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ABSTRACT
Carol A. Goodine 

ORIGINS OP ATLANTIC SCHOOL OF THEOLOGY
September, 1993

Atlantic School of Theology, an ecumenical school oi 
theology and Christian ministry, founded in 1971 in 
Halifax, Nova Scotia is a unique institution in North 
America, if not in all the world. Founding parties were 
The Divinity Faculty of the University of King's College 
(Anglican Church of Canada), Holy Heart Theological 
Institute (The Roman Catholic Episcopal Corporation of 
Halifax) and Pine Hill Divinity Hall (United Church of 
Canada) . its origins were part of a particular response 
to local, national and international conditions.

In order to understand the origins of this 
institution and its uniqueness, it was necessary to 
examine early ecumenical endeavors in Halifax, including 
their societal roots and to trace the development of 
theological education in the three institutions including 
Holy Heart Seminary. It was also critical in 
understanding the origins of AST to examine the planning 
process for the school including both individual and 
institutional motivations.

By 1970 each institution was experiencing varying 
crises. Holy Heart Seminary had closed, the Divinity 
Faculty of King's was experiencing a shortage of



professors and students, and Pine Hill's Principal of 
twenty-five years was retiring. A group of individuals 
building on early ecumenical cooperation took a 
determined approach to these crises. Through planning, 
dialogue, deliberate action and compromise over an 
intensive six-month period, the Atlantic School of 
Theology came into existence consummating a history of 
challenge and adaptation to change as well as ecumenical 
cooperation in each of the three traditions.
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INTRODUCTION

Halifax in the 1960s was the site of three 
denominational theological schools which were in various 
stages of crisis. The crisis was precipitated in part by 
a decline in enrollment due to the social revolution of 
the time. Many young people spurred on by the civil 
rights struggle in the United States considered the 
church out of date and out of touch with secular 
society.̂  New vocations were becoming increasingly 
scarce. There was an ever increasing problem with 
obtaining adequate financing for the three institutions. 
Furthermore, there was a shortage of qualified 
professors.^ Although the response to the crisis assumed 
a coordinated effort, at times reservations on the part 
of individuals of particular denominations impeded the 
effort.

In the Maritimes a group of individuals took a 
determined approach to the task of maintaining a high 
standard of theological education. On March 11, 1969, at 
Holy Heart Seminary in Halifax, a group of 
representatives of Pine Hill Divinity Hall, King's 
College Divinity School and Holy Heart Seminary met to 
discuss the impending closure of Holy Heart and the



effect it would have on theological education in the 
Maritimes. They also met to consider further options for 
theological education in the region. Such a meeting 
could hardly have been envisaged ten years earlier. 
However, just as society was undergoing vast changes, so 
too were the churches.

Ecumenical cooperation in the area of theological 
education had been evident in Halifax for a number of 
years. Cooperation between King's and Pine Hill had 
existed as early as 1941. The Roman Catholic involvement 
in such ecumenical endeavors, however, was a fairly new 
occurrence, brought about by church renewal as 
promulgated by Vatican II.

The ecumenical approach to theological education was 
being advanced by the American Association of Theological 
Schools and the world Council of Churches, and in Canada 
by the administrations of the Anglican and United 
Churches. The Vatican II Decree on Priestly Formation 
also explored new and different approaches to theological 
education.^ Various reasons were put forward for 
cooperation, including the necessity to save money, share 
faculty and books, and create theological schools better 
suited to prepare ministers and priests for the changing 
world.^ Also, the United and Anglican Churches of Canada 
were involved in a series of union negotiations and at



this stage they were progressing well towards what some 
expected to be imminent union.®

Given all of these societal and ecclesiastical 
changes, and the expected closure of Holy Heart Seminary, 
individuals from the three institutions in Halifax set 
about creating their own amalgamation. What these brave 
individuals were about to undertake was— and still 
remains, as far as one can ascertain— a unique enterprise 
in North America, if not in all the world. It was to be 
an amalgmation not only of Protestant theological 
schools, but an amalgamation including both Protestant 
and Roman Catholic institutions. Several developments, 
including the retirement of the Principal of Pine Hill, 
Clarence Nicholson, set the stage for a formal planning 
procedure for a new school.

The three institutions all had lengthy histories of 
activity in theological education. The Roman Catholic 
institution, Holy Heart Seminary, had been established in 
Halifax in 1895 to prepare young men for the priesthood. 
Pine Hill Divinity Hall of the United Church of Canada 
was the successor of Presbyterian Church Divinity Hall 
founded in Pictou in 1820; in 1925, it had become the 
training centre for prospective ministers of the United 
Church of Canada in the Maritime Provinces. The 
University of King's College was established at Windsor,



Nova Scotia in 1789 and moved to Halifax in 1923 where it 
entered an association with Dalhousie University. A 
Divinity Professor had been first hired in 1807. In one 
sense, the origins of the new joint theological school 
can be found in the individual histories of these three 
schools.

The entity created by the merger of the three 
institutions in 1971, was, and is, the Atlantic School of 
Theology, an ecumenical graduate theological school, 
founded to train the clergy and lay people of the 
Anglican, Roman Catholic and United Churches of the 
Maritime provinces.

It is the purpose of this thesis to explore the 
creation of the Atlantic School of Theology (AST). In the 
quest for the origins of the school it is necessary to 
investigate the development of theological education in 
each of the three institutions to find out what led them 
to consider this new school, with particular emphasis on 
the 1960's and 1970's. In tracing the three paths, it is 
inevitable that at times they will converge. It should 
become apparent, nevertheless, that there were distinct 
elements in each institution that brought it to become 
part of this new enterprise. Included in the 
investigation of the three institutions will be an 
exploration of the various thrusts for change in



theoloqical education that had occurred and were still ^
occurring when AST was founded. D

Finally, an exploration of the actual formal 
planni :*q process is essential in order more fully to 
undcîrstand the motivations of individuals and groups in 
the creation of the school and why it took the final form 
it did.

As AST is a unique Maritime institution approaching 
the twenty-fifth anniversary of its founding in 1996, and 
is the major centre for theological education in the 
Maritimes it is important to understand why such a center 
was created in Halifax and if possible, how its creation 
relates to the history of the Maritimes.

There is little published documentation available on 
the origins of AST. A class paper presented by Dale 
Chisholm at AST on March 16, 1986, entitled "A Sturdy 
Image,” gives a brief account of a number of the events 
that led up to the formation of AST. However, as the 
paper uses mainly published sources, it does not cover 
all the negotiation process, nor does it give several of 
the individual and group motivations for the inception of 
AST. While attesting to place the events in the 
framework of Maritis» religious history, the paper does 
not consider the wider historical and theological 
framework. The paper is a pioneering venture into the



quest for the origins of AST, but there are many 
questions left unanswered.

Several short newspaper and magazine articles have 
been published in recent years about AST. The 
Sovasc^tlaa, on October 20, 1984, devoted its cover 
story, "Busy in God's World," to the develogment ol AST 
and its President at that time, l>r. Russe 11 nation. The 
writer, Ruth Tolmie, attributed the emeigence ol AST to 
the ecumenical raov^ent of the 1960's and the growing 
Jj^portance of social and behavioral sciences. She did 
not expand her hypothesis of AST's emergence or consider 
the planning process. Another article, by sue «aciAtxi, 
"Teaching the clergy the ecumenical way," appeared in the 
July 1987 edition of Atlantic Insight. This article 
focused on concurrent developaaents at AST and brielly 
rationed its founding.

Several histories of the original three institutions 
have tœen published. Holy Heart Seminary was the subject, 
of an anniversary publication in 1945, giving a factual 
and pictorial presentation of the first fifty years of 
the s^inary. Mention was also made of Holy Heart 
S^inary in The Cattolic Dicw^san Directory, 1935. Once 
again, this was a factual and not a critical analysis of 
the early yeaia of Holy Heart Seminary. J. Brian 
Hanington, in Every Pt^lsh Person, 1984, made scattered



rind britif mont ion of trath Holy Heart Seminary and AST, 
qivinq tiie reader glimpses of the creation of these 
institutions but once again little critical analysis or 
fittem{)t to place them in a wider context.

In respect to Pine Hill Divinity Hall, in 1970, an 
historical account for 1820-1970 was written by E. Arthur 
Betts former Librarian and Professor at Pine Bill, which 
provided basic historical information on which one can 
bane further research. John Corstcn's Twenty Years at 
Pine Bill Divinity Ball, published in 1962, provided a 
more personal glimpse of activities at Pine Hill during 
the author's time as professor there. It did give 
instances of early ecumenical ccKsperation and a brief 
account of the founding of AST.

The University of King's College has been the 
subject of several histories. King's Colima, published 
in 1865, was written by Thcmas B. Akins, the CïwœissioDer 
of Public Records. It gave basic historical data for the 
period 1789-1850. The University of King's College, 
1790-1890, published in 1890, written by Henry Youle Hind 
gave a factual account of the history of that tin».
Kill's Collect A CbroBicle, 1789-1939, by F.W. Vroom, 
Archdeacon of Nova Scotia and Emeritus Dean of Divinity 
<̂ t King's 0?lîeç», published in 1941 vas once again a 
factual account of the history of King's. All The



tton, The Story of A Colonial University, publisht'd in 
1972, was written by Mark DeWolf and Georqc Flie. it 
contained a brief factual and pictorial account ot Kinq'H 
history, dealing mainly with the 1789-1939 time ĵ huîikI.
It did contain information about ecumenical coopérai Ion 
between King's and Pine Hill during World War il.

Several social and religious movements were 
foundational elements in the growth of ecumenical 
cooperation in Halifax and were thus indirectly related 

to the origins of AST.® These include early ecumenical 
encounters primarily through voluntary agencies (1818- 
1666), the social gospel movement, and the development ol 
a worldwide ecumenical mov^ent. The motives of those 
involved in these ecumenical encounters were ctmfjlex.
For scaæ, ecumenical cooperation was expected to reunite 
the divided Body of Christ. For others ecumenical 
cooperation was an end in itself. Working together <>n 
Christian and secular endeavors was a way for these 
Christians to put their faith into action. They did not 
consider organic unity— that all denominations should 
become one— to be necessary. As well, not all Christians 
within the various denominations favoured ecumenical 
coopération. Many consictered their denomination as the 
"only true" one and strenuously avoided any contact with 
other denominations. This, in fact, was the official



stance of the Roman Catholic Church until Vatican II. 
However, individual Reman Catholics even in the early 
years did follow their own consciences and interact with 
members of other denominations.

The complexity of the motives of the individuals is 
related in part to the tenuous relationship hetMeen the 
Church and the world and the changing patterns in 
theological understanding that occurred as a result of 
this changing relationship. The Age of Enlightenment 
which arose in Europe during the 18th century was an era 
of

great intellectual awareness and activity, 
characterized by questioning of authority, 
creative interest in political and cultural 
matters, and emphasis on the experimental 
method in science.'

This "critical spirit" which arose from the Enlighten^nt
took root in the Victorian era and extended its influence
to religicHj through revolutions in thought by
philosophers such as those of the Scottish Comn»n Sense
School. Followers of this tradition n»intained that the
mind was naturally ordered "in such a way that certain
ideas (would) carry conviction to any rational,
unprejudiced person."® The mind by itself would
understand the truths; therefore, it was not n^essary to
question nature or its principles. For Christians these



iO

inherent truths were moral obligations, boliet in ckni and 
belief in iBacortality.®

The study of philosophy dominated Canadian education 
as it had Scottish education as Scottish-trained 
professors and i^igrants strove to {wrpetuate their 
culture in the New Land, in Canada this nwntal and smral 
philosophy “came to be used to enforce the arguments tor 
Christian orthodoxy," whereas in Scotland it was used in 
a more liberal manner.^® Future clergy came under the 
influence of this common Sense Philosophy in their 
college education and carried it forth with them to their 
parishes. The church members were thus influenced by 
this moral thought and it prompted them to cc«i®unity 
action in order to "moralize" the individual.

Conflict, however, existed betvœen the new critical 
thought and morality. Education was seen as the way to 
^xlerate and “discipline" critical thought. The ct̂ nnon 
Sense Philosophy provided the balance between science and 
religion while maintaining the moral principles oi 
society. One trained under these theories would contend 
“that his conclusions accorded with the best empirical 
science of his d a y . A s  one gathered information from 
the e^^riences of everyday life and followed his 
philosophical training "he wuld set forth his own 
convictions only after they bad been tested by....an
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appeal to his own inner nature...."^* Hathanel Burwash, 
chancellor and president of Victoria College, 1887-1913, 
rose to the challenge of science and biblical criticism 
by proclaiming that one used intuition to deduce the 
truths observed in science and in religion and he did not 
see than in c o n f l i c t . T h e  moral laws within the self 
would ultimately prevail once one observed these new 
things. The church responded to the challenge of science 
as CossBon Sense School meWwrs of the different 
dencæinations sought to "moralize" the individual.

The concern for moral living ttx>k root in the 
Evangelical movement of the 18th and 19th Centuries. The 
term "evangelical" was assumed by ftetbodists. Baptists, 
Presbyterians, Anglicans and Congregationalists in 
varying degrees.^* These people shared a cosaaon belief 
in individual salvation by way of an experience of 
"repentance and conversion" and used the Scriptures as 
their authority. Evangelicals differed in regard to 
e^hasis and details but shared a ccs^sn heritage, an 
emphasis on conversion and a holy life guided by the Holy 
Spirit.^® Grant states that: "there was general 
agreement....both that Christian faith was credible only 
when expressed in moral living and that SKsral living was 
possible only through sanctions provided by Christian 
faith.
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Evangelicalism by the 19th century had lx*ct>nH’ a 
•well-organized aov«nent."^^ individual conversion was 
cultivated as the immediate aim. The long-term goal was 
the Christianization of society.*'® The vision, however, 
offered little solace to the dispossessed. The final 
solution to the problems of the pcxar was a future 
eschatologies1 one: "a happy death or resigning oneself 
to untoward circumstances.”*'® Working-class religious 
education took place at the Sunday schools. Gradually 
these were used as tools by evangelicals.^^

Missionary societies, Bible societies and temperance 
swrieties were also used for evangelization purposes. 
Sectarianism was frowned upon as all dencmsinations were 
expected to be united in this major effort of 
conversion.Denominational cooperation was considered 
necessary to Christianize the globe. The evangelization 
SKSveaænt was narrow in its moral stance yet open in its 
ecmwnical approach. This again points to the complexity 
of the tx^ic at hand. Grant also points out that groups 
such as the Disciples of Christ and the Mormons rejected 
this style of evangelicalism.®^ Early voluntary 
organizations arose during this fwriod of Evangelization 
a W  under the influence of the Ccasmon Sense school of 
Miilost^hy.
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Dale Chisholm, in "A Sturdy Image," states that AST 
arose out ot a history of sectarian conflict.*^ It can 
be argued, however, that AST was a consequence not 
primarily of sectarian conflict but was symptomatic of a 
tradition of ecumenical cooperation that has deep 
historical roots in Halifax. In Halifax, for example, the 
Ladies' Benevolent Society in 1818 provided food, fuel 
and clothing to women of all denominations and continued 
to do so for over 45 years. In their annual reports the 
nuBüser of Catholics, Anglicans and Baptists they served 
was recorded. For example, in 1844, the society provided 
relief to 34 Roman Catholics, 29 Anglicans, 7 Baptists, 3 
Presbyterians, and 3 Methodists,^*

Early social action endeavors in Halifax reveal 
generally a non-sectarian and voluntary focus. Early 
denominational interaction was evident in 1772 in Halifax 
between Anglican priest Dr. Breynton and Catholic priest. 
Father Bailiy, although this appears to have teen purely 
on a tersonal level as Bailly was placed under the care 
of Breynton by Lieutenant-Governor Francklin. It was 
ruaraured that a Roman Catholic !%ss was celebrated at the 
Anglican church of St, Paul's by Father Bailly but this 
could not be substantiated.^®

The actions of the Ladies Benevolent Sroiety although 
voluntary were of an ecumenical nature and part of the
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aforementioned quest for a "moral" society. The Halifax 
AX)r Man's Friend Society, founded in Halifax on February 
17, 1620, is another exa^le of an early voluntary 
relief-giving organization. Eighteenth century voluntary 
organizations, still in operation in the nineteenth 
century, such as the Nova Scotia Bible Society, the 
Hicmac Missionary Society and the Protestant Alliance, 
also provided an opportunity for ecumenical ctxjperation 
am>ng Protestants.

By the 1850's, and with increasing frequency during 
the 1860'B and 1870's, Halifax was the locus ot action ot 
groups of social refor^iers who were interested in saving 
individual souls. These social reformers came from ail 
sectors of society, frcm the elite to the working 
class.Activist lay people, as well as trained 
religious, shared the cosown temperance banm*r.^^
Catholic social action in Halifax was carried out by such 
groups as the Sisters of Charity who arrived, in 1849 and 
established Catholic orphanages, hospitals and houses of 
refu^. Protestant denominational involvement in these 
crusades was evident with the appointment of G.N. Gordon, 
a Presbyterian theological student as Halifax's first 
city missionary in 1852. The mission, an 
interdencuBinational one, bad evangelization as its 
purpose; however, with exposure to the "ills" of the
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Blroftt th« missionaries soon called for a reform of the 
underclass. Finqard maintains that the mission was "an 
effective publicist," that it "performed an important 
icdjbyinq function," and "spawned, promoted or inspired a 
number of the specialist institutions...."®® And indeed 
a series of institutions was established to bring about 
this reformation of individuals. In 1852 ragged schools 
for slum children were established. In 1868 a House of 
Befugt? for Penitent Women was established in Halifax.
Its First Annual Re^rt stated that useful work such as 
spinning and weaving was necessary for the inmates in 
order to qualify them to work in the country. The wcmen 
were to be reclaimed in order to prevent an increase in 
new victims. The report also urged Christian vaiasen to 
visit the prisoners at Rockhead in order to "render that 
institution more conducive to the moral and religious 
improvements of its inmates..."®®

in 1875 a Women's Heme for Prostitutes, the Grove for 
the Inebriates, and the Infant's for unwanted babies
were established. All of these institutions were 
Protestant in denomination. In 1886 the Sisters of 
Charity ofæned a parallel organization to the Infant's 
Hob», the Hc^ of the Guardian Angel. Other institutions 
for the care of delinquent boys w r e  established; for 
Protestants in 1863 with the Industrial School and for
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Catholics in 1885 with St. Patrick ' n Indnwt rial Schiwil.
In 1867 the Anglican Church ot Halifax CHiahIlahcd a 
similar house for girls: St. Paul's Alras House ot 
industry for Girls.

Two fKjor relief agencies were cstabliKhetl in 
Halifax: the St. Vincent dc Paul Societ y, .1 rat hoiic
organization, ( 1653}, and the Association tot im}Moving 
the Condition of the Rjor,(AlCP), a Protestant 
organization established in 1866. Ecumenical toleran<x' 
was exhibited in the St. Vincent dc Paul's exjn«•hhsoii ot 
appreciation of the work of the AlCP and the Airp did not 
discriminite in its relief of the Catholic

Co-operation between Protestants and ratholich in 
Halifax during this time period occurred pripwirlly in 
conjunction with the schools and the visit ing Dispcnnary. 
"The public school system had accommcxlaLed t;epfiratr 
schools within one ccxamon acteinistrative st ruc;i ure.
The Visiting Dispensary maintained a non-denr>roinationa1 
focus. It qperated upon the principle that the iMnesH 
and disease of the poor was not sectarian but were 
inevitable due to the fallen state of humankind.

