrol in
the college, estimated that over 200 entered béfoeeeived its charter; “more than a hundred of
those persons desired to pursue a Collegiate cotirsehis is improbable. In the “appendix” to his
Memorandeaon the college, written in 1836 to defend theiingbn from being taken away from
the Church of England and incorporated into Dalf@@®llege, Inglis listed 95 persons who
supposedly attended during this perttfdt seems likely that Inglis conflated enrolmenths
academy and the college. Without a royal chartadents could not receive degrees, and the £30
per annum it cost to attend was prohibitive. Inglfermed Archbishop Moore that there were
fewer than 20 “fathers” in Nova Scotia who coultbad to send their sons to King'S.Cochran
was the only professor, for the college was unsgfaein finding a person to teach
mathematics®® It seems likely that students attended daily @rsyccording to the Anglican
prayer book and Sunday services in the Windsospaurch, observances that were made
mandatory by the board of governors in 1798 hese requirements could hardly have made
King’s attractive to dissenters. Brian Cuthbertsosurely correct in suggesting that divinity
students, of whom there were seven in the mid-178fsprised most of the student body, and that
a very small number of students actually enrolfethe college during these yedis.

With the granting of the College’s Royal Chaited802, the history of King’s entered its
second phase, although it remained firmly in thp gf provincial office-holders. The charter
created a board of governors comprising the lieariegovernor (Sir John Wentworth), the bishop,
the chief justice (Sampson Salter Blowers), thg¢udf the court of vice-admiralty (Alexander
Croke), the speaker of the house of assembly,ttbmay-general (both positions held by Richard
John Uniacke), the solicitor-general (James Stevaad the provincial secretary (Wentworth’s
brother-in-law, Benning Wentworth). The board wasg the authority to include the president
and co-opt three additional membé&ts.

Brian Cuthbertson and Judith Fingard have analylzedbitter conflict between Inglis and
Judge Alexander Croke over the “Statutes RulesCxdthances” the board of governors was
empowered to prepare under the terms of the chidttaglis saw King’s primarily as a seminary;

Croke was determined that the institution emphastneilar subjects suitable for the education of a
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lay elite in a college modelled as closely as gmesipon Oxford. He also insisted on the exclusion
of non-Anglicans through the requirement that neatents sign the Thirty-Nine Articles. Croke
wanted a lay president, a graduate of Oxford or I@aige, while Inglis demanded that the
president and professors be clergymen, with Coctearaining as president. The bishop’s attitude
on the question of the Thirty-Nine Articles hasmeesubject for dispute. In the protest Inglis sent
to the Archbishop of Canterbury, whose approvdhefstatutes was required by the charter, he
made no mention of the issue; Croke claimed, howelat Inglis attempted to have the
requirement concerning the articles revoked, bistithhearsay in the absence of written
evidence?® Whatever Inglis’s position may have been, the Aishop of Canterbury, Charles
Manners-Sutton, found the statutes unacceptalbilingt out the requirement concerning
matriculation and replacing it with the practiceGdmbridge (his own university) that students had
to sign the articles to take a degree. By the timalecision reached Nova Scotia, the 1803 statutes
had been printed; they were not issued in a cadefcrm until 18212

Whether this made any difference is doubtful. Hoangnnon-Anglicans would have
attended if they were not allowed to graduateinevent, all students were required under the
statutes to attend daily prayers according toites of the Church of England and were forbidden
to enter any non-Anglican place of worship. Therretsons applying to non-Anglicans were not
completely abolished until 1828.The upshot was that enrolment during the quaeattry after
the receipt of the charter fluctuated between adbsix in 1808-09, to twenty-nine in 1823-24. By
1835-36, it had fallen back again to $i%King's did succeed in supplying clergy to the dise of
Nova Scotia, but it never really recovered fromeitslusion of dissenters, which led directly to the
proliferation of post-secondary institutions in fv@vince, beginning with the founding of Pictou
Academy (1816). When the lieutenant-governor LoathDusie (1816-1820) visited King's on
September 24, 1817, the college had fourteen stsid&ualhousie, a Scottish Presbyterian who had
studied at Edinburgh before his distinguished carethe British army as one of Wellington’s
generals, was scathing in his diary about all asp&fKing’s, concluding that “there are a
thousand objections to it, & reasons why it shawdt prosper in its present situation, laws and
conduct.*®” His low opinion of King’s and its utility to therpvince contributed to his founding of

Dalhousie College in 1818.



17

For my purposes, the history of King's, Windsordanthe charter is really a coda, as the
statutes drawn up in 1803 and 1807 placed Kingslyiin the mould of the University of Oxford.
The college now assumed the title of a univerdiggoming under the statutes of 1803 the
“University of King's College,” for the charter ceayed upon it the powers of a university, a
studium general&? Any connection with King’s College, New York, hegteded into the past.
Accordingly, this is an appropriate point to sumthe relationship between the two King’s
Colleges on the basis of the evidence presentedfféinun sections 1 and 2 of this paper.

Both institutions were Anglican, but King’s, New N and King'’s, Windsor, differed
greatly in their origins, purpose, institutionaiustture and relationships with government. King'’s,
New York, was born of a vicious struggle betweemgaans and dissenters. Although dominated
by Anglicans, its unwieldy forty-one-person boafdjovernors included representatives of other
churchesex officio.The college was never an instrument of governmelityy serving instead the
Anglican community whose role in New York societgswcontested by other wealthy and powerful
interests, notably the Presbyterians. Unlike Kingsndsor after 1803, there were no religious
tests for Protestants or faculty. The emphasisiog’s, New York, was not upon the education of
the clergy. This was a fundamental difference fiimg's, Windsor, under the influence of Charles
Inglis, who referred to his college as a “semiriakost students who attended King’s College,
New York, came from the mercantile elite, many difom viewed their college education as
preparation for the legal profession. In this resplee institution had affinities with Judge
Alexander Croke’s secular vision of King’'s, WindsBut as a wealthy mercantile class barely
existed in Nova Scotia from which such a studewnlybmuld be drawn, Croke’s notions were
utterly unrealistic.

It is clear from the foregoing examination of thregms of King's, New York, and King's,
Windsor, that there was no institutional link bedweghem. King’s, Windsor, was a discrete
foundation, in no way a “successor” to its New Yodmesake. What the two had in common was
Anglicanism and loyalty to the Crown. For examples 1789 legislation required the president of
King’s, Windsor, be an Anglican clergyman, followithe pattern of King’s, New York, where the
same held true under the terms of the gift of tiikege site by Trinity Church. However, the arrival
of the Royal Charter for King’s, Windsor, in 18@llto the statutes of 1803 and 1807, which were
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far more restrictive than the regulations goverrahglents and faculty at King College, New York.

King’s, Windsor, was a linchpin in the hierarchiaaligiously exclusive vision of Nova
Scotia held by a small group of government offeiemprising its board of governors. This
proved impossible to realize, like a similar Anglicvision in the vastly more populous, dynamic
and complex society of mid- and late-eighteenthttagriNew York, where even the position of the
Church of England as the Established church wasr@igsly contested.

| have not had an opportunity to examine the rexofKing's College, New York, but
there is no indication in any documents | have skahanyone at the time envisaged or imagined it
being “transferred” to Nova Scotia. The propos#l®ctober 18, 1783, for a “College or

seminary of learning” in Nova Scotia made no sswfgestion. When Inglis departed for England
in November, 1783, he had no idea if he would geeto Nova Scotia, let alone as bishop, because
the question of a Nova Scotian episcopate wasmpabtd by the British government for over three
years. Inglis was not even the most favoured canéitbr the position.