Early social action in Halifax was thus characterized 
primarily by parallel social action movements on the part 
of Protestants and Catholics. All shared the view that 
the customs and life of the underclass were unacceptable
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and that individualn must be saved in order to save 
society as a whole. This led to mutual tolerance and 
scm*e cooperation. In their quest for salvation of the 
Individual these early refo»mere believed the poor were 
in their present state because of their own actions and 
not because of any actions of the state or co^unity. The 
early history of ecumenical cooperation in Halifax 
reveals the conwon goal of salvation and uplifting of the 
individuals of the underclass towards a Christian world.

The rise of the scxrial gospel, a movement c' 
prt^rcssivc individuals seeking to reform society, was 
diverse in its goals and origins. Stme have seen it as a 
conservative movement, directed at ameliorating the 
abuses of Kxiern capitalism but leaving power relations 
undisturbed, but as Ernest Forbes points out the use of 
the terms conservative or radical must be ai^lied 
cautiously as conservatives %fere as esgjhatic in their 
quest for a new social order as radicals were to theirs. 
Sc^ social gospelers demanded a new socio-ecomxsic 
system while others sought to reform society within the 
capitalist system.

The urbanization and rise of the working class that 
accompanied the develogamnt of industrial capitalism led 
to a shift in fcxrus of the religious imralists fr<m the 
poor to the working class. As well, closer contact with
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the poor through voluntary sgencios in thf 1880’a and 
1890's created "e more sympathetic view of the situation 
of the p£wr."®* Some reformers realized that it was not 
the individual's fault that she/he was tnx̂ r or ill. The 
culprit was instead identified as coissercial interests 
and was expanded in seme cases to the capitalist system 
itself.^® Itore long-term solutions were being sought 
and the attention of certain reformers shifted from 
salvation of the individual to the salvation of scwiety. 
As Grant stated; "a fair nuW^er of writers in the 
religious press were prepared to move beyond band-aid 
reaædies and expressions of solidarity to a search I or 
long-term solutions.

Previous successes in evangelization and country 
wide building programs on the part of the various 
dencMsinations gave the Christian denominations confidentrc 
that their ideals could be realised. This new form of 
Christian social action becanm ’’increasingly 
collectivized under the impulses of industrialism and 
urbanism,

Wider actions and thoughts of Americans, Kurofioans, 
and British influenced the Canadian social qospt̂ l. 
further influences included: "reform Darwinism, Biblical 
criticism, and a new jxjsitive view of the state."®®
%cial gosi»lers maintained that society was moving
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t,ow«rdü a new social order, a ccKsperative enterprise 
mwle;ffd on Lhc* Gospel of Jesus Christ. The preachers 
bectisip like prophets of the Old Testament, criticizing 
the new industrial era and its injustices, and in many 
cases calling for a radical change in society.**

These actions were similar to actions of secular 
reformers motivated by the Victorian's quest for 
regeneration and a perfect society. Victorians were 
concerned with the perceived im>ral degeneration of 
society caused by industrial capitalism, the rise of the 
working class and urbanization. Victorian reformers 
wished to regenerate the moral society and perfect it.
Sin was no longer associated with the individual— -it was 
society that was ill and needed reforming. Social 
gostHjlers sought legislative reform as a means of 
reconstructing society.

In the Maritimes the social gospel manifested itself 
in a large Prohibition movement. Drink was seen as a 
major evil of society and various types of social ills 
were attributed to it. Social gospelers felt that by 
eliminating drink the ills of society such as disease, 
crime and social injustice would be eradicated.*® In 
Halifax, a Catholic Total Abstinence and Benevolent 
Society founded by John Higginbothan on February 2, 1857,



?0

"in order to make a strong and united eftort against the 
soul-destroy ng vice of intemperance.

After 1900, additional denominational groups such as 
the Church of England Temperance Assr>ciation and the 
Rman Catholic League of the Cross were in evidence.*^
The various temperance groups eventually amalgamaird to 
form the Nova Scotia Temperance Alliance to seek 
legislative changes to enforce prohibition.

Another organization established to deal with 
intea^rance and other social ills was the Social Service 
Council of Nova Scotia. This council "included 
representatives of all the major churches, the formers' 
associations, organized labour and boards of trade.
The interaction of the various denominations in the 1ight 
against int^perance and later in the fight lor moral 
reform legislation brought individuals of the various 
den<^inations in closer contact. Although temperance 
organizations were non-dencaninational in the early phase 
of social action, eventually Christians of all major 
densminations joined in the fight for Prohibition 
legislation.

The Prohibition movement was not the only focus of 
social gospelers. Major denominations (except Catholic) 
joined together in 1907 to form the îtorai and Social 
Reform Council of Canada,renamed the Social Service
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Council of Canada in 1914. The aim of this group was to 
prcmwte social service by legislative and educational 
^ans. Christian denc»oinations such as the Presbyterians, 
Methfxiists and Anglicans each had their own social 
service councils. Individual churches also held meetir^s 
to discuss the economic and social pzt^lems of the new 
age.

The Anglican Church in Halifax was host to the 
Canadian Church Congress in 1910, at which the subjects 
of worker abuse, social Darwinism and socialism were 
discussed. Although no definite conclusion was drawn, and 
only a minority of Anglicans were concerned with Baking 
definite changes in society, E.A. Pulker ^intains there 
was a recognition that "economic conditions were often a 
factor behind the more obvious social e v i l s . I n d e e d  
Halifax Anglicans became influential in this guest for 
social reform through the Jtoglican Church's larger social 
action body, the Council for Social Service. Canon C. W. 
Vernon, a graduate of the University of King's College, 
Windsor, Editor of the diocesan paper and Organizing 
Secretary of the Nova Scotian Diot^san Mission Board 
became General Secretary of the Council for Social 
Service.

The Ronmn Catholic church although not part of the 
inter-denœninational bodies previously mentioned did have
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Its (Mm social gospel reformers. it was particularly 
influenced by Leo XIII and Social Catholicism, in 1891 
Leo XIII prcmaulgated his encyclical mermm mmunsa 
concerning the conditions of the working class. This 
encyclical was interpreted variously by conservative and 
radical groups. It %ms important because it provided an 
owning for K)re progressively minded Catholics to join 
in the social gospel reform of the tinæ. social 
Catholicism became m>st evident in Itova Scotia in the 
Jtotigonisb Movement of the 1930's. No information has 
surfaced as yet to give evidence of this level of social 
concern being expressed in Halifax during the social 
gospel era.

The cpiest for a Christian society was carri«l into 
cultural life as reformers sought to control the marais 
of scîciety. Concern over reaching the working class and 
retaining the young ^adbers of their congregations caused 
the creation of church sponsored activities. These were 
helpful as well in controlling the increased leisure time 
which it was felt needed to be amnitored so it would not 
be used in an inappropriate manner.*®

It can be argued that the Social Gospel Movement 
provided an avenue for greater communication among the 
various religious dencaninations in Halifax. Cooperation 
in the fight against intemperance led to increased
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cooperative action in attacking the larger social 
problems of society and pushing for legislative reforms 
such as old age pensions. These Christian sfxzial 
reformers were influenced by past evangelization 
attesçts, newer worldwide mov«aents and the Victorian 
quest for a regeneration of society. Eventually the 
Social Gospel failed to achieve its dream of social 
reform as it wrestled with the horrors of the World War I 
and the ensuing Depression; its utopian view of 
restructuring society had failed. In their quest for a 
new society, the religious reformers allied themselves 
with the state to obtain legislative reforms such as old 
age pensions and began a process of state intervention 
into the lives of working class people that still 
continues today.

Worldwide ecumenical efforts also had their effect on 
Halifax. The first organized effort toward wrldwide 
ecumenism occurred at a conference held in Edinburgh in 
1910. Different dencmainations caa» tcither to discuss 
mutual problems and differences in relation to missions. 
The International Missionary Council was foraæd in 1925. 
This mission branch of the ecus^nical iKwement <ras 
followed by a social and ethical concerns branch in 1925 
when a Life and Work Conference was held in Stockholm.

The major concerns of this conference were the
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social problems resulting from World War I. issues such 
as capitalism, social rights, and Bolshevism were 
discussed. The third branch of the ecumenical 
movei^nt, the doctrinal debate, was initiated at the 
Faith and Order Conference held in 1927 in Lausanne, 
Switzerland. At 1937 ecumenical conferences at Oxford 
and Edinburgh the formation of a World Council of 
Churches was proposed but outbreak of war postponed its 
develOj^ient until 1948 when the three branches were 
incorporated into the World Council of Churches. Dr. C.
M. Micholoon, Principal of Pine Hill at that time, was 
asked to attend the founding meeting of the World council 
of Churches in /tosterdam.̂ "̂  Prior to the establishment of 
the however, Canadian churches established the
Canadian Council of Churches in 1944.

The Rtman Catholics were refused permission by the 
papacy to attend the early ecumenical meetings as the 
Roman Catholic church maintained it already had the unity 
that tAe other groups were striving for and that these 
groups were trying to reach unity by too easy a 
co^rc®ise by accepting the lowest common dencmsinator. By 
1939, however, Pius XII in his encyclical SuaoBi 
pcmtificatœ was m^re positive about the ecumenical 
œ w M » n t  and "ackmowl^Iged the good will of the 
Protestants."** Father Paul Couturier in the 1930's
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introduced the Ctetave of Prayer for Christian Unity and 
separated Christians began to pray for reunion and for 
one another.

Vatican II opened a new era for the Rmman Catholic
church in ecumenical dialogue. The insular view of the
Catholic Church as the true church changed to the Church
as the Pecqïle of God. The attitude bad changed from one
of preservation to one of unity.

For reunion to take place, the docu^nt 
(The Decree on Ecm^nisa) stated, there 
must be willingness to learn frc^ one 
another, to become mutually enriched 
by each other's treasures, and to 
grow together.

Vatican II opened the way for shared prayer and worship, 
joint cooperation and collaboration on scholarly issues, 
common use of buildings and facilities, shared Bible 
study groups, cooperation in social issues, and 
cooperative theolc^ical ventures such as Atlantic School 
of Theology.®® Archbishop James Bayes of Halifax becare 
directly involved in the ecumenical iKsvement and 
encouraged his diocese to do the same.

In Atlantic canada, the first organized ecumenical 
gathering was held at ftount Allison University in 1951 
under the auspices of the Canadian Council of Churches. 
Conferences were held at Mount Allison in 1953 and at the 
University of Kill's College, Halifax, in 1955. Following 
the conference at King's in 1955, Canon H. L. Puxley,
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President of King's, i»?ved that the Atlantic Ecumenical 
Council be foruæd*®^

Ecusænical dialogue also occurred in the 1950's when 
professors fr(%a Acadia, King's, and Pine Hill met 
aiq>roxiiMtely eight times a year to present papers and 
for discussions. These early dialogues formed the basis 
of the Faith and Order Cmmission of the Halifax- 
Oartmouth Council of Churches, in 1961 H. L. Puxley was 
instrumental in forming the Halifax-DartaKjuth Council ol 
Churches. The «Ajectives of the organization were: to 
give expression of fundamental unity; to provide an 
agency for conference, consultation and ctMason planning; 
and to tmrk with the Canadian Council of Churches and the 
Canadian Catholic Conference. Initial membt?rship 
included Anglicans, Baptists, Lutherans, Disciples oj 
Christ, Presbyterians, Salvation Army, and United Church. 
The Roman Catholics officially joined the Council in 
1970. The Council was composed of four ccmmiissions:
Faith and Order; Missions and Evangelism; Christian 
Education; and Stxrial Relations.®^ The Faith and Order 
Cwamission was at its inception composed of clergy and/or 
professors and only in recent years have lay people been 
involve. The first available notation of Reman Catholic 
involv^^nt was at a meeting held on April 6, 1965. On
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February 6, 1967 Father Hoffman presented a paper at the 
Faith and Order r^eting.*^

Halifax was the site of a unique ecumenical 
cooperative venture in 1917 which came about as a result 
of the physical destruction caused by the Halifax 
Explosion. During the explosion, the churches in the 
North End of Halifax were extensively damaged. Janet 
Kitz argues that a by-product of the explosion was 
religious tolerance as people of different faiths were 
brought tc^ther in tempwrary shelters on the Exhibition 
Grounds, the co^K)ns and the Garrison Grounds. Grove 
Presbyterian Church and Kaye street ffôthodist Church 
congregations united in a “temporary building at the 
corner of Young and Gottingen Streets" on Harch 17, 
1918.®^ The united congregations used this building for 
nearly three years; “for a short time Anglicans and 
Catholics attended service there, waiting for their own 
churches to be rebuilt."®® This shared wartir^ disaster 
experience assisted ectm»nical ct^iunication between the 
denominations,

The individuals, clergy, professors, and students 
involved in the ecumenical efforts in Halifax prior to 
1971 through the various social and religious movei^nts, 
as well as the shared disaster experience, laid a solid
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School of Theology could be built.

The creation of parallel institutions for relict, 
health care and education by the individual 
denominations, the cooperation concern]nq the Visitinq 
Dispensary and the schools acfciiniatration, provided 
demmlnations with a ccmexin purpose to redeem the 
underclass in the name of Jesus Christ. They also 
provided op^rtunity for seminal ecumenical contact . The 
poor were not religiously discriminated against as 
organizations did not differentiate between denominat ions 
when piroviding relief. Building on this early 
cooperation, the Social (hsspel ^tovement provided further 
opportunities for discussion and work between the various 
religious denominations, prohibition and the quest, for 
reform legislation brought both Protestants and Catholics 
together. The desire for social reform saw the creat ion 
of local, provincial, denominational and national 
councils of sw:ial service.

What had began as minor ecumenical contact in 
the early 1800s in Halifax had developed by the 1970s 
into greater cot^)eration— including the field of 
theological education. Changing philosophies of 
theology, the rise of biblical criticism, scientific 
analysis, ami sociology coupled with political events
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Huch as the world wars and economic depressions all 
affected the type and amount of ecun»nical contact that 
occurred. For seme, dencmiinationelism was considered to 
be the road to Christianisation of the world; for others, 
organic union was the only ansvwr. Nevertheless, with a 
solid foundation of ^ n y  years of ecumenical cwperation 
the trust built sufficiently to cwasence negotiations 
for a new ecumenical graduate school of theology in 
Halifax.

Having established a firm foundation of ecumenical 
coc^eration in Halifax, this thesis will trace the 
developments in each of the three founding institutions 
as each one sought to meet particular crises in the 
education of its clergy. It will also trace the 
developments in the central administrations of these 
institutions as they sought answers to their problems. 
This thesis will consider worldwide changes in 
theological education that affected the various 
dencminations. Finally, it will consider the formal 
planning process, and will continue to relate the 
founding of the Atlantic School of Theolc^ to its 
Maritime roots. These paths will be followed in onier to 
uncover the origins of the creation of this particular 
aspect of %iritime culture as a result of the Church of 
God being active in the world.
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Chapter 1

m & Y HSAST S S nffiU tT  TO ATLANTIC SCTOOL W  I^S O U N IT t 
REASON FOR CBJORSE IS  WmOH CATffîïLXC TSœ OX^ICJIL
smfCÂTXtm IS  tb s  a t la s t ic  ^ m s c s s  X895 w  1970

One of the three founding parties ot Atlnntic 
School of Theology was The Roman Catholic frpiscopal 
CoriKJration of Halifax through its institution, Holy 
Heart Theological Institute. The Institutf was set up 
after the closure of Holy Heart Seminary in 1970 "to 
carry on the Seminary's name and to provide resources to 
strengthen and develop Christian education in the 
diocese.,..

Holy Heart Seminary was established in 1895 by the 
Congregation of Jesus and Mary (the Eudists), at the 
request of Archbishop Cornelius O'Brien, for the pur;x)se 
of providing theolc^ical education to candidates 
preparing for the priesthood in the Maritime regitjfi.̂
The Council of Trent in 1563 had initiated legislation 
for the erection of seminaries in every diocese for the 
purgwse of training clerics. Holy Heart Seminary 
continued the education of priests in the Maritime Region 
for the next seventy-five years, closing in 1970. On May 
4, 1970 Archbishop James Hayes announced the founding of
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Holy Hoart Theological Institute "to coordinate all 
present and future theological education prograaw of the 
RcHnan Catholic Archdiocese of Halifax." ^

It will be the purpose of this chapter to trace the 
developments of this particular founding party frtxs the 
early beginnings of Raman Catholic theological education 
in 1875 to 1970, with particular ^phasis on the years 
1965 to 1970- A major question one must ask is: What led 
Holy Heart Seminary to its closure after 75 years of 
theological education in the ïfâritime provinces and 
provided the impetus for the venture in ecumenical 
theological education?

A survey of the newspapers at the time of Holy 
Heart's closure leads one to ascertain that the closing 
was initiated due to financial difficulties, to a decline 
in enrollment and to "a general uncertainty as to the 
appropriate form of training required for priests in the 
current age of the c h u r c h . T h e s e  were indeed relevant 
elements contributing towards the decline, but they must 
be explored in light of the social revolution of the 
1960's, Vatican II,and the financial basis of Holy Heart 
Seminary. Seminary education was in a state of crisis 
worldwide and at Holy Heart pushes for changes were 
occurring frc^ seminarians and faculty. The faculty
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shortage at Holy Heart is an additional factor which must 
be explored,

FrOTi 1895 to 1914, the Eudist Fathers gave 
ecclesiastical education both to their own scholastics 
and to the seminarians of Halifax and neighboring 
dioceses.^ After 1914 the Eudist Fathers sent their own 
scholastics elsewhere and frcxn 1914 to its closure. Holy 
Heart Seminary assumed the education of the diotresan 
clergy of the Maritime Provinces, and occasionally those 
of Newfoundland.

Holy Heart S^iinary served as an interdiocesan or 
regional SMiinary without an official agreement 
desIgnatii^ it as such.® The Eudist Fathers assumed 
financial responsibility of the seminary when it oponinl 
in 1895. In actuality, the Council ot Trent had given 
"rather minute directions,....about how to raise revenue 
for the seminary's support.,."^ It appears trcm the 
afor^entioned Points for an Agreement that the Eudists, 
up until 1965, had assurod a large percentage ot the 
financial responsibility of Holy Heart.

A deficit was evident as early as 1919.® In 1920 
the Archbishop of Halifax, at the suggestion of the 
A{x»tolic Delegate, allowed a collection to be taken up 
in the churches of the archdiocese, but considered this 
collection to be an act of charity and made no cojwBitmr*nt
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for future collections.® Donations of such items as a 
sprinkler system and donations towards the building of 
the Sisters' convent had been given by the churches, but 
the Eudists considered these donations as acts of charity 
and not as making a ctaaiitment to finance the 
institution.^® The Bishops of the Dioceses did not 
consider Holy Heart Seminary— and indeed, it never 
received official sanction to be— a regional or 
interdiocesan s«ninary, and thus they were not trf̂ ligated 
to sup^rt it financially.

The Eudists continued to arrange financing for Holy 
Heart Seminary with the help of government grants, 
donations, mass stipends, and the s^inarians' tuition 
fees (which were provided by the dioceses) until 1965. 
Deficits were acknowledged as early as early as 1919, and 
in 1947 the deficit of $13,000 was absorbed by the 
Eudists.

It apgæars frc» all the available documentation that 
the Eudists dealt with the deficit as best they could 
until 1965. On October 18, 1965 a letter was sent to the 
Bishop by Leger Conæau, Rector of Holy Heart
stating that just as other educational institutions were 
in a financial crisis so was Holy Heart and the deficit 
for the year 1964-65 was evaluated at $47,326.37.^^ 
However, as the Eudists did not actually receive the
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salaries which must be entered into the official accounts 
to be submitted to the government, the actual deficit loj 
1964-65 was $19,151.08. This deficit was assuauni by the 
Eudists out of capital funds. In the aforementioned 
letter. Father Ccmeau stated several reasons for the 
acute financial crisis; the high cost of living in 
Balifax, the increase in salaries of non-Eudist 
professors and lay personnel in the teaching and 
administration of the seminary, and the decrease in the 
number of seminarians to 65.^^

The Bishops of the Maritiaœ Provinces, at their 
meeting held in %%ne on November 17, 1965, agreed to 
cover the existing deficit of $20,000. This dwision 
was brought about in part because of the requirement t»i 
Vatican II that a regional or inter-diocesan seminary Ih* 
established whenever a diocese could not provide its fiwn. 
The Bishops also contended that as the seminary was 
bilingual it could be a sæans of establishing "friendship 
and understanding between Acadian and English speaking 
priests. " Financial statements prepared by H. ix rnand 
Nadeau for the years ending June 30, 1966, June 30, 1968, 
and June 30, 1969 show official deficits of $89,669.63 
for 1966, $95,519.56, for 1968, and $77, 995.07 for 1969.

Having established that the Seminary did have a 
sizable deficit, it is now necessary to examine the
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reasons why this situation occurred. There is no doubt 
that the rising costs ot maintenance of the vast s^inary 
complex accounted for so^ of the deficit. However, more 
importantly, it should be noted that the number of 
Eudists available as professors had decreased amd more 
money was needed to pay for lay instructors and diocesan 
priests who were acting as professors. As late as in 
1964/65, there were 8 full time professors at Holy Heart 
and all were Eudists. However, in 1969/70 there were 15 
faculty (ctxnbined full and part time) but only three %fere 
Eudists.

The reason for the declining nimber of Eudists as 
professors can be correlated to the decline in the number 
of seminarians. Too few were entering seminaries and 
subsequently becoming professors. The enrolls^nt at Holy 
Heart Seminary in 1960/61 was 70. In 1965/66 the 
enrollment had drqpped to 66.^® However, by 1969/70 Holy 
Heart's enrolli^nt had plummeted to 23.^® The loss of 
s«ainarians, of course, meant the loss in revenue to the 
Seminary.

The question of why young men were not entering the 
seminary was not one confined to Holy Heart, but was a 
much larger crisis. A review of literature published 
during the mid-60's reveals that the seminary was in a 
state of crisis in many parts of North As»rica. John
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Webster Grant has entitled this era, the “Itocade of 
Parent". indeed, society was in a transition period
and much unrest was manifest because of the transition. 
Change was the element of the day and the church was not 
in isolation. Grant maintains that, “realization that 
Christendtsn was dead, even in Canada, dawned with 
surprising suddenness in the 1960's— at stme time during 
1965, for m«my p e o p l e . I t  was a time for questioning 
and criticism and many Christians rejected their faith. 
Except for conservative evangelicals, recruiting for 
church work fell sharply and, in addition, ministers, 
priests and religious left their positions in rising 
n u m b e r s T h e  anti-establishment trend of the sixties 
coupled with the growing attitude of questioning and 
criticism led to a marked decrease in vocations to the 
priesthood and thus Holy Heart as well as miiny other 
seminaries experienced a drastic reduction in the numix̂ r 
of students.

A pr®aiere event that affected the seminary and also 
contributed to a decrease in the number of candidates to 
the priesthood was Vatican The second Vatican
Council opened on October 11, 1962 and ended in early 
December 1965. John XXIII, Angelo BoncalH, called
for an end to the antitheaas and the creation of a new 
era in the Church. He wished the Church to ex^rience an
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an updating that w>uld put her in contact 
with the contea^rary world— that would give her a new 
self-awareness.*^

Reforms in the Roman Catholic Church had occurred 
earlier, such as Pius XII's “public though guarded 
approval of nxxlern methods of Biblical study. Divim» 
hfflMte Spirita was signed by Pius XII Septesâier 30, 
1943. The focus of this papal cfcscusent was to encourac^ 
an up to date and scientific SR>roach to Biblical 
study.** An encyclical of Leo XIII, ftarum Bovaruai, in 
1891, was one of social reform which was followed in 1931 
by Pius XI's Qs^bragasiam Anso regarding the 
reconstruction of social order.

In respect to ecumenism, in 1952 a Catholic 
International Conference for Ecusænical Questions was 
foundM. And in June 1960, John XXIII announcal that a 
Secretariat for Unity would be established.*^ Thus, it 
could I» argued that Vatican li in many instances vets a 
continuation of reform already b^un both by preceding 
pontiffs and by Catholics throughout the world.

The question that arises consequently is, tdiat 
factors of Vatican II would cause a decrease in the 
ntsdær of seminarians at Holy Heart Sasinary? Vatican II 
brought many changes to Holy Heart seminary. It is not 
the purpose of this essay to sake a study of all the
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Changes brought aî»ut by Vatican II nor to make a study 
of the various decrees. It is i^^ortant, nevertheless, 
to point out those decrees which aK)st affected the 
operation of Holy Heart and also affected its interaction 
with the ccwraunity of Halifax. The constitution on the 
Sacred Liturgy, the Decree on Priestly Formation, the 
%cree on Ecumenism, the Decree on the Ministry and Life 
of the Priests all contributed to major changes at the 
S^Binary. It was, however, the constitution on the 
Church and the Pastoral Constitution on the Church in the 
*0dern World that were the two key documents from which 
"flow all other dtxzuments," including those stated 
previously.^ % e  constitution on the church examined 
the nature, the mystery and the mission of the church in 
the light of the Gospel and Spirit of Jesus Christ while 
the Church in the ffexlem World considered the church "in 
her concrete and historical character in her continued 
incarnation in the wrld and in t i m e . T h e  changes 
i^ich to Holy Heart seminary as a result of these
docu2%nts were in keeping with the realization that "to 
be in the world is of the very nature of the 
Church...(and)...to live in the world and to be an 
ins truant there of Christ is the very nature of 
p r i e s t h o o d . I n  order to train the priest for this new 
role, adaptation and reform occurred.
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Father Martin Cnrrie, a seminarian at Holy Heart fr^ 
1964 to 58* in a personal interview* spoke of the vast 
changes that occurred while he was at Holy Heart 
Seminary. He stated that when he entered the Seminary in 
the fall of 1964 the system was fairly rigid. The moral 
theology* dt^^tic theology and canon law books were all 
written in Latin. The casscKrk was obligatory every day. 
tfeals were eaten in silence, and he was only allo*md to 
leave the Seminary on Thursday afternoons and had to wear 
a clerical collar and hat.^*

The next year, however* with Vatican doctnsents i^ing 
signed, changes lœgan occurring. Father Currie maintains 
that it was a ti^ of transition and it was both a 
wonderful time and a difficult time for students, 
professors and priests. They were not sure hav drastic 
or how quick the changes should be made. Many of the 
chants, however, %fere welcoï^d. The discipline iras 
slackened and there was s»re talk of the spirit of 
community and of individual freed^. In the classrotm* 
many textbwks were changed and the educational abroach 
chan^d as well. Instead of just having the one texüwok 
per course the seminarians were now required to 
Kfditional readii^ on other authors and other tlKS%s.
Many of the Ixxiks were now in English. T M  style of soaæ 
classes changed from the lecture format to the smainar
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format. The seminarians were being encouraged to 
question and once they began reading a variety ot authors 
Father Currie mintains they began to discover everything 
was not as it had always seesed. with Vatican It the 
other authors %wre now consictered to have credibility.
The manuals of scholastic logic had previously been used 
to provide priests a version of Roman Catholic doctrine 
that was highly systematized.®^ Now theological dialogue 
and the awareness of secular academic disciplines as well 
as other denominations and other religions was 
encouraged.®®

The entire makeup of student gx*pulation at the 
aginary was also changing. By 1967 most students at 
fely Heart were not seminarians.®* That year saw an 
enrollment of 53 seminarians while 10 lay men and wcmmn, 
60 Sisters, and 20 priests were also enrolled.®® Women 
were at Holy Heart not only as students, but also as 
librarians, receptionists, secretaries— and there was 
one woemn professor, Miss Diane Wyer.®*

With all the changes that occurred in the seminary 
the seminarians found it difficult at times. The major 
change to saying Mass in English while being a welcraae 
change at the same tiro created problem. The 
Archdiocese of Halifax hired an elocutionist to teach the 
priests of the diocese how to say Mass in English.®® The
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BPBinarianfi who for three years of their four-year 
program had been studying with the Intention of saying 
Mass in Latin and with the different focus of the role of 
the priest in the Church in raind had to change their 
focus not just in relation to the language hut also to 
the now role of the priest as one not separate frrm 
society but one involve with the whole Pe^le of (%d.

The Church with Vatican II hecMie a Church of the 
people in the world. ïteny of those who might have entered 
the seminary began to question their actives in the light 
of the new role of the priest. "The more a seminarian 
defines the priest's role in secular terms, the im>re he 
is opt to reject celibacy and intend to marry..."®*
Also as the lay people became more involved in the 
Church, prospective seminarians perhaps felt they too 
could becmne involved in the Church in these lay 
activities that vsre opened up with Vatican II and could 
be a good servant of God without beetling a priest. 
Seminarians began to question the structure of the 
institution itself and their relationship to it. Vatican 
II attested to diminish the hierarchical approach to 
ministry, and the priest and the pec^le of G<xd were nom 
considered at least in theory to be equals. For sime of 
those conte^lating a vocation to the priesthood, this
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lose of status may have caused them to reconsider 
entering the seminary.

As the enrollment figures point out, Holy Heart 
did have a drastic decline in the number of seminar Ians 
following 1965 for amny of reasons stated alxwe. indeed, 
it was not just the prospective seminarian that was 
involved in contM^lation of this new approach, as the 
question of seminary reform was also widespread, in 
1966, Th# Sati«Ml Catholic Bdtæatimial Association 
Bnllatio published a series of articles on Curriculum 
R e n e w a l . B y  1968 an institute on Seminary Renewal had 
lœen held in Toronto.*® evidence In neveral documentH 
found at the Archives of the Archdiocese of Halifax 
points to the push for seminary reform on btîhalf of the 
students, faculty, and administration,*^

The time of Vatican II was a difficult time for many 
but according to Father Barry Wheaton, Professor at Holy 
Heart, it was also a time of euphoria.** Vatican ii had 
not only brought changes to theological education and 
priestly formation, it had also brought changes to the 
Church's approach to Ecumenism. Holy Heart Seminary as 
early as 1964 Iwgan co<^>€ratinq with the united t.'hiirch 
and the Anglican church as s^inarians attended 
ecuBmnical workshops.** Other ecumenical advances were 
l^ing made in Halifax as Archbishop Jaa»s Hayes, at that
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Lim« Rector of Saint Mary’s Basilica, developed an 
eruswfnicfli Ktudy group for Protestant and Catholic 
clergy, "to pray, study, discuss, and debate theological 
matters of common relevance.These early ecumenical 
instances did not, of course, contribute to the closure 
of Holy Heart Seminary. They are, however relevant to 
the path that Roman Catholic theological education took. 

In examining the evidence thus far it does become 
clear that the major factor in Holy Heart's demise was 
the critical financial situation which was brought ai«5Ut 
by the decline in enrollment and the shortage of 
available Eudist professors, which was a direct result of 
the turmoil of the sixties and anti-establishment 
attitudes as wel1 as the change in focus of Vatican II 
and the different role that seminarians wuld assume when 
they became priests. It can be concluded that the Eudists 
would have had more capital allowance to fall back on in 
times of financial crises if the dioceses had contributed 
to the deficits at an earlier time. Nevertheless, with 
the drastic drop in enrollment caused by the changing 
focus of Vatican II and the anti-establishment attitudes 
of the sixties it would appear even for the Eudists and 
the Bishops of the Atlantic Provinces alternative 
arrangements were necessary. The expense of upkeep for
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the large seminary cc®plex was too great for both the 
Eudists and the Bishops.

It appears from the evidence available that in 1967
the first step was made by Holy Heart Seminary in the
quest to maintain a high level of theological educat ion
by obtaining a part time professor frcm Saint Mary's
university for dogmatic theology.**® At a meeting ol the
Bishops of the Atlantic Provinces on November ?0, 1968 no
mention was made of any crisis situation at. Holy !ie<u t
although the question of deficit was discuss«Hi. Hy
February, 1969, however, a point had been reached where
the future of Holy Heart Seminary was being discussed
very seriously. At a meeting held in Halifax on February
24, 1969!

The questions of finance and a 
shortage of qualified faculty were 
discussed at length together with 
the proposal that the Seminary 
might enter into some kind of 
ecumenical cooperation with Pine 
Hill Divinity Hall {United Church) 
and King's College Divinity Faculty 
(Anglican)

It ag^ars that the crisis had finally reached its p<?ak 
at Holy Heart due to the lack of available professors, 
the extrenœly small number of seminarians, and the 
failure to maintain an adequate level of theological 
education.*^ On February 25, 1969 faculty and student 
representatives met with a committee of Atlantic Bishops
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regarding the future of Holy Heart Seminary. The students 
response was favourable in regard to a continuation of 
the Seminary with ecumenical co<^eration. "They envisaged 
three separate houses for Catholic, Anglican and United 
Church students with ccNMion courses in sr^e subjects."^® 
The refKJrt presented by the students at this næeting is 
very articulate and far-sighted in its approach to 
theological education. The students saw an amalgamated 
ecumenical centre as one that %rauld be positive for the 
Atlantic area and could "adequately train {^rsonnel to 
meet the needs of the Atlantic Church."*® The students 
definitely felt that a seminary was needed in the 
Atlantic area and that it could be construe as an effort 
of the Church to "assist in overcoming existing problems 
in this area.*®®

Following the February 24th meeting. Father Leger 
Corneau arranged for representatives of Pine Hill, and 
King's to meet with Holy Heart representatives on March 
11, 1969. The crisis situation of Holy Heart was 
discussed along with the possible cation of closing Holy 
Heart. This was greeted with dismay by the 
representatives of King's College and Pine Hill. They 
stated that indeed this was not just a crisis just for 
Holy Heart but was also one for theological education in 
the Maritimes.®^ This meting, like that of the students,
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was one of far-sightedness and a genuine concern for the 
future of theological education in the Maritimes. Those 
present foresaw a possible cessation of all seminary 
training in the Storitii^s in their denominations due to 
pressures for centralization and felt that the ministry 
r^juired for the Church in the Maritimes could not "be 
satisfied by sending students to RK>re highly urbanized 
areas with different prcrfolems.As well, the 
r^resentatives expressed fears that candidates for the 
ministry sent elsewhere to be educated might not return 
and an exodus of qualified people could occur. The 
representatives of Pine Hill and King's College made it 
very clear that short of cco^rcmising their own 
traditions they would be willing to do virtually anything 
to help Holy Heart survive and also assist in improving 
"our csxmnon service to the Christian coamunity of the 
area.

The report went on in detail to enumerate the 
various advantages and disadvantages to such an 
undertaking and concluded that a proposal should be set 
forward for the establishment of a "professional school 
for Educating the M i n i s t r y . T h i s  decision would not 
have seemed out of the ordinary to these representatives 
as joint faculty gatherings, as well as the joint student
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gatherings had been occurring for a number of years and a
genuine spirit of fellowship had developed aiming

At the meeting of the Atlantic Bishops held on March
20, 1969 a discussion was held regarding the Mrits of
entering into such an ecumenical relationship for
theological education, in response to Archbishop Skinner
who asked if another positive solution besides ecumenical
cooperation could be found to retain Holy Heart

Father Comeau replied that Holy 
Heart Seminary could be retained as 
it is but only at great cost.
Desirable or necessary services could 
not be provided for such smll numbers 
of students. He also said that 
qualified Professors might be 
attracted to an ecumenical project but 
not to a small group. In answer to 
Bishop Hayes, Fathers Co^au and 
Wheaton felt that an ecumenical 
project of this type is the coming 
thing in theological education. They 
saw it as a means of revitalizing the 
Church in the Atlantic Provinces.®*

It is important to point out that ecumenical ventures in
theological education had by fWirch of 1969 already been
considered in Toronto.®^ The meeting concluded with a
decision to consult the priests of each diocese and
submit to them three resolutions: to continue Holy Heart
and have the dioceses assume the deficit; to have Holy
Heart enter into an ecumenical entity; to close Holy
Heart and send the s^ninarians elsewhere. The Halifax
Priests' Senate met on March 27, 1969 and passed a motion
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to consider a new seminary building, possibly at Saint 
Mary's with possible theological education coojwrat ion 
being considered with Pine Hill and King's.®®

On March 20, 1969 President Henry J. Labt?lle, ot 
Saint Mary's University had written to the Atlantic 
Bishops and Eudists with an offer to have an Eastern 
Canadian institute of Theolc^y erected on S*tint Mary's 
cfuapus which could have housing and place of instruction 
for candidates to the priesthood. Label le concludtrd that 
the Nova Scotia Grants CtMsnittee would probably welcome 
■the centralization of the three seminaries of Hoiy Heait , 
Pine Hill and King's and might possibly provide linancing 
for an academic building. It was the intention of 
Labelie that the buildings could occupy space on the 
foraær Stanfield property at the foot ot Robie street.®® 
At the Bishops Meeting of March 20, 1969 no decision was 
n»de on this proposal.

On April 17, 1969, the Reman Catholic Bishops oJ l hĉ 
Atlantic Provinces met in Ottawa to discuss further the 
proposal of ecu^nical theological cooperation. Eormfil 
approval was given at this meeting to the project of 
theological cooperation that had arisen as a result of 
dialogue with the Theology Faculties of Holy Heart, Pine 
Hill and King's. The Bishops foresaw courses in Roman 
Catholic systematic theology being taught by visiting
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Profc-SHors from the Jesuit Theology faculty at Regis 
College, Toronto. The initial fields of ecumenical 
cooperation were expected to be Sacred Scripture and 
Pastoral Training.^ Archbishc^ Ja^s Hayes added a 
persona] note to this letter stating that he was “very 
pleased with the decisions that have bean taken," and 
felt "that the future of theology education and 
ecusænical activity" was "along the lines that this 
project will qpen up.

On May 4, 1969 a meeting was held at Holy Heart 
Seminary concerning the operation of the Seminary for 
1969/70. It was announced that a committee of the three 
theology faculties had been formed and would begin 
meeting May 8, 1969 to set up a curriculum to be put in 
place for September, 1969. Discussion followed 
concerning the n e W  for a new residence in the event this 
project succeeded and mention was made of selling the 
Seminary to Saint ftery's University. Bishop Hayes did 
not think they could sell the building to Saint Mary's at 
this point in the year but it might be possible by 
September of 1970. This meeting concluded that the 
Eudists would oj^rate the Seminary for another year and a 
council composed of Bishops, professors and students 
hrould meet each HKjnth to help with the administration.
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On September 1, 1969 it was publicly announced that a 
united faculty for ministerial education would be created 
in Halifax.®^ At that time a provisional cmmtKin timetable 
and curriculum were put into place. "Students and 
professors from the three theological schools aie now 
being exchanged freely..."®^ it is clear from this 
article that those involved saw this development as a 
step towards the final goal of establishing a federation 
of theological schools as "was started in two cities in 
the United States two years ago, and nine theological 
institutions in Toronto had accepted similar plans this 
fall.'®® A Schedule of courses for First Year Thi*ology 
for the Fall Seroster, 1969 found in the Holy Heart 
Seminary Project File at the Archives of the Archdiocese 
of Halifax shows clearly the integration that occurred 
with coordinated classes being held at the three 
locations. On November 27, 1969 at a Joint Faculty 
!%eting coaœœn examination evaluation standards were 
adopted.