After his arrival in Nova Scotia in late 1787, meit Inglis nor his contemporaries indicated
that the college founded in 1789 had any relatignghKing’s College, New York, which had been
reconstituted five years earlier under a new namaepainciples. In June, 1791, Inglis wrote to the
Archbishop of Canterbury: “... it is our intentiémbring the Institution gradually, and as its
reputation becomes established, to as near a coityaas possible with the models observed in the
English universities? Naming the Nova Scotian college “King’s” had riathto do with the
earlier foundation, expressing instead the impasanf loyalty to the Crown; in addition, the
legislature probably hoped to find favour and ficiahsupport from the British government for the
fledgling creation. It should be remembered irepé#nesis that the college in Windsor was the first
of three colleges in British North America to beegi the name of “King’s*° Unlike King’s
College, New York, King's, Windsor, under the ldgt®on of 1789 and the Royal Charter of 1802,
was completely under the control of provincial ogfiholders, who succeeded by the statutes of
1803 and 1807 in makingdte jurean Anglican preserve more completely than Kingidl€gje,

New York, ever was, however completely the latbstitution was dominated by Anglicadse
factg a domination which continued in the nineteenthtuwey after the establishment of a non-

sectarian Columbia College.
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These conclusions are consistent with previousngston the subject. The first work
(1836) on the history of King’s, by Bishop Johnllaghad the cumbersome tifld¢emoranda
Respecting King’'s College, at Windsor, Collected Bnepared for the Purpose of Making Evident
the Leading Object in Suggesting and Establishingt Tnstitution*!* As has been pointed out
earlier, Inglis wrote to defend King’s as an Anghcinstitution. In his account of its founding kg h
father, he makes no mention of King’'s College, N&wk. The same is true of two later works on
the college written during the nineteenth centliryB. Akins’ A Brief Account of the Origin,
Endowment, and Progress of the University of Kirgadlege, Windsor, Nova Scotiaas published
in 1865+*? Like Inglis, Akins makes no reference to King'sliége, New York, nor does Henry
Youle Hind inThe University of King’s College, 1790-18%ublished to commemorate the
centenary of the colledé The Venerable F. W. Vroomlsing’s College: A Chronicl¢1941),
however, devotes an informative first chapter shstory of King’s College, New York, which he
concludes with the closing of the college in 177@e history of King’'s College, New York, ends
at this point ...***Vroom begins his second chapter with the word¥,Kjing’s College, New
York, ceased to exist, the principles for whicktdod lived on, and it was upon these principles
that the founders of King's College undertook tddtheir College®** No further history of King's
appeared until the publication of Mark DeWolIRH the King’s Menpublished in 1972, the same
year as Judith Fingard’s landmark bo®kg Anglican Design in Loyalist Nova Scdfi@Neither
DeWolf nor Fingard mention King’'s College, New Yoror does C. E. Thomas in an article on the
early history of King's published in 1964 in theurnal of the Canadian Church Historical
Society:*” However, Brian Cuthbertson, in his fine biographZbarles InglisThe First Bishop,
says of the proposals of March, 1783: “These fireposals for a Nova Scotian college were
modelled on the Anglican ideal earlier expresselding’s College, New York. The Loyalist clergy
now sought to transfer this ideal to Nova Scotid e@stablish in America once again a college they
could call their own **®

Cuthbertson thus follows a similar line to thatemly Archdeacon Vroom in 1941 as well
as in two recent histories of Columbia, by Davidpinrey (1976) and Robert A. McCaughey
(2003). According to Humphrey,“[t]he spirit of ldyst education was transplanted to Nova Scotia,
where Charles Inglis took the lead in founding AroKing's College in the 1780s 13* After
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briefly describing the founding of King's, WindsdicCaughey states that “seven hundred miles to
the northeast, in the city of Halifax [sic], Novadfia, British Canada [sic], what New York
Anglicans had such high hopes of achieving thigsrg earlier in their city [was accomplished]: the
union of church, state and collegé?lt is clear that neither Vroom, Cuthbertson, Huneymor
McCaughey suggest the existence of any empiriaatection between King'’s, New York, and
King’s, Windsor, referring instead to something mortangible, expressed in the language of
“principles,” “spirit,” “hope,” or an “ideal.” Thecaution of historians, however, has not been
reflected in the emergence of a more radical pafiniew that gradually developed at the University
of King's College throughout the twentieth century.