Holy Heart Seminary continued to operate as part of 
this ecumenical group. It becomes apparent, however, 
from the available cfexrumentation that by January, 1970 
decisions were being made regarding the future role of 
the Eudists in the operation of the Seminary itself, in 
a letter of January 23, 1970 from Archbishop Hayes to
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Atlantic Bishops Po v b t , Burke and HacNeil, the fact that 
a different contract was being negotiated between the 
Eudist Fathers and the Diocese of Halifax became evident. 
Also mentioned was a paper prepared by the s^inarians in 
regard to the future of the seminary.** In the 
s^inarians' Draft of the Brief on Wucation Towards 
Ministerial Priesthood discussion ensued regarding the 
changing role of the priesthocKi in light of Vatican IX. 
They also suggested that the former St. Mary’s Convent 
building on Barrington Street be purchased and be 
renovated to house a Catholic Theological Centre for the 
purpose of educating the general public, for housing a 
library and ro<ms for study and seminars as well as 
providing apartments for theological students on the 
upper floors.**

A Seminary Faculty meeting was held on January 26,
2 970 and a request was matte to Archbishop Hayes by the 
Rector, Leger ctaieau, that several points be added to the 
agenda for the ujxrtMJing Board of Regents meeting, 
included among them discussion on the future of 
Seminary.*^

At the Board of Regents roeetii^ held in February 
1970, a final draft of the aforementioned saainarians' 
brief was presented as well as a report by the Acadanic 
Ccmaaittee of Holy Heart Seminary. Frtxn these reports it
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is evident that tx>tb students and faculty saw the neetl 
for further changes, not only in the life of the 
seminary, but in the curriculum as well. Arising trc®» the 
Academic Co^ittee's report, discussion ensued as to the 
possibility of further affiliation of Holy Heart with 
Laval. Holy Heart had affiliated with Laval University 
in 1964 for the purpose of obtaining Pontifical Degrees 
in tbeol(^. Holy Heart Seminary had had its own 
University Charter since its inception to grant dt*qrecH 
in philosophy and theology.®® it was concluded, however, 
that further affiliation with Laval wuld not be possible 
due to changing academic requiren^nts of Laval, and am 
Laval's Dean of Theology had not answered letters frcsn 
Holy Heart.®®

The end result of the meetings and submission of the 
various reports was made known in a letter from 
Archbishop Hayes to the Bishops on March 3, 1970. After 
seventy-five years of educating candidates for the 
priesthood in the Maritime region. Holy Heart Seminary 
was to 1% closed. The reasons for the closure were as 
stated earlier: financial crisis due to the drop in
enroilj^nt, and the uncertainty regarding the future ot 
priestly education. However, the Board of Regents 
reco^^nded that the Holy Heart Seminary Corporation be 
continued and that the ecumenical project undertaken be
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carried on in the hqpe of eventually establishing a 
theolt^ical institute. A rectxmendatlon was suide as well 
to approach the Institute of Pastoral Training to utilise 
their resources in the field of pastoral education, in 
order to maintain the right to offer degrees, it was 
rect^eronded that Holy Heart Seminary Corporation 
continued as a legal entity. iBS^diate plans were being 
^ d e  to send present students to other seminaries to 
ccmiplete their courses. On March 11, 1970 it was 
announced to the public that Holy Heart would close its 
ckxars at the end of the current academic year. According 
to the Kail-Star, Father Cc^au stated that the six-acre 
property on Quinpool Road would be sold.^®

Before the official end of the sminary year, it was 
announced by Archbishop James Bayes of Halifax that Holy 
Heart Theological institute would 1^ formed to coordinate 
the theological education programs of the Archdiocese of 
Halifax. The Institute %#ould take residence in the old 
St. Mary's Convent Building on Barrington Street and Rev, 
Lloyd Robertson was appointed administrative director of 
the institute. The ecumenical program with Pine Will and 
King's would be continued by the Institute as well as 
cot^ration with the Institute of Pastoral Training.
The library of Holy Heart Seminary with approximately 
15,000 volumes was transferred to the Theol^ical
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Institute with the exception of a rare book collection 
which was sent to Chariesbcurg, Quebec, and a number oi 
items of Acadian interest which were sent to College Ste. 
Anne. At one point in the negotiations with the Kudists 
mention was made that the library was to be taken out of 
the area. However, the local Eudists were in agreement 
that the volume should be left in Halifax and eventually 
this was the decision that was

Ftcm the beginning of Roman Catholic theological 
education at Roly Heart Smsinary, the institution had 
experienced financial problems and the Eudists in their 
quest to provide for the seminarians assumed the deficit 
cut of their capital funds and with the support of 
ch>nations until 1965. With the advent of Vatican 11 and 
also with the turmoil of the sixties, the seminary 
ex{%rienced changes that would eventually lead to its 
closure. The renewals of Vatican II brought not only 
physical changes to the seminary but also intelitfctual 
ones as the Eudists engaged the seminary in a proi:ess of 
renewal and update. The Eudists sought ways to maintain 
their high standard of theological education by having 
professors from Saint Mary's and Regis College teach 
courses. They also hired diocesan priests when their own 
Buj^ly of professors diminished due to the lack of 
vocations. Eventually, however, due to the high cost ot



59

maintaining these new faculty and the increasing 
maintenance costs on their large property, with a drastic 
decrease in enrollment for the reasons discussed earlier 
plus the critical evaluation of seminary education, Holy 
Heart was forced to close. Vatican II's degree on 
ecumenism, hcAmver, had oj^ned the way for ecwwnical 
c<K}peration in theological education with other 
denominations. The cooperation with Pine Hill and King's 
College which began under Holy Heart seminary continued 
under Holy Heart Thwloglcal Institute and the Institute 
continued to work tmfards a coordinated ecumenical school 
of theology. It cannot be said that Roman Catholic 
theological education in the Maritiros has led a passive 
existence, ^th the students and faculty, particularly 
with the attitude of criticism, questioning, and openness 
of Vatican II, have been active participants in the 
change, renewal and eventual direction of theological 
education in the Atlantic region. That theological 
education has been shaped in part by the needs of the 
MaritiB* region has becos^ apparent by the submissions of 
the faculties and the students. Because the Church of God 
is active in the world, the theological education of her 
priests becwiws a function of the world. For seventy- 
five years Holy Heart Seminary educated candidates for
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the priesthood and adapted to change under the guidance 
of the Holy Spirit.

After the formation of Holy Heart TheolugicaJ 
Institute, of its faculty members— Father î.loytl
Robertson, Father Barry Wheaton and Father Tom Mab**y, 
along with Archbishop James Hayes and othors--conti muni 
the ecumenical cooperation with Pine Hill and Kings.
This paved the way for their eventual involvement in the 
planning process including committees and task forces for 
Atlantic Schwl of Theology.
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Chapter 2

nos AmewcAW clbi»! z» m%VA scotxa
FRtSf K Z W S  0 0 ^ . ^  DIVIMITZ Sf^XK, TO ATLANTIC SCHOOL (HT

A second founding party of Atlantic School ot 
Theology was the Anglican Church of Canada— Dioceses of 
Nova Scotia and Fredericton— through its institution, tht' 
University of King's College, which included King's 
College Divinity School. The move to the Atlantic School 
of Theolc^y was a climax to a long history ot adaptation 
to change and adversity which King's and the Anglican 
Church of the Atlantic Provinces experienced in order to 
have their clergy educated.

It will be the purpose of this chapter to trace the 
education of the Anglican clergy in Nova Scotia 1rom 1789 
to 1970, giving specific emphasis to the period of the 
1950's and the changes that led King's College Divinity 
School to bec<me part of Atlantic School of Theology. 
Particular attention will be paid to five main concerns: 
the establishment of tradition at King's and the 
institution's att^pts to maintain this tradition over 
the years; the fluctuating financial concerns at King's 
and the drop in enrollment at the Divinity School; the
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push lor change in theolc^icel education in the sixties 
outside the Anglican Church of Canada as vreli as 
internally; the ecumenical climate at King's with 
particular emphasis on the faculty and students; and the 
Anglican response to church union negotiations with the 
United Church of Canada.

The tradition of King's College in including s^inary 
education in its curriculum was evident frtxa the early 
beginnings of the institution. Following the AB^rican 
Revolution and the influx of 35,000 Loyalists to the 
Maritimes, live loyal clergyuÆn wrote to Sir Guy Carleton 
concerning problems acquiring education for their sons; 
education in Great Britain was too expensive, and 
education in United States colleges carried the threat of 
"dis-loyal" interests. They felt the need to establish a 
seminary where the "true religion" could be taught— the 
Church ot England tradition.^

Bishop Charles Inglis was the force that led to the 
establishment of King's College and the choice cf Windsor 
as the site for the new college. It was considered to be 
an ideal central location and it was far enough away from 
the port of Halifax that "distractions" of the city would 
not affect the students.̂  By 1789 land was purchased and 
the legislature passed an Act for the "permanent 
establishment and effectual support of a College at
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Windsor." The college was also granted L4D0 a year for 
maintenance by the provincial government.^ A further 
L500 was given to purchase a site.* Plagued by lack of 
skilled stone masons to "dress the stone blocks and raise 
the walls aksve the second floor....the decision was made 
to complete the building with wood" on the Windsor site.® 

The early King's was also beleaguered by staffing 
prohibas. For example, Bishop inglis had to resort tu 
ordaining his nephew, Archibald Inglis and appointing him 
interim President,® Some parents even removed their 
children because of the discouraging re|»orl.s alxjut the 
professors and the College.^

By 1802, King George III had granted King’s College 
a Royal Charter. Prior to that time King's had maint ained 
an "academy" status and could not grant detjrees. The 
©svernors ap^inted under the Charter adopted statutes in 
1803 which contained a resolution requiring all student s 
to sign the Thirty-Nine Articles of Religion of the 
Church of England upon entrance to the college.®
Governors Elowers, Kentvrorth and Croke "were the most 
determined to make King's exclusively for Anglicans."®
The students who attended the college before the Î803 
Statutes, had been mainly Church of Scotland or Anglican; 
however, a few Methodists, Baptists and Presbyterians 
also attended the early King's,^® Bishop inglis was not
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in aqreefl^nt with the Ckivernors in regard to the 
resolution and secured a cm^romise that signing of the 
Articles would become a reguirfflaent for graduation 
instead of entrance. Bishop Inglis wished the College to 
tæ “the nursery for a native clergy" and hoped that 
dissenters entering the college might eventually Wcome 
Anglicans.The Governors, however, circulated the 
Statutes unrevised and for «any years the general public 
was unaware of the revision. Even with Inglis' 
coâ rofflise, the college was now virtually closed to 
dissenters; although they could attend they could not 
receive a degree. This exclusive approach to education 
was not uncommon at this time. Brian Cuthbertson 
maintains that "belief in sectarian control of education 
was as firmly entrenched in the United States— and of 
course in England--as in Nova Scotia....(and) the 
colleges had as their primary purpose the education of 
candidates for the ministry.

At King's College in Windsor, traditions ^ r e  in the 
process of being made. Close coomunicatioo was 
encouraged due to the actual construction of the college. 
Formal s^al was held in the Craim>ns Hall at 3:00 p.m. 
with fom^l drees. The Oxford mxiel of education was in 
evidence with Classics, Hebrew, Hath, Theology, Science, 
and Natural History being the courses taught.
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Originally* Bishc^ Inglis intended that King's wuld not 
be a formal seminary, but would be “a nursery for a 
native clergy, and the only religious instruction in 
the 18th and early 19th centuries consisted ot attending 
liturgy and reading a list of books prescribed by bishop 
Inglis.^* The President was to be an Anglican 
clergyman. The professors, however, could be of any 
Protestant dentmination as long as they did not teach any 
dœ;trine that was “repugnant to the British 
Constitution."^^ Bishop Inglis originally wanted 
prospective clergy to study theology in England but this 
proved impossible due to distance and expense.^® The 
first mention of an actual Professor of Divinity came in 
1807, with the appointment of Charles Porter as President 
and Professor of Divinity. During his tenure as 
President, John Dart not only took on this post of 
Professor of Divinity, but also created "a divinity 
school with both a programme and student body separate 
from the traditional arts degree c u r r i c u l u m . T h e  
divinity school was to provide "theological instruction, 
and a diplœia, to individuals wishing to enter the 
priesthood without taking a

Financial concerns at the early King's became 
particularly evident with the withdrawal of provincial 
ÇK^err^ent grants in 1881. According to Henry Roper
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King's endowment had initially been very successful when 
a money-raising scheme was instituted In 1854. This 
scheme included the selling of "ntmination" certificates 
for tuition fees. "Eighty nominations were sold, raising 
$32,000."^® As the years progressed, hcmmver, tuition 
fees were raised and those with "nomination" certificates 
did not have to pay the increase. This led to a decrease 
in the initial endov^nt. "By the IBBO's the asKSunt lost 
to the college through the nomination sche^ far exceeded 
the sum raised in 1854."^® The lack of funds led to the 
inability of King's to broaden its curriculum.

The early college at Windsor had experienced 
financial prt^lems as well as changes in professors and 
curriculum and yet maintained elements of its tradition 
despite these changes. February 5, 1920, however, proved 
to be a fateful day for King's College that would bring 
further adversity and change to King's and a challenge to 
the maintenance of its tradition.

It was a cold unowy winter day when fire broke out 
in the central building at the college. Frozen water 
hydrants caused many delays and the central building was 
destroyed. The College, nevertheless, carried on in 
te^Ktrary quarters and the &»rd of Governors decldW to 
rebuild on the old Icxration. On Hay 12, 1921 Lieutenant- 
Governor Grant laid the cornerstone for the new college
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and c^imlsm aWunded as enrolment increased and a 
financial campaign was mounted.

The financial caa^ign was not successful but the 
Governors not yet ready to face defeat, appealed to the 
Carnegie Corporation of New York for assistance.^* The 
Carnegie Corporation, bc«#ever, was curious as to the many 
appeals it had received from the Haritia^ region with 
respect to education and decided to send a Ctmmission to 
investigate education in this area. In i^ril of 19??, the 
Ctx^issioo recc^mended a university of the Maritime 
Provinces to be located in Halifax.

Due to the severe financial situation at King's, 
brought about in large part because of their failed 
endotment scheme and the loss of government grants, the 
Board of Governors decided to accept the Carnegie of1er 
of $600,000 to move to Halifax with the stipulation that 
the college would raise $400,000 itself for now 
buildings. The move became a reality, although tour 
extensions were needed on the time limit for raitiing the 
$400,000.** Those who were devoted to King's although 
disappointed by the move to Halifax chose to accept jt 
and carry on King's traditions in the new location.**

King's ^lleg^ was established at Halifax and its 
degree-conferring power was held in abeyance in favor of 
Dalhousie University, except for Theology— the Divinity
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School would continue. The Arts and Science faculties of 
King's were coaWoined with those of Dalhousie,*® King's 
was now part of a non-sectarian institution. Carnegie 
Fund Inixme was set aside for King's staff salaries ami 
endowments; enrolment and residence administration were 
under King's control.** On Septei^r 1, 1923 the Terms 
of AsscKiation with Dalhousie were signed. Eventually 
the residences were constructed in a similar manner to 
those in Windsor. Formal s^als were continued. % e  
University Alumni Association established in 1846 and the 
Alexandra Society established in 1902 to provide funds 
for the Divinity School also continued. King's bad once 
again faced adversity and change and adapted to the n»ve 
to Halifax and further financial problems while 
maintaining many of its traditions including the right to 
educate its clergy.

The college had initially been established to educate 
all citizens of Nova Scotia and in the early years before 
the resolution requiring signing of the 39 Articles of 
Religion of the Church of England as previously stated, 
different de new i nations— ali»it in Mwxll numbers—  
attended the college. With the signing of the Agreement 
with Dalhousie in 1923, King's became assi^iated s»re 
directly with people of other dentminations. Lord 
Dalhousie had established Dalhousie University for "all
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intended ...for those would-be students exrUided frtsi 
King's College on the basis of religious toleration."^®

By World War II, actual damminational ccx^mrat ion 
between King's College Divinity School and Pine Hill 
Divinity Hail was evident with shared classes and 
residences due to the appropriation of King's by the 
Royal Canadian Navy as an Officers' Training 
Establishi^nt. It ag^ars that stme contact between the 
two seminaries continued after the war for by 1958 both 
seminaries were involved with Acadia in the founding ot 
the Institute of Pastoral Care, and members of the 
faculty of both institutions attended interfaith 
discussions groups and the Faith and Order f.cmmission in 
Halifax. Other ecumenical contact apparently occurred in 
respect to actual classes as RayuK>nd Cunningham, in his 
unpublished autobic^raphy states that while attending 
Pine Bill Divinity Hall after World War II, he had as an 
Old Testament Professor the wife of a profestor at King's 
College.*®

The 1960's ushered in another era of financial 
crisis and change to King's and to the Anglican church, 
which wuld severely challenge King's traditions and the 
institution's «üsility to adapt to change. The turbulent 
sixties brot^ht with them financial crises and an
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cvf'nt ufj] <1rop in «enrolment.. The sixties era also 
inf'lijrif'd ehanqes in the focus ot theological education—  
not just Irxrally, but also nationally and 
j nternat ifjnal ly— and greater ecumenical cooperation on 
the part, ol 1 acuity and students at King's. In addition^ 
t h'* resunipt :on of fermai talks on union between the 
Anglican Church of Canada and the United Church of Canada 
occurred.

Financial problems at King's College as a whole 
w, re not.ed in the Diocesan Synod Journal of 1962 as it 
was st at ed that King's was starting its second campaign 
tor tinancial Hup̂ rfjrt in the pasr elgrt years. Previous 
to that time no appeal tor funds had been made since the 
move to Halifax from Windsor in 1923.'*̂  By 1964 
enrolment in the Divinity School had dropped to 23 {it 
had ri.st?n to 29 in 1962 from 20 in 1960) and fi.iances at 
the university as a whole had reached such a state that 
1’res i dent , H, D. Smith, in his address at encaenia warned 
Anglicans that they had Iretter wake up as they were in 
danger of losing Ki'g's,^^ Bishop V.’.W. Davis stated that 
King's had a long history ot overcoming financial 
problems in order to offer young people a good education 
.tnd called on the Church— both people and parishes to 
supfxnt the university. The 1964 Diocesan Synod Journal 
cites the immediate debt as $350,000 with approximately
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$1,100,000 outstanding on the three new bniIdinqs.^^ My 
1965 greater cooperation between universities was 
suggested by the Diocesan Syntni in order to avoid 
overlapping or duplication and to improve Iinances.

The Bladen CcatOTission on Financing Hiciher Kthicat ion 
in Canada published its report in 1966 and its 
recommendations proved to be a saving factor t inam ial ly 
for King's. In 1966/67 the per capita grants [km student 
were doubled and the tinancia] picture was much In jghtej 
for King's. Nevertheless, the University (liants 
Committee of Nova Scotia urged Dalhousie and King's to 
work out a closer relationship to avoid over J.ippi n<j and 
wastage of resources.Concern was expressed by Jaeuliy 
and students at King's that “thtî historic place o} out 
Divinity School must be preserved.

By 1968/69 the Divinity School had nine (ull-tiine 
theological students and three lull-time Divinity 
Professors, The financial crisis for t he universit y as a 
whole had been solved, but dec Ii ning enrolment in ihe 
study of theology was a serious conrrein and one "shuied 
by practically all (theological) col leges and semi naileu 
in Canada."'® Enrolment concerns .it King's were coup;ed 
with lack of availability of adequate Divinity iacuiiy.
In 1969, R. E. Reeve transferred to bishop's ColJeijo and 
a replaccent could not found. in .addition, in 1970
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r.w.F. stone died and another faculty position was 
vacant. Fred Krieger was eventually hired in August, 1970 
Together with the Dean of Divinity, John Bibbitts and 
ProfesKor Rodney Stokoe he constituted the divinity 
faculty at King's prior to formal negotiations for the 
!ormation of Atlantic School of Theology.

During this time ot drop in enrollment and financial 
crisis at King's, theological education as a whole was 
occasioning much criticism— internationally, nationally 
and 1oca11 y not just in the Anglican Churcn of Canada but 
in most major denominations. Theological education as a 
whole was undergoing major changes. As early as 1956 the 
American Association of Theological Schools in the United 
Stales and Canada, with the support of $65,000 from the 
Carnegie Corporation of New York, commissioned H. Richard 
Niebuhr to do a study of theological education in the 
üniitHi States and C a n a d a . T h e  World Council of 
Churches at the New Delhi Assembly in 1961 (attended by 
the President of King's, H.L. Puxley) called for an 
ecumenical inquiry on the training of the ministry 
(proposed as early as 1954) and this was established in 
1964 as a Study on Patterns of Ministry and Theological 
Education with Steven Mackie as Executive Secretary. The 
purpose of the study was to explore the theological 
LHiucat ion of ministers taking into account the role of
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future variations in the work of ministers,^® As a 
result of the study Mackie concluded that the rhurelies 
must regard the current questioning ot the traditional 
patterns of ministry and theological educat ion as one ot 
the many ways in which God was speaking to the (hurrh. 
Secondly, he concluded that theological educat ion had to 
be discussed in relation to both clergy and l a i t y . T h e  
focus of theological education was changing from just 
education for the clergy to education tor the laity as 
well. The report pointed out also that, changes in society 
necessitated changes in t ; education of clergy. 
Theological education neet. J a practical elf̂ Btent. in 
this new era, theological education needed to be 
ecmwnical. The study realized that vesttHl interests 
could make any change quite difficult but still 
maintained that theological education could be condur ted 
on an ecumenical basis. The report recommended that 
theological education be conducted in a univ*?rsity wh<*ie 
there were more adequate educational resources and 
standards and where theolc^ical education cf̂ uld achieve a 
certain independence from church control in order to 
obtain open inquiry and not dogmatics.*®

The World Council of Churches study gave two models 
for cooperation in theological education. The iiist mf*deJ
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t.h*; wrrc proposed was the union or integrated college
where ri merger of colJeqes occurs but sjæcific
ct>ni r i bu fions of the various participating dencminations
art; emphasised. The second model, the federal or
federated college, would see separate schools come
tfiqether to share educational resources while maintaining
their separate identities. Federated ecumenical
schools were evident in Canada before 1945 and
th<K>Joqical education had been studied by Dillenberger
and Handy in 1959 and by Charles R. Feilding in 1966.^^

The General Synod of the Anglican Church of Canada,
aware of the worldwide reflection on theological
educat ion, and concerned with the economic viability of
m,iint.aininq ten Anglican theological colleges (although
in actuality only nine colleges were in active operation)
requested that a study be undertaken in this regard. Due
to financial difficulties the ctxmmission was not
appointed until the Autumn of 1967. The General Synod of
1967 slated:

That this general Synod directs the committee 
on Theological Education to inaugurate enquiry 
of each of the theological colleges recognized 
by General Synod as to its standards, needs, and 
value to the Church as a training college for 
candidates for Holy Orders, and other ministers 
of the Church; and in particular to undertake 
a t borough study of the economic and academic 
efficiency of maintaining ten colleges for this 
purpose' and to report their findings to the 
next meeting of fteneral Synod.
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Recoimendatione from Thoolc^ical education for tho
70's, the report published by the General Gynvni el t he
Anglican Church of Canada focused on making the seminary
more relevant to the society of the 1970's and thus
making the priest's role more relevant in the ehamjing
society. It was felt the seminary needed t o aeguai nt the
priest with Canadian life and proimjte diaUwtue with the
"secular c i t y . T h e  members of the comai t tee st at ml
that Anglican theological education must, shift forus t rom
the "conventional, traditional, res|>ectable’ to a "new
image of mtxiern Anglicanism, with an eeuimuiieal concern
and orientation."^® The report did not comiemn the
traditional approach to theological education, but did
emphasize that new directions would add <jr<mt ly to the
quality of theological education and consequently {o t lie
ministry. The report also statfKi t hat the s<*nii nar ies
had a unique role in society:

theirs is the job of helping men and
women first to know Christ, and then to 
understand and to interpret to others.... 
what this knowledge can contribute to a 
society....of nurturing the knowledge 
of Christ....through the encounter with 
society..,.

In order to meet this goal it was felt that the 
seminary's curriculum had to be reshaped to (jive hum,:;: 
communications a central emphasis, to provide the
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clinical-pastoral experience, and to prcHMte theolc^ical 
perspectives for secular careers and situations.^®

To assist in the transformation of the seminary 
curriculum the report recommended a change in methodology 
of theological education. New styles of communication 
and methodology included: a modification of the lecture
system with sugi^sted readings being available 
beforehand; a wider use of the group method such as 
seminar, debate; an increase in the use of independent 
study; less accent on formal grading procedures and 
terminal formal examinations; education in sensitivity 
communication and group dynamics; more use of the weekend 
or week-long institute; the creation of institutes of 
clinical-pastoral training (which had been evident in 
Halifax as early as 1958 with the creation of the 
institute for Pastoral Training); and the reshaping of 
chapel services to provide more ccamRunicavion of life and

AOlove. ^
Ihe General Synod report also called for continuing 

education tor the clergy in order that they might have 
"continuing insight into modern society; continuing 
assistance In renewing their own sense of personal 
wholeness and of dialogue with God; and continuing 
renewal of the grasp of theological doctrines
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The Report proposed an ecumenical cluster for the 
Atlantic provinces: “an Atlantic School of Theoloqicul
Studies,"®^ which could possibly be centred at Dalhousie 
and use the faculty of King's, Pine Hill, Saint Mary's 
and perhaps Acadia to conduct the theology courses. The 
C(%mittee envisioned that as the cluster took concrete 
form the buildings at King's could be used as the central 
"base of operation." In calling for this Atlantic 
school, the ccamittee recognized "an urgent need in tht? 
Atlantic provinces for a strong and dlversif ic?ti program 
of lay training, and for continuing education tor clergy 
of all denominations."®^ It was felt that the faci1ities 
at Pine Hill could possibly be used for "ecumenical 
activities in the areas of lay training and continuing 
education."®® It should be noted that nowhere in the 
report does the General Synod Committee recommtmd the 
“union" model of theological schools but rather seems to 
focus on the ecumenical cluster or federation model.

The Cc^mittee acknowledged that unlike in the Uni ted 
Church of Canada, there was no national Board of Colleges 
for the Anglican Church and that “none of the 'Anglican' 
seminaries really is controlled by the national Church 
herself.'®^ As such, the committee was quite aware that 
the colleges did not have to adopt the recrjiranendations if
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thoy did not choose to. Nevertheless, it hoped they 
would.

Concern over the training of divinity students was 
f-xprossed nt the Diocesan Synod in 1965 with the Bishop 
Htni.inq that considerable variation in opinion regarding 
thooitjtjical education was being expressed in Church 
Newspapers and related b o o k s . T h e  Report of the 
co{i«iittee on the Bishop's Charge expressed concern that 
the Church's theological tradition be maintained in the 
Men of changes in the meaning and value of traditional 
modes of theology and in relation to ecumenical 
entkîavors. In this regard they resolved that a special 
committee be established to "discuss the aims and methcxis 
of theological education and report their findings to 
synod.

In respect to theological education in general, the 
Diocesan Ccxssnittee, noting the increasing provision for 
the study of religion in Canadian universities, 
rocomended extension courses be made available to all 
who were not full-time university students and that 
clergy and laity have the opportunity for post-graduate 
theological studies. The Committee suggested that these 
could be attained by undertaking further cooperation and 
pooling of resources by the theolt^ical schools in the 
Maritin^s.^^
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The second focus of the Diocesan report on 
theolc^ical education was the professional ministries. 
Stating that improvement of theological colU*ges was ot 
utSKjst importance and that this should involve a 
reduction in the nuMser of colleges, the ct'smsi ttee 
reconmtended ongoing discussions with Baptists, Reman 
Catholics, and members of the United church ot the 
Atlantic Provinces with the initial goal being the 
pfXtling of resources. The establishment of a post­
graduate theological faculty in the Maritimes that eon 3d 
be accredited by the American Association o( Theoitu|ic<il 
Schools was the long-term goal recommendation oJ the 
crmmittee. fânphasis was put, however, on the 
maintenance of the autonomy of King's within this u<>w 
asscx:atlon, to ensure that the Anglican traUition would 
ite maintained.*®

The Diocesan report recraimiended a broad and ! loxibîo 
curriculum to meet the needs of the Church and the 
talents of the individual candidates. No longer should 
the curriculum be just "parish-orientated" as the clergy 
were now serving in a wide variety of new “sjm’cjalist" 
roles such as hospital chaplains and thus needed ijCMtU r 
training. This new type of training would caJ1 for a 
larger institution because a small college could not 
provide the diversification of training necessary.^’ In
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conjunction with this diversification of training, it was 
acknowledged by the Diocesan Ccmmiittee that theological 
education needed to continue to dialogue with the modem 
world in order "to achieve an integration of the 
theoretical and practical...."®®

Finally, the Diocesan Comaittee stressed the need for 
refresher courses, sabbaticals, and special courses to 
provide a wide base of continuing education for the 
clergy. They felt that the development of team 
ministries would make this type of education more 
accessible to the clergy as one priest could fill in 
while the other took leave.

Theological education was therefore being studied 
internationally, nationally and locally. The 
reccmauendations of the various reports, studies and 
consultations appear to be similar. The need for 
theolc^ical education for the whole church was stressed 
with the contention that it should be ecurcnical if at 
ail possible and that it should contain a practical 
element such as pastoral training. All three reports 
called for a change in curriculum to keep pace with the 
changing world. Included in this was a recommendation for 
a cc^mon basic curriculum with specialised courses. In 
regard to theological education for wCTsen, the 
international report made no distinction between
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theological education for males and females, Mackie 
pointed out that "Since many churches now ordain women, 
wo^n students take their places beside men in their own 
r i g h t . A s  the Anglican church in canada did not btHiin 
ordaining women until the 1970's, the General Synod 
Report does acknowledge the purpose of theoUnjical 
colleges to “help men and women know Christ*.®^

The three reports also contend that seminaritw should 
be fewer and larger and that attention should l>e paid to 
the “cluster" plan. It is interesting to note that 
although the World Council ot churches report calls lor 
either union or federation groups, neither the General 
Synod Report nor the Diocesan Synod Report reconmend the 
union model. In 1970 the General Synod of the Anglican 
Church of Canada appointed the Venerable u.i». Wutney, 
National Consultant on Theological Education lor the 
Anglican Church. He was to cooperate with 
representatives of other Churches and t.heolotjjcai 
colleges with the goal of developing the ecumenical 
dimension in theological education as extensively and 
quickly as {Kjssible, including dialogue with Roman 
Catholics.®®

While the various coaraittees were preparing their 
re^rts. King's College Divinity School was responding to 
changes in theological education on a practical ir-vci.
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John Hihbitts, Dean of Divinity was active on the 
committooa for theological education both at the local 
and national level and had attended meetings in Canada 
and the United States in this regard. At King's as 
was stated previously, ecumenical cooperation in 
theological education had occurred during World War II. 
And since that time ecumenical cooperation in theological 
crducation had accelerated in an attempt to provide the 
l«?st iheolc^ical education available for King's students 
to meet the changing tiaws. Professor Rodney Stokoe of 
King's was appointed by the Nova Scotia Government as 
part-time Chaplain for the Nova Scotia Hospital after 
being nominated by the Halifax Ministerial Association in 
1961. His work would entail ministering to all Anglicans 
and Protestants.®® In 1964 King's and Pine Hill 
discussed the possible appointaient of a University 
Chaplain to serve all students regardless of religion.

The 1965 Diocesan Syn^ Journal stated that, in the 
1965/66 acaoemic year, academic contact with Pine Hill 
would begin with the sharing of classes.®® By 1967 they 
were sharing professors for the study of Hebrew and 
pastoralia and this was extended in 1968 to include a 
shared course on Sects and Cc^>arative Religion. That 
year, as well, the Maritime School of Social Work made 
two classes available to King's students and the one on
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Colin Campbell, classes in 1968 at King't; were also 
shared by Saint Mary's University stmientH, sovofa] ot 
them pre-divinity students living at hi shop iturKo House.

The 1969 Diocesan Synod journal rei>ortod that tot (mil 
meetings of the academic staff of King's, Fine Hill .md 
Holy Heart had taken place ( 1968 69) with tho ptitposo oi 
working out better integration ot theoJotilcaJ tducal ion 

in terms of timetable arrangements. The intondeil go.i] 

was a "core curriculum.'*®’̂ For the t i i st time, in 1969, 

joint courses at King's (in the area of Scripture) 

included students from Holy Heart Seminary. Seven 

courses %mre shared with pine Hill and studentu weie 

taking courses on an exchange basis with Faint Maiy's 

University. By using the ecumenical approach to 

theological education, the scope and range ot ! heoioi} i t-.i 1 

courses was greatly enlarged for King's students. The 

Divinity Council reported that, "never had the student;; 

had such a variety of course offerings and this was 
proving to be very stimulating both to st udent.;, and 
teachers."®® By the time Theological Education for the 
70's was published in 1969, King's would ix- e :t ed as a 

fascinating example of ecumenical co-operation with the 

offering of courses on an inter-seminary basis. WhiIe 

the report does state that a certain feeling </( distrust
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for and uneasiness about the experiment of eeumt'nieal 
classes was occurring, it nevertheless ap^wais that 
several members of the King's student theoUigieal sofiely 
had a more positive attitude.®^ They passed a motion at 
their January 23, 1970 meeting inviting students of Holy 
Heart Seminary to reside at King's.^® It apf-wars t hey 
were not uneasy about the ecumenical classes or a 
{KJSsible threat to their traditions- The Divinity Schmil 
Report of April 28, 1970 states that weekly meetings o| 
representatives of the three seminaries and Saint Mary's 
University were being held to further ctx>rdtnato 
theological education for clergy, students and laity ot 
the area. These weekly meetings would develop, by the 
fall of 1970, into the formal negotiations for the 
development of Atlantic School ot Theology.

It was not only the faculties of the three seminarien 
that engaged in cooperation. The students, as early as 
1959 were attending joint meetings and conferences. In 
1958 the divinity students of King's cstablisht*d th»? 
Archbishop Geoffrey Fisher Theological Society with the 
Chair fwing G. R. Hatton, Senior Divinity student.. 
Students frc® this society attended national 
interden<Minational conferences as early as 1958.
Students frmn King's attending a Student Christian 
Movement conference in Toronto, in December, 1960 stated
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that, ajl dfînfjminations and fait,hs had attended and that 
ff;lIowship and discussion were excellent but that there 
wera few Anglicans in attendance.̂ ^ in October, 1961 a 
joint conference for university chaplains and students 
was held at the University of New Brunswick, Fredericton. 
Students from Acadia, Dalhousie, King's, >tount Allison 
and UNB attended. Six theological students frcan King's 
wf*re involved in a Clinical pastoral Education course 
sponsored by the Institute of Pastoral Care in 1963 along 
with members of the Baptists and United churches.

Vatican II opened the way for seminarians from Holy 
Heart to beccsne involved in these student ecumenical 
endeavors. The Decree on Ecumenism proimjted qpen 
discussion and cooperation among people of different 
denominations as the Roman Catholic Church shed her 
■ghetto" mentality and became open to all Christians as 
the People of God. in 1963 a three day workshop on media 
consiunication was attended by students of Pine Hill, Holy 
Heart and Kings, The 1964 Diocesan Synod Journal regwrts 
that theological students of King's and Pine Hill met 
together for fellowship and informal discussions.^^ 
Further student-inspired and student-conducted meetings 
were held in the following years. In 1965 students of 
King's were able to share some of their traditions as 
they conducted an ecumenical service at King's Chapel.
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The Halifax Theological Stuoents comm i 11 ce to
the Diocesan synod for the first time n 1066, citing 
increased ectmenical activity anwrtg the lUrtH* schools, 
and Acadia when available. The group's aim was to tostei 
fellowship.^*

By 1970, student gatherings had included ret reat s, 
ecumenical advances, informal and formal discussions, 
panels and, shared services, at each of the throe 
s^inaries. Acadia students ^uld appear when it was 
possible and some gatherings were also held there.

The increasing ecumenical cooperation between t ho 
separate faculties and students was taking place not just 
due to changes in the focus of theological education, 
drops in enrollment and professors, but also due to the 
changes brought about by Vatican II and the new focus of 
ecumenism with Roman Catholics. Serious negotiations 
were taking place between the Anglican Church of Canada 
and the United Church of Canada in respect to church 
union. Organic union of churches was not new to Canada as 
the Presbyterian Churches had united in 1875 to form the 
Presbyterian Church in Canada and the Methodists in 1884 
to form the Methodist Church, C a n a d a . A s  early as 1881 
Anglicans in Canada were involved in church union 
discussions. At the Lambeth Conference of 1888 Anglicans 
expressed the willingness to "enter into relations with
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i'V<*ry f:hiir».'h that, wished to discuss the matter of 
establishinq closer connections of 'intercommunion' with 
her, in one form or a n o t h e r . T h i s  was a response to 
the qrowinq awareness of the divisions within the body of 
Christ. However, Anglicans were not involved in the 
United Church oI Canada union dialogue prior to 1925 as 
they demanded that subscription to the historic 
ppiscop'.cy be a pre-condition to their participation and 
the other three churches would not ag r e e .Actual 
negotiations began between the Anglican Church of Canada 
and the United Church of Canada in 1943. They were 
prompted by the Anglican Church of Canada's fiftieth 
anniversary and "convinced General Synod to strike a 
union committee and to invite all Christian churches to 
join them in union discussions."'^® Little was achieved 
b%̂ tween 1943 and 1962 although negotiations were taking 
p l a c e . I n  1962, however, the United Church of Canada 
General Council renewed the mandate of its committee on 
union to negotiate organic union and in 1963 the House of 
Bishops and the Executive Council of the Anglican Church 
of Canada called for the cosanittee on church union to 
prepare a plan of unity.®®

The ca: held an hour long “teach in" on union 
dialogue on Octc*er 5, 1966. Ecumenism was the watchword 
of the day. The divided and changing world of the sixties
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As well, the Lambeth Conferenee ot 1968 r.Jlled lei the 
Anglican Church to empty heisoll el alt lalse pride and 
promote u n i t y .

On the Diocesan level, commun) cat ien be: ween 1 lie 
united Church and Anglican Church wan evidem at the 1964 
Diocesan Synod when fraternal greet inqs wi'ie extended 
fro® the 40th Maritime Conference ot t he united church to 
the Diocese,®^ Members of the Anglican Church :rom Nova 
Scotia were involved in the union discuss ions and .study 
groups. They included faculty members I rom Kincj’s, 
professor Reeve, Bishop W.W. Davis, and a King's ho,«rd ot 
Governor aæmber, Eric Balcolm.