Its most extravagant expression was the claim rbgd&resident John F. Godfrey (1977-87)
that King's was entitled to Columbia’s endowmentcArding to an article published in the
ColumbiaSummer Spectatan August, 1978Godfrey informed President William J. McGill that
“the property given to Columbia before 1802 wawmialty given to the school that held the King’s
College charter.” Godfrey also asserted thatdhd King's received from Trinity Church was
given on the “understanding that it would be [amgAcan [Episcopalian] institution and each
president of the University was an Episcopaliamti Dwight Eisenhower, who was a
Presbyterian* Godfrey suggested that if Columbia didn’t wanp&y $50,000,000, he would be
willing to accept Columbia’s Wall Street propertiédm not insisting on Rockefeller Center,” he
magnanimously informed a bemused, and no doubtesn&sesident McGill.

The story made thdew York Timethe following February. Godfrey by then had methwit
McGill and upped the ante to claim all of Columbkiassets, totalling $460,000,000. He informed
the Timesvia telephone that “King’s College was ‘sittingoand waiting for students’ when in 1783
the board of governors decided to move it to Nosatid.” When asked for more detail, Godfrey
referred the reporter to the Right Reverend Stwatmore, a Canadian and King’s alumnus who
was then Suffragan Bishop of New York. Wetmore stasliously vague : “The Bishop said he
could not provide documentation, but recalled ‘pamformed’ that when Mr. [sic] Inglis ‘departed
with the other loyalists to Nova Scotia he tookrégolution the entity of King’'s College, New
York, and added it to King’'s College, Windsor, Nd¥eotia.” TheTimesarticle also included a

graceful letter written to Godfrey by President MIEGI do hope that this first association will
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ripen, if not into the conveyance of all of Columlsiproperty, at least into a close friendshig*2.”
The following month an edited version of the stappeared iTidings the King’s alumni
magazine®

Neither Godfrey nor McGill seemed to recollect thfirst association” between the
University of King's College and Columbia had besstablished as early as 1887, when King's
awarded an honorary doctorate to Frederick A. Im&d, tenth president of Columbia (1864-
1889), and an eminent figure in American acadeifeac This was a new direction for the college.
Throughout the nineteenth century, King’s had ersizeal its ties to England, and in particular to
Oxford!** | have seen no reference to King's College, NewkYor to Columbia in any King’s
documents before Barnard’s nomination for a degred,there is no suggestion in the minutes of
the board of governors as to the reasons for ttisra However, it would seem that King's was
beginning to reach out to the Episcopal churchtandiversities in the United States. In 1890, an
article in theRecordcommented in a critical vein on the planning fag King’'s upcoming
centennial celebrations: “It is true that it is intel have the Church and Educational institutiohs o
the neighbouring republic represented in the pexrsdmer bishops and college presidents. But we
need far more to make efforts which will resultiaterial good to the College, both financially and
in the number of students. This result we havegta to expect from the United States ... Let us
aim not so much at empty show in the eyes of Amaeribagnates, but let us strive to influence
favourably our own Canadian peoplé>'it is likely that Barnard was the first of thes&nierican
magnates” to be so honoured, because Columbi&atltclose ties to the Episcopal community. Its
board of trustees was dominated by a self-perpatualique of wealthy “old New York”
Episcopalians?® Barnard, an Episcopalian like all Columbia prestdauntil 1948, was an obvious
choice for recognition by King's.