Despite the appearance of rent^ed acceptance of 
negotiations for union, the Diocesan Syiuxl of 196« 
nevertheless pointed out several m>qat ive theiTM's 
discussed in relation to the union. Bishojj W.W. Davis 
stated that "someone" had compared the General t'ommisston 
and its six Special Commissions which had set up to
facilitate union negotiations to "six aircraft on an 
important mission, finding themselves the target for 
anti-aircraft fire fro® at least three separate bases.
The reasons given for firing at the aircraft were: 
firstly, that the planes were being piloted by a group of 
ecusaniacs who would not stop without establishing union
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wh**th»*r ih<‘ church memhcrR desired it or not; secondly,
I.hat * hf crr wK of the planes were so old and 
unprfK|resHiVO that, no union could be achieved unless they 
were r«;moved and replaced by youthful pilots; and 
thirdly, that Church union was only a "smoke screen* to 
take Christ ians away from the actual job of the Church 
and that, union discussions should be ended. Bishop W. W. 
Uavis and Kric Balcolm reported that those attending 
raectinqs were able to express all the points of view of 
the two Churches. It was agreed by the churches as well 
that the rank and file of both churches in all parts of 
Canada must understand what is taking place in these 
discussions and beetle involved.®®

At the 1969 Diocesan Synod major anxieties 
concerning union were discussed including the fear of 
change, the fear of impairing relations with other 
churches and the fear of division. In spite of these 
fears being raised, by 1971 the General Synod was 
requesting that the first draft of the Plan of Union be 
carefully studied at all levels of church life with care 
and frankness. As well by 1971 a jointly-sjcwnsored hymn 
book had been published.®®

It appears, therefore, that church union discussions 
during the sixties were fairly animated and although 
division was present, the ecu^nicai dialc^ue continued
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in the hope of uniting the t rui’t iir eti Innly ot fhrtst iti 
one organic union. In January ol 197 1, uhottly l«'foto AST 
was founded, union talks were in a positive state,
MeaÔ ers of the General Synod ol the Anqlie.tn I'liuieh ol
Canada and the tieneral Council ol the United ciim eh ol
Canada held a Joint meeting to consider t tie i i t st dt.tlt 
of the Plan of union. The joint union study groups also
held a joint communion service,®^ The Church union tuiks
coincided with the establishment of ecumenical cluster 
groups for the purpose of theologic.il education.

King's College Divinity ScIkkjI , pi iot to lormal 
negotiations to establish Atlantic school ot Theology 
which began in September of 1970, had act ive1 y sought 
solutions to the different problems it had encountered 
since its inception in 1789. Despite financial 
difficulties, a move to Halifax, an asswiat ion with a 
non-sectarian university, a drop in divinity enrol lm«?nt , 
overtures from the University Grants Con mit. tee, and a 
shortage of professors. King's maintained many elements 
of its tradition as %wll as its links with the Anglican 
Church of Canada. King's was involved in ecumenical 
interaction when it moved to Halifax and promoted the 
same among its faculty and students. The Diocese of Nova 
Scotia also encouraged ecumenical encounters and 
dialogue, a-d individual members were active in Church
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t?nion fiofiot ifit.ions with the United Church of Canada, with 
th*’fio ffictors and the support of the General Synod of the 
Anfjiican Church of Canada for an encumenical college at 
Halifax and the concern to provide the best possible 
theological education for the Anglican clergy available, 
the way was clear for King's to enter into the 
negotiation process to form the Atlantic School of 
Th»;«>ltiqy.
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Chapter 3

FRfSI pzra HXIiL D XV IR ZTf BALL TO ATLANTIC SCHOOL 0¥ 
T œ M A O T : ^ANQSS Z3f TBB^LOGICAL OF THE OBITED

iraumSS I»* CA10U3A IB  TSB M LA B M C  PBOVZIKæS

The United Church of Canada was the third foundiiuj 
jmrty of Atlantic School of Theology through its 
institution Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Pine Hill had nut 
reached as severe a financial or enrollment criais nu 
Holy Heart. There was, however, a push by the national 
church for consolidation of resources, including the 
jwssible amalgamation and closure of some United churc'h 
colleges, in order to reduce overall costs. There was 
also concern over the effectiveness of theological 
education for the present era. On the part of Pino Hill, 
concern centred particularly on ministry in the Atlantic 
provinces.1

Unlike King's College Divinity Sch<X)i, Pine Hill was 
not suffering a shortage of professors at the timt*. It 
was felt by Pirn Hill that sufficient faculty had boon 
available in past years and could be found in the 
future.2 In fact, with a view to broadening the 
practical side of its curriculum. Pine Hill had appointed 
ïtev. Gordon Nodwell as professor of Christian Education 
and Supervisor of Field Work in 1968.3
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Pinf? Hill, as a divinity college of the United 
Church of Canada, followed the philosophy of the United 
Church— "that to maintain cc»ipeting denominations was to 
deny the natural unity of the btxiy of Christ."* This 
mandate to be a “uniting" church gave official approval 
to the various ecumenical endeavors which not only Pine 
Hill became involved in, but also her professors and 
students, including union negotiations with the Anglican 
Church of Canada. Professors, students, and alumni of 
Pine Hill were also involved in the search for new 
curriculum and changing theological education to meet the 
needs of the 1960's. Furthermore, students were involved 
in ecumencial encounters with individuals frcm Holy 
Heart, King's and Acadia.

Ultimately, the resignation of Principal Clarence 
Nicholson in April of 1970, to be effective beginning the 
academic year 1971, provided the impetus for Pine Hill to 
search for a new Principal and in so doing formally 
examine their identity in light of new theological 
education developments and ecumenism.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall was no stranger to ecumenical 
encounters as it vas itself a product of a co^lex set of 
denominational unions. In 1817, the union of two 
branches of the Church of Scotland led to the creation of 
the Synod of the Presbyterian Church of Nova Scotia and
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the appointment of Thomas McCullcrh as Professor of 
Divinity. In 1820 he instructed twelve theological 
students at Pictou Academy where he was President. when 
Thcmas Mcculloch left Pictou in 1838 to become President 
of Dalhousie he took the "Divinity Hall' with him, 
TOnducting classes in his hos» on Argyle street until his 
death in 1843.® After that time classes wt’rc held at 
West River and subsequently at Truro. The format ion of 
the Synod of the Presbyterian Church of the Lower 
Provinces in I860, a result of further unions of 
Presbyterians, brought the "Divinity Hall" back to 
Halifax where it united with the Free Church College on 
Gerrish Street, it was called the Presbyterian CoUi*ge.® 
The %rrish Street Hall continued as a theological 
college for the United Presbyterian Church until 1878 
when the college Board purchased the Albro property on 
the North West Arm in Halifax. Its unofficial name soon 
became Pine Hill. It continued as the theological college 
for the ^esbyterian Church in the Atlantic Provinces 
until 1925 when the United Church of Canada was formed.

The church union movement to found the United Church 
of Canada which led to Pine Hill becoming a United church 
divinity school, was influenced by social gospel 
elements, by the awareness of division of the Body ol 
Christ, and by a concern for a national church. The
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varioufi Presbyterian churches across Canada united in 
1875 to form the Presbyterian Church in Canada and the 
Methodists united in 1884 to form the MethcHiist Church of 
Canada. At the General Conference of the Methodist 
Church in Winnipeg, September 18, 1902, the first 
definite proposal for union among Methcwiists, 
Presbyterians and Congregationalists was announced. 
Discussions ensued on a Basis of Union. The toptists and 
Anglicans were invited to attend but did not take part in 
these early negotiations.^ J.W. Grant nmintains that, 
"the typical unionist was an advocate of prohibition, 
overseas missions, advanced Sunday school methods, the 
involvement of the church in social betterment, and the 
prcsnotion of good citizenship among new Canadians.

From 1904 to 1910 the three negotiating churches were 
involved in the preparation of the Basis of Union,
Actual union was not achieved until 1925 due to conflicts 
particularly with dissenting Presbyterians. This 
division resulted frran conflicting pbilosc^>hies regarding 
the nature of ecumenism and church union. One group 
maintained that total organic union was not necessary and 
aimed at increasing the level of communication asK>ng 
denominations. Denominationalism was seen in a gx>sitive 
light as it "provided a guarantee of religious liberty 
because the (X^gwtition which it fostered affiant that no
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one group could ever achieve a monopoly over reliqiouH 
belief or practice."® The Presbyterian opposition to 
union wished to SMiintaln the historic Presbytcri.m 
church.^® The second group were ccmwitt.cd to a total 
organic union. N. Keith Clifford maintains that these two 
different responses of ecumenism and denominat ion.il ism 
were “cCTi^lementary responses to the threats ot pluralism 
and secularization."^^ Church union, besides being 
delayed by the opposition of approximately one-third ot 
the Presbyterian congregations, was also delayed due to 
the outljreak of World War I.

In Halifax, however, union took on a concrete, it 
t^porary, form earlier than the formal union ot 1925, 
due to the physical destruction caused by the Halifax 
Eclosion of 1917 when the congregations of the various 
churches in North End Halifax shared temporary 
facilities. In Halifax, the shared wartime disaster 
e^qterience hastened church union and aided ecumenical 
communication bet%#een other denwainations. Wartime shared 
experiences of ai^ed forces chaplains and the enlisted 
also brought the realization to many individuals of the 
coiSKsnalities of their religions and provided a basis for 
ret^iening the lines of ccamsunication following the war.

World War I also saw eciasenicai encounters at Pine 
Hill as part of the structure was used for a convalescent
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hospital. Staff and patients were members of various 
denominations. Students camped in cubicles in the library 
and classes were held at the Maritime Business College.^® 

Theological education for the Methodist Church of 
Canada in the Atlantic Provinces prior to union was 
conducted at Mount Allison University. Theological 
education had l^en provided since the inception of Mount 
Allison Wesleyan College in 1858 and in 1875 a Department 
of Theology within the University was organized.With 
the advent of church union, however, the decision was 
made to merge the Department of Theology of Mount Allison 
University with Pine Hill. This was agreed to on 30 
Iteceaber 1925 and formally endorsai by Mount Allison and 
Pine Hill the following February with approval by the 
General Council of the United Church being later in the 
year.^* Pine Hill, therefore, became the theological 
college for the new United Church of Canada in the 
KaritiTO Provinces in 1925.^®

On November 18, 1926 a circular letter was sent to 
all graduates of the Presbyterian College throughout 
Canada requesting suggested names for the new theological 
school. Several names were considered including Union 
Theological Seminary but on sKtion by Hamilton Wigle, 
seconded by G.W. Dickson, the college was nanæd Pine Sill 
Divinity Hall.^*
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Origins of ecumenical encounterB between Pine Hill 
and King's College Divinity School lie in the early 
association of Presbyterian College with Dalhousie 
University since the time of Thomas Mcculloch, in 1885 
the Senate of Presbyterian College had arranged an 
amalgamated course with Dalhousie.There is evidence 
as well that the Board of the Presbyterian College made 
an annual contribution to the chair of Mathematics at 
Dalhousie.^® Due to King's association with Dalhousie as 
of 1923f it was not long before the Anglican professors 
and students at King's and the United Church professors 
and students at Pine Hill were engaging in conversation 
and cooj^ration. This cooperation became formalized when 
King's was r«juisitioned by the Navy in World war ii.
The August 20, 1941 Minutes of the Local Board of 
Gksvernors of Pine Hill Divinity Hall state that twenty- 
five to thirty-five King's students would require 
accGBfflodation. The students were to pay $8.50 for 
reglstratic^ fees arKl $8.50 a week for board and lodging. 
In addition. King's %«)uld pay Pine Hill $500.00 tor 
upkeep of residence and also $500.00 for use of chapels, 
class ro<ms for divinity lectures, rooms tor the 
Haliburton or other clubs, and the right of King's 
students to attend any Pine Hill theological classes.
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especially Greek and Hebrew which vere university 
credits.

Pine Hill and King's shared residences end classes 
until June of 1945. During this time theological 
education was being reviewed by a Special Cmmlttee on 
Colleges of the United Church of Canada. While Pine Hill 
was considering further cot^ration with King's whereby 
one Professor in Old Testament might serve lK)th 
institutions, the cmmittee was suggesting changes to 
United Church Colleges and the possible closure of pine 
Hill. The April 23, 1942 Minutes of the Board of 
Governors of Pine Hill Divinity Ball state that the Board 
was not in agre^^nt with the changes as "the 
geographical situation makes co-operation difficult with 
central Canada," and that "there are good prospects for 
developing a larger measure of cooperation with the 
theological Faculty of King's."

The Annual Re^rt of Pine Hill Divinity Ball to the 
Karitiiœ Conference of 1945 cites the return of the 
faculty and students of King's College to their own 
schcx>l. It also states that "our Board of Governors 
%#ould welccaœ inter-denominational co-o^ration in 
theological education in the HaritiSMS....” it can be 
argued thus Car that the "uniting" iMndate of the United 
Church coupled with the ecuronical theological education
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experience and op^wrtunities of Pine Hill and King's 
provided an impetus for the Pine Hill Board to take an 
early proactive stance towards ecumenical theological 
education.

Indeed, ecumenical encounters continued between Pine
Bill and King's, particularly through the Institute o(
Pastoral Care. The first of its kind in Canada, it was
incorporated under an Act of the Nova Scotia legislature
in 1958 to bring

Into co-qperative effort Acadia University,
Pine Hill Divinity Hall, The University of 
Xing's College, Presbyterian College, and 
The Faculty of Medicine, Dalhousie University, 
to prcmote, by every possible means,
Co-O|«ration between the church and social 
agencies in ministering to the needs of 
individuals.

The main purpose of the institute was to train pastors 
and theological students for clinical pastoral work. 
Supervised pastoral education was a response to the need 
for increased coag>etency in ministering to people, 
particularly those in mental hospitals. An well it can 
be argued that this was a response of the clergy to the 
rise of specialization and the social sciences and the 
guest by the provincial government for a more formal 
health ministry. Just as doctors were working -towards a 
closer relationship with the state in matters of public 
policy and reform of bureaucracy... so too were the
clergy ctmcerned with their profession attaining this
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closer relationship with the state in order to provide 
better chaplains to the hospitals.

The first course in Clinical Training was offered by 
Charles Taylor in the summer of 1952 at the Victoria 
General Hospital through Andover Newton Theolc^ical 
School of Boston and Acadia University. Pour Baptist 
divinity students attended as "psychol(^ interns."*^
The program became ecumenical for the first time in 1954. 
Although the Roman Catholics did not become official 
s^sbers of the Institute until the 1970's, Reman Catholic 
observers, including Father James Hayes, htere evident in 
1957.** Pine Hill also developed a relationship with the 
Baptists at Acadia through an exchange of lecturers 
beginning in the early 1950's. Students and faculty of 
Pine Hill, Acadia and King's attended joint s^inars and 
ecumenical undertakings in the early 1960's and in 1963 
they were joined in these endeavors by Holy Heart 
Seminary.**

It was not until 1965, hwever, that Pine Hill and 
King's renewed co-oj»raticn in academic courses.** The 
United Church, like the Anglican Church, was caught up in 
the thrust to change theological education to ^ e t  the 
changii^ tii^s. The sharing of classes provided a wider 
variety of course options ^  the stwients and thus 
i^roved theological education.
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Harold Vaughan, secretary of the Board of Colleges 
and Secondary Schools of the united Church of Canada 
began a rehensive study of theological education in
1961. Bis visits to numerous theological schools in 
Canada* the United states and Great Britain led to a 
published report, Thwologioml Muoation ia the UaitM 
Church of CwaiUUi, in 1967, stating rect^mendations for 
change in the theological schools of the united church. 
Widespread uncertainty, Vaughan contended, was evident 
among the clergy due to the rapid and radical rate of 
chan^ TOCurring in swiety, the indifference of a 
growing segment of society to organized religion, the 
declining authority of the clergy due to the increase of 
higher education among lay people, the supplanting by 
other helping professions of the minister's traditional 
roles such as counselling, the changes in the area of 
theological thought which caused lay people to trust 
their own thoughts and science and discard God. Vaughan 
called for a revoking of curricultun to help train the 
clergy for its new role in society including such 
specialized areas such as university chaplains, prison 
chaplains, hospital chaplains.

At a «meting of the United Church Board of Colleges 
in J^ril, 1967, Harold Vaughan set forth several 
proposals for changes at Pine Hill. He felt that the
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second year of theological study should be entirely 
practical in nature which w)uld include some supervision 
as wli as w r k  in local churches. The first and third 
years, Harold Vaughan proposed would then be confined to 
biblical and theolc^icai subjects.**

Vaughan'S published re^rt also reccawended that 
post graduate study and continuing Question should not 
only be the property of future seminary professors, but 
should be available to other clergy, particularly with 
the rise of the new areas of socialization.*^ Vaughan 
also contended that the number of united Church 
theological colleges in Canada should be reduced and that 
they should bec(^ interdenominational. The large nuadber 
of theological colleges was considered wasteful. The 
colleges were jutted to have small student txxiies with 
inadequate faculties and incomplete facilities for the 
task of the new role of theological education.**

Enrollment and finances at Pine Hill Divinity Hall 
were not in as crucial a state as scm^ of the other 
United Church colleges. Pine Hill's enrollment in the 
1960's had not dropped as drastically as that of King's 
College or Holy Heart Seminary but it was on the decline. 
In 1963/64 the total enrollment at Pine Bill was 62 and 
by 1969/70 it was 41. Ridowsmnts in 1969/70 at Pine Bill 
were $939,031 while K>rtgage loan debts were $291,769.
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The mortgage loan debts were up from 1963/64 due to 
physical expansions with the building of the new chapel 
and teaching centre, but the endwuwnts were also up.^^ 
Nevertheless, with the need for an expanded curriculum to 
^ e t  the requirements of the ministers in the changing 
society and the enrollment dropping telow the requisite 
nimlmr of 60 stv^ents, Vaughan's call for 
interdenmninationa1 schools was a valid one. indeed, Pine 
Hill was already involved with King's and Holy Heart in 
joint curriculmn ventures in order to expand their 
curriculum and sustain a well-rounded theological 
program.

Vaughan recommended five ecumenical centres at 
Halifax, îtontreal, Toronto, Saskatoon and Vancouver.^®
At the Annual Meeting of the Board of Colleges of the 
United church of Canada the Board passed Harold Vaughan's 
rect^E^ndations that the Church move towards a series of 
^umenical Centres of Theole^ical Education and training 
for Ministry and undertake studies in this regard 
loginning with a National Consultation on Theological 
Bducation.®^

It should be noted that while Vaughan was carrying on 
his own stWy of theological education in the Unit id 
Church the Board of Colleges was also conducting studies. 
In the mid-sixties the Board created a cc^mission to
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Study Theological Education in the Prairie Provinces and 
as a result of that report decided to extend the 
Coaaission's mandate to a study of Theological Education 
of the Four Colleges in Eastern Canada.

At Pine Hill, interest was evident among the faculty 
in looking at changes in theological education. The 
National Consultation on Theological Education was held 
at HcMaster University in June of 1968. Gordon 
MacDermid, professor at Pine Hill attended on behalf of 
the f a c u l t y . A  second consultation was held September, 
1969 which Gordon MacDermid also attended. MacDermid 
reported on the major points of discussion of the 
consultation in 1969. Learning through involvement and 
reflection, the question of internship, person centered 
education, the seminary as a missionary community and the 
distinction between professional and academic education 
were discussed.^*

Interest in looking at changes in theolc^ical 
education was also evident on the j»rt of students at 
Pine Hill. At a class meeting held on December 12, 1968, 
students requested calendar and curriculum changes, 
including the possibility of a third year thesis.^®

The Commission to Study Theological Education in 
Eastern Canada prepared a "Terms of Reference for Pine 
Hill Divinity Hall" in 1966- The answers to the
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questions asked by the Conwission reveal concern on the 
part of Pine Hill that theological education remain in 
the Atlantic area. Pine Hill emphasized three features 
in respect to the Atlantic area. They mentioned the 
different social problems that the Ministers encounter as 
a result of the slow rate of econtmic growth ot the area 
as the rural society becomes more urban. "That the area 
is itmediately influenced by the great social changes of 
other areas but often finds that the economic means to 
most suitably prt^ïte these chemges are absent."^® Pine 
Bill also stated that in the Atlantic area the church is 
BKjre central to the lives of the people. They also 
e^hasized that Ministers preparing to work in the 
Atlantic area must be trained to meet the needs of the 
Acadian culture.

Pine Hill’s answers to the various questions posed 
also reflect concern for training in rural ministry but 
also acquaintance with the Industrial Society, and that 
theological education should use the seminar approach to 
teaching.®® Pine Hill recasmended that thought should be 
given to establishing an ecumenical Faculty of Theolofjy 
in conjunction with Dalhousie University and that 
consultations should include Mount Allison University as 
Pine Hill includes its old Department of Theology.®®
With the future of King’s college in a tenuous position
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as to whether it would remain an entity or be surged into 
Oalhousie University, Pine Hill considered it possible 
that King's might become more closely associated with 
Pine Hill, particularly if the church union negotiations 
between the Anglican Church and the United Church were 
consuOTiated. in respect to the Baptists, the regwrt 
stated that recently strains had appeared and that the 
Baptists wjuld set up their own divinity school in 
Wolfville.*® At the time of the report. Pine Sill did 
not consider cooperation in the area of theological 
education with the Roman Catholics of Holy Heart Seminary 
feasible although “a friendly spirit" had developed in 
recent years.** Pine Hill concluded that they served an 
area of Canada that could not be served as well by an 
amalgamated central college.*^ It appears that once 
again Pine Hill is arguing against any propored closure 
of its facility because it felt that a central Canadian 
college could not ^ e t  the needs of the Atlantic area.

In order to meet some of the needs of ministers to 
cope with the changes in sœriety in the Atlantic region. 
Pine Hill offered Suaa^r Schools beginning in 1965,
Reman Catholic Archbishop, James Bayes, gave tvo lectures 
at the Suaaner School in 1965. It was not the first tiaæ 
a Rommn Catholic had lectur«i at Pine Hill, In 1936 M. M. 
Coady had lectured on the cooperative work being carried
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out in Eastern Nova Scotia assong farmers and fishermen.*^ 
C. M. Nicholson was hopeful that the su^er school would 
eventually beccmie a real joint one between Anglicans, 
Lutherans and United Church people but was unsure of 
attendance by the Baptists.By 1966 Lutherans were a 
part of the Sum^r Sch(X>ls, encouraged by the "welcome- 
mat attitude of Pine Hill".*®

Keeping up with the need for change, Pine Hill 
undertCK>k a major revision of its curriculum in 1967. A 
number of electives were offered including Sociology, 
Social Work and Hospital Clinical Training.*® As well, 
the nu^aer of required hours for attending lectures was 
reduced to fifteen per week in order to allow the 
students more time for research and study.*^ Concern 
with academic standards and curriculum was not new to 
Pine Hill. As early as in 1939 the Senate had authorized 
the Principal to make application to become a member of 
the American iWsociation of Theological Schools and 
(Atain information on matriculation standards.*® The 
Senate in 1939 also expressed concern that the curriculum 
should be updated to "fit the needs of the day."*® Pine 
Hill did eventually become an Associate member of the 
AATS ami in 1961 Harold Vaughan recoms»nded that Pine 
Hill become a full m^ber.®® Thus, in respect to 
theological change, Pine Hill was kept advised not only
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by the United Church Board of Colleges, but also by the 
American Association of Theological Sch(X>ls and its 
publications such as the report on theological education 
it ctmmissioned Charles Feilding to do, published in the 
Caaadias Journal of 73fologf in 1966 which paralleled 
many of the rec<m»endations of Harold Vaughan.®^

Solutions to the future of theological education for 
the Atlantic Provinces had also been examined by Pine 
Hill Alumni Edward Aitken, United Church Minister, Gordon 
NacDermid, Pine Hill Professor and nonaid MacDOugall, 
Chaplain at Dalhousie. On their o%m initiative, the 
three ministers upon reflecting on their ex^rience in 
the field in respect to their theological training, 
decided they should investigate theological education 
with a view to determining how to make it more relevant. 
While they considered their education at Pine Hill 
academically effective, they also felt the need for more 
practical elements in the curriculum,®^ Working 
throughout the summr of 1969, using their own experience 
as ministers, and a vast variety of resources, they 
prepared a report in the fall of 1969 entitled "Scaæ 
Rectxmendations on the Future of Theological Rlucatlon at 
Pine Hill,-®® They desired Pine Hill "to be a bold, 
creative and aggressive force in the Church and
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co3®unityî in its concern for a viable theolc^ical 
education for Ministers and other Church leaders...."®* 

After preparing the report, they contacted Harold 
Vaughan for funding to bring together a selected group of 
alumni, as as the faculty, to discuss theological
education at Pine Hill. Harold Vaughan granted them two 
tlK>usand dollars which they used to hold a meeting to 
which one hundred graduates of Pine Bill were invited to 
attend. Eighty attended the meeting. Principal, Dr. 
Nicholson, %^lcosed those gathered in Classroom 4 of Pine 
Hill for the Dieting, although he did not stay for the 
discussion.®® At the meeting, according to J. B.
Corston, "some adverse criticisms of the Pine Hill 
curriculum were aired...,the senior professors listened 
and $œre ready to admit change was needed but unwilling 
to compromise academic standards.”®® The younger 
professors, however, supported the changes and urged 
their adoption.®^ At the meeting, as well, so#^ adverse 
criticiCT was leveled at the three for preparing the 
report without "official" endorsement.®® scwne of those 
gathered wanted less distance between the students and 
the faculty. They wanted the courses to be more 
pastotally applicable.®® others at the oeeting requested 
changes in respect to the skills being taught and felt



122

they should be applicable to the practising minister; for 
example, church administration.®®

On Septea^ter 28, 1970 the three presented their 
report to an Executive f#eting of the Alumni Association 
of Pine Hill. Tiey highlighted the need for inter­
disciplinary training, the trend toward specialisation, 
relations with other denominations and other educational 
institutions in the area. They su^ested an ecumenical 
School of Theology at Dalhousie University with Pine Hill 
Divinity Hall becoming a College of Dalhousie. It is 
important to note that the fl»del for theological 
education put forward by Ed Aitken, Gordon MacDenaid and 
IXm MacDougall was the union rowlei.®^ it was B^ved by 
Don MacDougall that a conference on theological education 
be planned for February, 1971. Representatives of the 
Anglicans, Baptists, Presbyterians, Rs^an Catholics and 
Alumni were to be invited. To be discussed were the 
current situation of theological education, the needs ot 
ministry, and what can be done to shape theological 
needs.

Cooperation in theological education had advanced 
between King's and Pine Bill to such an extent that by 
1968 seven or eight courses were shared.®® During the 
1968/69 school year, academic aœetings were held between 
the faculties of King’s, floly Heart Seminary and Pine
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Hill with a view to integrating programs. These 
meetings resulted in a ccmbined curriculum of the three 
sch<x>ls. As C. M. Nichol&on reported to the Division of 
Ministry and Education of the United Church of Canada in 
1970Î "We take one another's classes, we share one 
another's coffee break's, and In seme courses, notably 
Church History and Syst^iatic Theology, there has been a 
refreshing experience in 'team teaching'."®®

An ecumenical “first" cKicurred at an Ecumenical 
Advance of (kîtober 24, 25 and 26, 1968 planned by 
students of Pine Hill, King's, Holy Heart and Acadia, on 
Thursday evening Anglican, Canon French spoke to the 
group about "the Church and the world." Discussion 
groups and information talks concerning religion, 
radicalism and revolution took place and "our thoughts 
turned frequently to the Ecuawnical Movement and our own 
part in it. A great desire to draw closer to one another 
was expressed many times.,."®®

On Friday evening, Leger Ccmeau, rector of Holy 
Heart S^inary presided over a Folk Hass where he gave a 
temily addressed to all Christians expressing sadness 
about the division of the Body of Christ because of the 
Church's regulations which do not permit interc<wBminion. 
At the t i ^  for communion much sadness filled the chapel 
and Rodney Stokoe describes it as a painful and saddening
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experience...’instead of leaving Mass at peace, and in
joy, all left with feeling of pain, and grief.
After ranch discussion and consultation with Father
Ctmeau, certain members of the cxmmittee decided to hold
another Mass on Saturday marning. "No one would be
refused Ctnmnunion, but no one had to take it,
either...There was then a mixed reaction to the
announc^^ntf some felt joy, sos» felt angry, some felt
pushed into a situation for which they were not ready.
Concern for one another was e^qjressed as the discussion
continued the next sxsrning and yet many individuals felt
they were being "called by no other than Christ Himself
to undertake this thing.

As the liturgy progress^ toward the 
Eucharist, we were caught up again in 
the miracle of presence of the Spirit.
We were full of the knowledge that God 
was among us; that we %rere urged on by 
a Force not our mm....when the mxaent 
of C(xmnmlon actually casts, few of us . 
hesitated; most of us %rent forward....'®

John Corston states; "It was like another Pentecost,
rich with promise of greater unity yet to b e . O t h e r s ,
however, felt that doctrinal differences should have been
settled first.

Ectmencial advances had been held for a nusâ>er of
years in connecti(% with the Atlantic Students Ecumenical
C<%wunity. In 1969 it was felt that "recent develojgments
of shared classes ammg the theological colleges here has
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pat us.... in the happy position of being beyond the need 
of such an Advance as we had p l a n n e d . T h e  Advance for 
1969 was therefore canceled.

The students of Pine Hill were also involved in a 
proposal to negotiate with Holy Heart and alternatively 
with the Anglican Diocesan centre to combine their 
respective bookstores with due to the possibility of the 
phasing out of the Pine Hill bookstore.

It would be remiss not to mention as well the vast 
ecm^nical work of the Professors at Pine Hill, both in 
the &3umenical Movasent at lar^ and in the union 
negotiations with the Anglican Church of Canada. This 
ecTuranical contact did lead to a greater spirit of 
cooperation and interaction between the various 
denominations and is part of the foundation of the 
cooperation and dialogue at Pine Hill which bore fruit in 
the early shared curriculims with King's and Holy Heart 
M d  ultl^tely with the negotiations for Atlantic School 
of Theology. Pine Hill faculty members such as J. w. 
Falconer, R. C. Chalmers, C. M. Nicholson, and J. B. 
Corston %mre all involved with various cwmittees of the 
itorld Council of Churches.^®

Indeed, since his ai^intment as Principal of pine 
Bill Divinity Ball in 1946, and throughout his twenty- 
five years as Principal, C. M. Nicholson was greatly
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involved in many ecumenical endeavors, in 1947 he 
attended the inaugural meeting of the World Council of 
Churches in Amsterdam and was a delegate to the %>rld 
Council in Geneva that swmer. He was a member of the 
Central Ct^ittee of the %>rld Council of Churches for 
six years and also a ^mber of the Faith and Order 
Ccmmiission.^^ Dr. Nicholson's views on ecusHinical 
ctx>peratlon and dialogue influenced students and 
professors at Pine Hill for twenty-five years.

Dr. R. C. Chalmers was involved with the Anglican- 
United Church union negotiations and wrote a handt»ok 
interpreting the Anglican/united Church Plan of ihiion.^^ 
Dr. J. B. Corston «rais a consultant m e s ^ r  of the Hymn 
%)ok Ccfflffijittee which produced a joint Anglican-United 
Church Hyraiüïook in 1970. He was also the Chairman of a 
Cï^miittee of the General Council of the United Church of 
Canada which studied the possible place of bishops in the 
United Church-^®

Pine Hill Divinity Hall in the late 1960's was at an 
exciting crossroads. The vision of the United Church of 
Canada to be a protagonist of union provided a basis for 
Pine Hill to becoem involved in many ecwwnical ventures, 
including its ongoing union negotiations with the 
Anglican Church of Canada.^® it also provided a basis 
for the involvmnent of mmdsers of Pine Hill's faculty in
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the world council of Churches. Ccwperatlon bettwen 
King's and Pine Hill had advanced greatly over the yeare 
and with the changes of Vatican l%, Holy Heart could also 
now be Involved in ecumenical encounters.

Although Pine Hill was not experiencing a major
drop in enrolliMnt, a crisis in finances or a shortage in
professors, concern over the need for adequate
theological education for the United Church students of
the Atlantic Provinces was evident. Concern was also
evident in respect to the possible amalga^tion of
certain United Chuzch theological colleges. The 1960s
brought many ele^nts of change to society and thus
further changes to theological education in addition to
ecumencial involve^nt, according to John Corston

In the 1960's winds of change were 
blowing across college campuses, protest 
marches, crusades, revolt against "the 
establishment", the rejection of 
educational traditions, the demand for 
self-expression in new curricular 
experifi^ntation -—  becaira familiar and 
disturbing aspects of many areas of 
collie life. Pine Hill did not escape 
these trends.^
This tradition of union, of ecua^nical coc^ration 

and concern over the quality of theological education led 
to the joint carriculmn of the three schwls in 1968. 
f^cwmœndations by Harold Vaughan and the Board of 
Colleges for the creation of ecumenical training centres 
provided formal permission for pine Hill to undertake the
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next step of helping create an ecuitœnlcal theological
school.

As early as March, 1969 the three schools ^ r e  
considering the establishment of an ecumenical 
theological school. At a meeting of the joint faculties 
held at Holy Heart Seminary on March 11, 1969 various 
options and sites for the new joint school were 
considered, “...what (was) now being suggested (was) an 
entirely new approach, namely the amalgamation of the 
three institutions into one entity with three traditional 
elements,"®^ Attending this meeting on behalf of Pine 
Hill were Principal Nicholson, Professor Corston and 
Professor Mardie. The idea of the union model of 
theological education for the three schools was being 
discussed in this faculty group as well as the 
independent group of ministers which included Ed Aitken.

The resignation of Principal C.H. Nicholson in April 
of 1970 proved to be a catalyst that encouraged mmabers 
of Pine Hill to seek not only a new Principal but to 
continue to look for a new future for the school. A 
S^mcial Coamiittee to consider a successor as principal 
and to study the general question of the place and role 
of Pine Hill Divinity Hall in future years was formed.
The Committee af^inted by the &>ard of Governors of Pine 
Hill included Chief Justice Gordon S. Cowan, mei^r of
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tbe World Council of Churches as Chair, L. H. Craqq, R.
M. KaclK>nald, G. W. Dennis, Harold Vaughan, and Francos 
ïteClÆllan. On May 29, 1970 the special Ccs^ittee mt?t at 
Sackville, New Brunswick during the Maritime Conference 
of the UCX:. The Executive accepted the recommendation 
that Harold Vaughan ot the United church, Douglas watney 
of the Anglican Church and Edmund Roche of the Roman 
Catholic church travel to Halifax to study the 
feasibility of creating a commn curriculum and school of 
theology at Halifax with the possibility of a university 
relationship.

At an Executive Meeting of the board of Governors 
of Pine Hill held on June 11, 1970 Harold Vaughan stat.cHl 
that the commission of Eastern and western Theological 
Colleges of the United Church of Canada had resolved that 
Pine Hill should continue as a th^Ioqical roll(*<p* ot the 
united Church and seek to develop an ecumenical pffKjjam 
with the seminaries of the Anglicans, Roman Catholics and 
Baptists of the area. The Executive passed a mcd ion 
unanimously that representatives of the United church, 
Anglican Church and Reman Catholic church ijc "regucsted 
to study the feasibility of creating a comwn curr jcrui um 
and a school of theology at Halifax with the possibility 
of a university relationship.*®^ Subsequent special 
Cïasuittee meetings were held in the Fall of i970 and the
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contents of these reports deal with the negotiation 
process to form Atlantic School of Theology. It was 
decided eventually to postpone any decision as to the 
appointment of a principal.®*

The 1969/70 academic year saw the "initiation of the 
first phase of a united faculty of ministerial 
education."®® At that time the three colleges retained 
their constitutional and degree granting autonomy and 
there were no plans for further affiliation. A 
provisional ccrfrenon curriculum and time-table was put into 
effect in the areas of Sacred scripture and Pastoral 
Theology only.®® Those involved at this time considered 
the eventual ^sal to be "a federation of the theological 
schools in which their individuality and their relations 
with their respective church communions are 
maintained."®^ A joint committee composed of six 
members, two from each institution, was set up to guide 
"the formation of a united faculty of ministerial 
education..."®®

As the United Church of Canada and Pine Hill sought 
to update their theological education to meet the needs 
of the new society as well as reduce finances, 
amalgamation and ecumenical ctxsperation ensued. Concern 
for updated curriculum and continuing education for the 
clergy and lay jwople caused a restructuring of
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theological education at Pine Hill and more involvement 
in ecumencial theological education. Active involvement 
of the Principal, many of the faculty, studentB, board 
members and alumni of Pine Hill, provided a solid basis 
to enter upon a new ecumenical enterprise.
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mcwemcAL T»%ooicAL K » »

The announcement of the Impending closure of Holy 
Heart Seminary on Ikirch 3, 1970 and the sW)seguent 
announcement of the retirement of Principal Clarence 
Nicholson of Pine Hill in April of 1970 proved to be the 
catalysts for a far-reaching project in ecumenical 
th^logical education in the Atlantic region.^ Meetings 
continued among the faculties concerning ecumenical 
theological education, as did sharing of curriculum.
Also, a Special Ciumittee was formed to consider the 
successor for the Principal of Pine Hill as %mll as the 
future role fine Hill should take. A high level of 
involve^nt of various individuals of the three 
traditions was clear as well as a high level of interest 
in each other's theological education.

Many interchanges took place before and after the 
meeting of Pine Hill's Special C«mittee at the iritis» 
conference of the United Church on May 28, 1970 which 
pushed forward the vision of an ecumenical school towards 
reality. Besides visits by the theological consultants 
of the three traditions, a consultant frim the J^rican
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Asst^latlon of Theological Schools, Dr. Milton Froyd, was 
a^^iated. on his advice, a Planning Ccmmlttee was 
esUdïlished ct^rising «œsü^rs of the three traditions. 
Five task forces were also set up to study different 
areas of the project. The Planning Coamiittee næt four 
tisffîs that fall and winter. January 15, 1971 was set as 
the deadline for the ccncluding work of the various task 
forces. During that tisw, several crisis points were 
reached, when the future of the joint venture came in 
question. By March 1971, however, concessions had been 
made and the agreement to found the Atlantic Bch<x>l of 
Theology was ready to be signed.

With the three theolc^ical institutions already in a 
joint relationship and the closure of Holy Heart ixminent 
a search for a viable theological education alternative 
was upj^rmost in the minds of many individuals of the 
three institutions. Chief Justice Gordon Cowan, a member 
of the Pine Hill Board, who was much involved in 
eciwenical ent^avors such as the %)rld Council of 
Churches, took a key role in the planning process.^ As 
early as March, 1970 he had written to Harold Vaughan, 
Secretary of the Division of Ministry and Education ot 
the United church of Canada, expressing concern about the 
closure of Holy Heart and what it imuld mean to 
theolf^lcal education in this area. Harold Vaughan had
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apparently t%en in Halifax earlier that month and had met 
with "people at King's College and also with the (%ople 
at Holy Heart as well as having a telephone conversation 
with the Acting Principal at Acadia.** vanghan was, of 
course, acting on the 1967 recc^aendatitms of the ^>ard 
of Colleges of the United Oiurcb that ecumenical centres 
of theolf^ical education and training for ministry W  
established "as rapidly as possible."*

The National Consultant on Theological Education for 
the Anglican Church of Canada, Douglas P. Watney, had 
recently visited Halifax.* He also expressed concerns 
over the develofmients in theolc^ical education in ^lifax 
and planned to meet with individuals at King's,
Dalhousie, Saint Mary's and Holy Heart Theological 
Institute while on a visit in April 1970.*

By June of 1970, and following on Pine Hill’s 
Special COT»ittee's request to have the three national 
theological education consultants travel to Halifax, Dr. 
Harold Vaughan had written to Douglas P. Watney 
"suggesting that before the United Church moves towards 
the ap^intment of a successor to Dr. Nicholson at Pine 
Hill, the Anglicans, Ro^n Catholics, United Church, and 
the Baptists should explore with Dalhousie University the 
{XTssibility for an Ecumenical Sclxwl of Theology in 
H alifax.This  was in keeping with the growth of
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encounters in ecva^ical theological education amongst 
the various dencminations.