Barnard was unable to attend because of illnes€Ecaenia address was read by a friend
and printed in th&®ecord prefaced by a brief note: “Dr Barnard is PresidgrColumbia College,
New York, and it is in a large measure owing toihdustry and abilities that that College ranks so
high among American Universities.” The address $ecumostly on the technological marvels of
the nineteenth century, a boiler-plate messageaBaimad probably delivered many times before.

He briefly touched upon the two King's Collegeshaligh without any suggestion of their having
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any organic connection: “By a similarity of origamd by a similarity of name, then, it seems to me
that King’'s College University, Nova Scotia, anchifis College University, New York, ought to
feel themselves closer to each other than is ysthalcase between sister institutions of learfiing.
He then referred to “another link slight and, whemention it, may even seem fanciful.” The “link”
was indeed slight, even far-fetched, for it wag tha name of George Dunk, earl of Halifax, First
Lord Commissioner for Trade and Plantations, wéged to the King's, New York, 1754 Royal
Charter. This recondite piece of information gawerard an opportunity to deplore the expulsion
of the Acadians in language that may have ledfesvandrawn breaths in his audience: “I am afraid
that [the earl of Halifax] cannot escape the impaiaof having given his official sanction to that
measure of doubtful humanity and still more doulgfatesmanship, whereby a whole population
of unoffending peasantry were swept almost in glsiday, from the lovely region nearly in the
centre of which King's College university is stamglitoday.**’

Barnard was the first of three Columbia presidémtse given an honorary degree by
King’s. Nicholas Murray Butler, twelfth presideritq02-45), was invited to King’s at the time of its
greatest crisis. On February 5, 1920, the origiodege building in Windsor burned to the
ground**® The then president of King's (1916-1924), the RevStannage Boyle, thought that the
college should delay using the insurance moneth®purpose of reconstruction, as he and other
maritime university presidents had attended a cenfe in New York held by the Carnegie
Corporation, which was interested in sponsoringiaearsity federation for the region. The board,
however, disagreed, a fund-raising campaign wasxclaed, and the foundation stone for a new
building was laid during Encaenia by MacCallum Gy#éme lieutenant-governor of the province, on
May 12, 1921:4°

At the time of the fire, King’s had only recentlgrapleted another fund-raising campaign,
the “Advance Movement,” initiated by the Rev. T. Rawell (president 1910-14), and completed
by Boyle!*° In November, 1917, Boyle visited New York on ademising trip and was impressed
by his reception: “In that city anyone with a realise could collect a lot of money*This
probably figured in his decision to invite Butlef‘Columbia, the ancient King’s College of New
York,” to give the address at the laying of thenmystone and of course to receive an honorary

degre€ Like Barnard, Butler could not attend, but his mdg was duly read and printed in the
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Record.Butler, or more probably one of his secretaried, dhane some homework. He linked the
two King’s Colleges as beacons “to make sure tatamps of learning should be neither dimmed
nor darkened by reason of their distance from timadiand ... Not only do these two King’s
Colleges represent the fruit of a common effortibw very real sense, the King’s College of
Windsor is the foster-child, or at least the closative, of the King's College that was in the
Province of New York**® Butler then touched on the 1783 “Plan of Religiand Literary
Institution,” and Inglis’s role in “putting this @h into practical effect.” He spoke as well of \idith
Cochran’s career in New York: “To have been theeasied teacher of men so widely different as
DeWitt Clinton and John Randolph of Roanoke, igs#lf ground for a permanent reputation.”
Butler also reminded his audience that Inglis hegeinba trustee of King’s College, New York,
which had given both Inglis and Cochran honoragyrees:>

There was nothing in Butler’s speech that was ingte, but his comment that King'’s,
Windsor, was “the foster-child, or at least theseloelative” of King's, New York, pulled the
connection between the two colleges together. dtnwergence received a further impetus eighteen
years later when King's held its one hundred-afteeth (sesquicentennial) anniversary celebration
from August 22-24, 1939, on the eve of the SecomdldWWWar. Two representatives of Columbia
were in attendance, one of whom, the universityplzia, the Rev. Raymond Collyer Knox,
received an honorary doctorate of divinity. Knosdibed King’s as “kith and kin” to Columbtz:.
The other representative, Dr. Milton Halsey Thonitee Archivist of Columbia University, the
mother college of King’s,” brought greetings froml@mbia in a brief address at the
sesquicentennial luncheon held in the ballroonhefliord Nelson Hotef®

The myth-making process continued in a newspapietear‘Oldest in the Empire,” which
did not mention Oxford, despite the fact that thehbishop of Canterbury as Patron under the 1802
Royal Charter had sent sesquicentennial greetindsed, no representative of Oxford received one
of the fifteen honorary degrees awarded at theocatien™>’ The article’s focus was exclusively
upon the New York connection: “[King’s College] New York was the predecessor of King’s in
Nova Scotia which inherited its name, one of isf@ssors and a number of its distinguished friends
and supporters'® These assertions were uniformly inaccurate, beitebend of a link between the

two King’s Colleges had clearly gained traction1®39, no doubt furthered by Canada’s
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increasingly close ties, culturally and otherwiséh the United States. It will be recalled thatnya
years later, John Godfrey had referredeav York Timegeporterto Bishop Stuart Wetmore as his
authority for the claim that King's, New York, hagen moved to Nova Scotia. Presumably
Wetmore garnered the information he in turn recedind theTimesreporter while he was a student
at King's. It was perhaps not a coincidence thatridéee took his licentiate in theology in the year
of the sesquicentennial.

Twenty-nine years after the sesquicentennial cater, Columbia and Oxford were both
honoured by King’s on the occasion of the eightimquennial congress of the Association of
Universities in the British Commonwealth, which weedd in Canada in September, 1958.
According to the minutes of Convocation, the bdwht tawards King’s honorary degrees, it was
moved, in somewhat confusing language, “... thahary D.C.L.’s [sic] be offered Dr. Grayson
Kirk, President of Columbia University, New Yorkhweh is, historically, an offshoot of King’s
College, and to Vice- Chancellor [J. C.] MastermarQxford, from which King’s College is
descended!® Masterman and Kirk received their degrees at aiapeonvocation held in All
Saints’ cathedral on September 9, 1958. Vice-CHimddasterman gave the convocation address
while Kirk spoke at a special convocation dinnaittmer of them mentioned the history of King’s
College or its relation to either Oxford or Columff It was not until 1978 that the question of
King’'s antecedents was revived by President Johafrépwhen he launched his raid on
Columbia’s endowment, which generated publicitytfer college but had unforseen long-term
consequences.

It is ironic that by claiming to be a “successatitution” to King's College, New York, the
University of King's College began to suffer fromily by association when Eric Foner and his
students revealed the extent to which the histbrigdNew York namesake was “intertwined” with
slavery. The evidence presented in this paper, hernvehows that the idea that King's is a
“successor institution” to King's, New York, is &&.

There may indeed have been connections betweensKimjlege, Windsor, and slavery.
Slavery was, after all, an integral part of théaAtic economy until its abolition in 1834, andw&a
ownership existed in Nova Scotia until the earlyaiies of the nineteenth centtfyBe that as it

may, the University of King’s College was not ingalted in the history of slavery through an
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institutional descent from King’s College, New York

There is no evidence that King’s in Nova Scotia ¢i@ised any tangible advantage by
claiming reflected glory from King’'s College, Newolik, and Columbia; whether it has derived any
symbolic benefit from the supposed associatiomatleer matter but is impossible to determine. If
there is a moral in this story of the two King'sliéges, it is that, however attractive a particular

narrative may seem to be, historical accuracy megly the safer course to follo\.
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