On his part, Gordon Cowan contacted members of the 
three institutions, as well as Acadia University,
"setting forth a proposal for awetlngs re: theological 
«Xucation in this area."® The meetings »wrp suggested 
for Sept^aer 23 ai%! 24. Father Si^und Roche, Secretary 
of the Office of Theological Education of the Canadian 
Catholic Conference of Bishops, was to attend as an 
cdaserver.® Each institution ntminated particular 
individuals to be part of the discussions. Barry 
Wheaton, Head of Graduate studies at Holy Heart 
Theological institute was m^inated to represent Holy 
Heart,

The stage was set for the meeting of the individuals 
of the various institutions and the three consultants, 
thsoglas Watney, Blmund Roche and Harold Vaughan arrived 
in Halifax on September 22, 1970 for a two day visit, in 
the afternoon of Septesüier 22 they met with 
r^resentatives of Dalhousie University and discussed the 
possible development of a Department of Religious Studies 
at Dalhousie. An imfmrtant i^eting in connection with 
jmssible involvement of the Baptists was held with three 
representatives of Acadia Divinity School and the
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Maritiæ Baptist convention on the evening of September
22. The Baptists wished to be kept

....InforMKl about ecuMnical developments, 
participation in the progra^^ where possible 
at both under-graduate and post-ordination 
level of training, but cannot, because of the 
sensitivities of this constituency, be ptübllcly 
associated with the establishment of a School 
of Theolc^y.^^
On the following day three separate votings were

held at Holy Heart Theological Institute, King's College,
and Pine Hill. At each institution the same procedure
was follo^dt a tour of the praises and a general
discussion with individuals about the possibilities of
ecumenical theological education. At King's and Pine
Hill, student representatives ware Included in the
discussions. The three consultants found individuals at
Holy Heart Theological Institute

....entirely open and congenial, indeed, 
enthusiastic about the possibility of an 
interdentminational School of Theol<^ 
and would participate at every level open 
to th^. indeW, they ej^ressed the hope 
that the resources of such a School wuld 
make possible the re-opening of their 
academic orogri^s^ for the training of 
priests.**
At Pine Hill the focus of the meeting centered on 

the development of a curriculum that vrould meet the 
requir^ents of the various traditions and the need for a 
ccssson calendar. As wll, the library resources of the 
three institutions were examined.
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A general meting of representatives of the three
theological colleges and of Acadia, Saint Mary's,
OalhouBle and Mount St. Vincent universities was held rn
September 24, 1970, Clarence Nicholson attended the
meeting and reported:

It was pointed out that representatives 
of the three Halifax schools were quite 
open to further investigation on the ways 
in which their responsibilities might be 
carried out in the future with a view to 
the possible develof^nt of an Atlantic 
center for theolt^ical education. The 
Baptist group expressed appreciation for 
the invitation to participate in these 
preliminary talks. They informed us 
they had no authority to undertake any 
conversation looking toward an amalgamation 
of schools-but they tK»uld like to be kept, 
informed.**

The three consultants also related previous experience 
in developing ecumenical theological centers such as 
those in Vancouver and Toronto. "All these speakers 
suggested that the Halifax situation looked most 
promising.

The outccme of this meeting, once the viability ol 
an ecumenical venture was established, was the 
recoamtendation that the Principals of the three 
institutions contact their Boards for final authority to 
enter into negotiations.^® At one point in the meeting, 
Harold Vaughan telephoned Dr. Jesse Ziegler, the 
Executive Director of the American Association of 
Theological schools to enquire about procedure, and Dr.
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Ziegler recommended that the next step was to contact 
formally the American Association of Theological Schools 
to arrange for a consultant “to canvass the situation for 
them more intimately with a view to creating the 
constitution ana organizational structure for a School of 
Theology in the Halifax area."^^ Father Lloyd Robertson 
was appointed to act as chairman of the group and Bishop 
W.W. Davis moved that the group should invite such a 
consultant to Halifax. This was unanimously approved.^® 

Dr. Ziegler contacted Clarence Nicholson shortly 
after this series of meetings and recommended Dr. Milton 
Froyd as consultant. Froyd, a Baptist, was Provost of 
the Colgate-Rochester Theological Seminary and had been 
involved in a nuH&er of "experiences in working out 
cooperation between different theological schools."^® As 
Froyd was soon to take up a new position in California, 
Ziegler advised Clarence Nicholson that matters should 
proceed quickly. A formal invitation was extended to 
Froyd who then contacted Clarence Nicholson with a 
proposal for a meeting date,^®

in the B^antime, the Joint "iculties continued their 
regular meetings. At a meeting held on Dottier 16, 1970, 
the proposed arrival of the consultant on October 25 was 
announced. Froyd was to stay at Pine Hill during bis 
visit. Other matters discussed included the publication



145

of a  c<M»on timetable. Several problems were noted
including the course numbering system, course
prerequisites and course scheduling. It was decided that
the assembled group were not able to Issue a common
calendar nor interested in doing so as yet.**

A request from the chairman of the university «rants
Cc^nittee, Dr. Arthur L. Murphy was also discussed.
Murphy wished to have a report on the degree of
co<^>eration and plans for development thereof among the
theological institutions in H a l i f a x . T h e  University
Grants Cosonittee was exploring options for reducing
university c o s t s . F a t h e r  Barry Wheaton, on behalf o!
the faculty committee resfwnded to Dr. Murphy's rtïquest
enumerating the various ways in which the schools wt̂ rc
cooperating and discussed the "awve towards more and more
community of purpose and results."^*

The committee also recognized the need lor necessary
groundwork in order to build further cooperation and
curriculum revision. To this end, the members discussed
at length their philosophy of theological education, A
summary of the major points was included in the minutes
of the October 16, 1970 meeting;

-The nature of the ministry as we see it 
must be thought through bfiiore we can work 
out a program of theological education.
-By ministry we must include the ministry 
of the laity. We must do more than train 
men for the ordained ministry.
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-Continuing education should be included in 
our considerations.
-We can perhaps make a contribution to those 
now studying in secular universities.
-Our basic function of education for ministry—  
ordained ministry— was recalled.
-Education is not si^ly an intellectual pursuit. 
-Some thought the distinction between 
intellectual and practical, academic and pastoral, 
intellectual achievement and character formation 
was often too strongly drawn.
Dr. Milton Froyd arrived on October 25, 1970, for 

the first of four visits he would make to Halifax during 
the planning process. He met with the Board of Governors 
of Pine Hill and other interested groups to survey the 
situation.2* Froyd then left Halifax, planning to return 
fairly soon after making an interim report. He believed 
"that, now the navement has begun, vre should try to 
maintain mcwentum.

November 16, 1970 saw the second visit of Milton 
Froyd to Halifax, this time with his report of Nov^û»r 
10, 1970 entitled, A Proposal As To Procedure For The 
Halifax Project. His report focused on the problem of 
movement and time schedule in relation to purpose and 
goals. It also focused on certain nmjor issues: 
clarifying the basic purpose, the immediate and long term 
educational task of the joint enterprise, the deployment 
of personnel in relation to the educational task, 
relations with university and other educational resources 
of the area, plant requireji^nts for the joint (^eration, 
legal and financial matters, enroll^nt projections, and



147

continuing education. Froyd also enumerated several 
pro^sals and questions concerning the procedure: 
request for an initial meeting of representatives Ere® 
the three participating institutions, haw best to obtain 
participation and support from all who have a stake In 
the basic task, and how to implement this proposal.

At the suggestion of Or. Froyd, a general planning 
comlttee consisting of members of the boards of 
governors, students, faculties, and constituencies of the 
three participating institutions was established.^® The 
planning ct^»ittee a»t at Pine Hill Divinity Hall on 
November 16, 1970 to discuss Froyd's interim report. The 
planning cranmittee then set up five task-forces to deal 
with: (ly Basic Purpose with Gordon Sodwell as Chair; (2) 
Mucational Task with Barry Wheaton as chair; (3) 
Personnel with E.T. Marriott as Chair; (4) University 
Relations with Lloyd Robertson as Chair; (5) Legal and 
Financial Itetters with Gordon Cowan as Chair.*®

With the establishment of the planning com;ittee and 
the task forces, the process of establishing an 
ecumenical theological school had begun. Dr. Froyd 
arrived for his third visit to Halifax in early DeceWaer 
of 1970 and after aœeting with meWsers of individual task 
forces on December 7, attended a School of Theology 
Planning Ccaanittee Iteeting on 6 December. At that
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Bating Father Barry Wheaton was elected as Chairman of 
the Planning Committee and Rev. Fred Krieger was elected 
as Secretary. It was agreed that the function of the 
Planning Committee would 1% to "move beyond generalities 
regarding co<^jeration to the specific task of designing a 
school of a particular s h a p e . F r o y d  urged the 
necessity of acting quickly particularly in resect to 
the shape of the school, in order to have the curriculim, 
faculty and facilities arranged for the Fall Term of 
1971.31

In order to know which persons in each institution 
had the authority to act on the plans of the ccmanittee, 
the committee decided to examine the Report of the Task 
Force on Legal and Financial Matters. This report was 
drafted after a meeting on NoveadDer 19, 1970 which 
included Chief Justice Cowan, Judge P.J. OHearn, Judge J. 
Elliott Hudson, Albert W. Driscoll, Robert Zinck and G. 
Raymond Smith. The committee reviewed the governing 
structure of each institution. They contended that Holy 
Heart Theological Institute was constituted by the Roman 
Catholic Bishops of the Atlantic Region after the closure 
of Holy Heart Seminary. The conwittee concluded that "it 
was probable that any agremoent on behalf of the 
Institute would be made by Sis Grace Archbish^ Hayes, 
Archbishop of Halifax, with the consent of the Bishc^s of
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the Atlantic Region."^® in actual fact, Holy Heart 
Theolc^ical institute was founded by the Archdiocese of 
Halifax to "coordinate all present and future 
theological education programs of the Rcmian catholic 
Archdiocese of Halifax. It was not constitutoif by the
Bishops of the Atlantic Region as a whole. Therefore, 
Archbishop Ja^s Hayes had the sole power to approve or 
disa^rove the project and did not have to take the 
proposal to the Bishops of the Atlantic Region for prior 
ag^roval. The ecclesiai structure in the Roman Catholic 
Church vests such (xswer in the Archbishop. Unlike the 
United Church and the Anglican Church, the Roman Catholic 
ArchbishJ^ does not have to bring such matters to a Board 
of Governors for prior approval before making a final 
decision.

In respect to King's, the governing body was 
considered to be the Board of Governors of the University 
of King's College. It was felt that this body, made up 
of forty members including the Bishops of Nova Scotia and 
Fre<tericton dioceses, would be the ones to act on any 
recoi^iendation of the Divinity Council. Pine Hill 
Divinity Hall had a Board of Governors of thirty pt̂ oplt* 
a^wlnted by the General Council of the united Church of 
Canada. Pine Hill, as a corporation incorporated in 1930 
by an Act of the Parliament of Canada, "had the power to



150

affiliate with any other institution carrying on 
theological....training within Canada, subject to the 
authorization of the General Council or the executive 
ccmnittee. "3*

Once the authoritative bodies were established the 
task force recxnomended that an agreement amang these 
three bodies wuld be necessary and that while initially 
each bc«Jy would retain its own degree-granting fxn^rs, 
the ultimate aim would be for the new institution to be 
incorporated by an Act of the Legislature of the Province 
of Nova Scotia with the pmfer to "educate and train 
students for the Christian ministry and further forms of 
Christian service.*^® In this type of structure, 
corporate and institutional identity would not be 
Mintained.^® In order to reach even the initial stage, 
general agreement was needed in the following areas: 
objectives and scope of the schcxsl, government of the 
schcwl, staff of the schtx>l, location of the school, and 
equipa»nt of the school.

Father Lloyd Rcbertson and his Task Force on 
Relation to Universities on December 8, put forward to 
the Planning Cosmittee four suggested options in respect 
to the “relationship of seminary to u n i v e r s i t y . T h e  
four options considered were: stay as we are; federation
of the existing schools (with no primary university
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relationship}; an integrated school of theology, 
independent of universities (union model); and an 
integrated professional school of a university.^®
The Planning Ctmmittee seemed to be in "wide aqreerat»nt 
that (they) were tending toward Option Three: An
Integrated School of Theology, independent of 
Universities. Some favored moving towards Option Four; 
Integrated Professional School of a university."^®
As with the early joint faculty meetings and the 
presentation of Ed Aitken and others, at this first 
formal meeting of the Planning Ccm^ittee, the union or 
integrated model of theological education was once again 
the major focus for the Halifax Project.

Reasons for affiliating the theological school with 
a university arise fr«B the concern of not having the 
theological schwl isolated frcmi the "s^rket-place. "
As Dean Bibbitts would later state: “....any theological 
institution separate by itself can easily tend to lose 
contact with the educational and social world."®®

Another development at this stage was the proposal 
for a library consultant by the Task Force on Education 
chaired by Barry Wheaton. It was moved by Principal 
Sicbolson and seconded by Bishop Arnold that Dr. Ziegler 
of the AATS provide a library consultant when it could be 
arranged.®^ Also, Professor Stokoe of King's and Bishop
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Arnold sought rec<^ændetloas on they might consult
with regarding a new faculty appointment at Ring's. It 
was suggested that they consult with the Task Force on 
Personnel in this respect.Already it seems, there was 
pavement and ccmmitment to work within this new structure 
as the planning for the project continued. This is not 
surprising considering the rising tide of ecumenism that 
was current in society at that time and also the 
dedication and gocxl will of the individuals involved in 
the whole process.*3

After the December 8th meeting, the next major 
development was the presentation by the Task Force on 
Wgal and Financial Matters of a draft agreement to a 
Planning Ctmmittee Meeting held on December 21, 1970.
One of the first major reservations was expressed at this 
meeting.

The Anglican representatives made the 
reservation that they could give no 
assurance that the proposed agreement, or 
any agrea^nt, would be accepted by the 
Board of Governors of the university of 
King's Colley and, at this point, raised 
certain questions as to the relationship 
of the faculty of Divinity at King's to the 
university and as to a number of other 
consicterations. It became apparent that, 
unless King's and the Anglican c<amunity 
were prepared to go ahead, there was little 
point in continuing discussions. It had 
been understood that the Tdiglicans had agreed 
in principle, in the early autu%, to the 
establishment of such a schcKsl.*'
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It WAS teQt^cm&Rû&d that the Executive of the Board of 
Governors of King's be contacted to see if they would 
reccsB^nd to the full Board the arrangeaient discussed by 
the Planning Cwualttee which was eWaodied in the draft 
agreement, if it was acceptable to the Executive 
themselves.*^

A further problem that surfaced at the meeting of 
December 21, 1970 was the lack of office space available 
at Pine Hill for all the new faculty members. Also 
rais«i was the limitation on library space, it was 
stated that the library as it now st<»d could accommodate 
only 10,000 more books.** It seems clear that even at 
this point in the planning process it was evident that 
centralization of all facets of the schools was not 
possible at that time.

U{»ïn receiving a report of the Planning Comai ttet* 
Meeting of December 21, Milton Froyd announced his 
intention to be in Halifax January 12 to January 15. The 
Planning Ccmmittee asked Froyd to n^et with the executive 
of the &>ard of (k>vemors of King's concerning their 
reservations, with each task force, and with the planning 
CMmnittee.*^ After reading the report of the meeting of 
Decemlwr 21, Froyd concluded: "We now seem to be in a 
rather critical stage of our whole planning operation."*®
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The various task forces continued their meetings atul 
deliberations over the next tf#o weeks and a third general 
Planning Ctmmittee meeting was held on 8 January, 1971 at 
Pine Hill. General concerns at that meeting were related 
to the need for a permanent curriculum ctxmnittee, how 
large the new faculty should be and vho should be 
included. A proposal was put forward to meet with 
representatives of Dalhousie University to “discuss the 
pressed department of religious studies there and the 
relation of the new sch(x>l to that department.
Discussed as well were financial matters, particularly in 
respect to how the sch(x)l should be funded. Three 
funding sch^es were considered at this meeting. The 
first option was that each school would pay an initial 
$20,000 and a further fixed sum for each student 
participating in the school. A second option was that 
Pine Hill would contribute one-half of operating expenses 
while Holy Heart and King's would each contribute one- 
quarter. The final option considered was that each 
institution would pay only according to the nundjer of 
students it had participating in the schcxJl. Although no 
formal vote was taken, the favored option appeared to be 
the third one, with a minimum payment of $5,000 being 
recommended. ̂



Î55

On January Jl, 1371 Or. Proyd made his fourth visit 
to Halifax. This proved to be a fruitful visit and one 
which %)ved the project forward towards its rcB»j»letion, 
despite the appearance at one point that the entire 
project for the joint theological schcx*! might founder.®^ 
The critical matter in question according to tîordon 
Cowan, revolved around King's fears that it would loso 
its identity. The university of King's College only 
granted degrees in Divinity, and out of a total of throe 
hundred students in 1970/71 only twenty were enrolled in 
Divinity. It appears that there had been pressure i rcm 
the university Grants Cocmiittee, and perhaps Dalhousie 
University to change the relationship between King's and 
I^lhousie, particularly since Arts and Science students 
at King's receive their degrees from Dalhousie. The 
University Grants Cc^snittee had been vrarking on ways to 
streamline universities and eliminate duplication ot 
services.®^ Certain students, faculty meWwrs and 
professors of King's College felt they had to maintain a 
Divinity "presence" on the campus in order not to lose 
their identity in any possible merger with Dalhousie.®®
As with early King's, concern was being expressed over 
eleiKDts of King's tradition being maintained.

Dr. Froyd ast with students, faculty and other 
representatives at King's college. A frank discussion was
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held during a lunchec-n meeting on January 14. The King's 
representatives felt it would be unwise for them to move 
to Pine Hill. At this point it was agreed by those 
gathered that concessions would be made in order to move 
the project forward..

Froyd then ^ t  with the Executive of the Board of
Governors of King's College, which Included Anglican
Bishops W.H. Davis and G.F. Arnold, on the evening of
January 14. After a lengthy discussion of a report
submitted by Itodney Stokoe, the two Anglican Bishqpfi
"recorartended participation and support of the joint
theological school. Previously, they bad been prepared
to take the view that they would put the proposal before
the Executive of the Board of Governors, but not make a
r e c o ^ w n d a t i o n . B y  formalizing their support for the
new theological school, the Anglican bishops gave their
official endorseiwnt to the venture and helped move the
project forward. Following this, the mmsl^rs of the
Executive Committee passed the following resolution;

That subject to confirswtlon in the form of 
a legal (pinion that no limitation exists to 
prevent the use of Kite's Divinity Endmn^nt 
Funds to support the Joint Theolc^ical School, 
we rec(wmend to the Board of Governors that 
we proceed towards the establishment of the 
Joint ThcK>logical school, due consideration 
being given to the submission made by the 
various King's constituencies, and further 
that a full report outlining the prt^osals be 
prej^red for the Bc^rd of Governors te a sub- 
conroittee appointed by the Chair,...**
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At the general Planning Coîraniltee meeting, held the 
next afternoon, Anglican Bishop G.F. Arnold circulated 
the above report including several provisions which 
King's felt should be considered and perhaps includeti in 
the agreement t^fore they entered Into any aqrccmcnt loi 
the proposed school. The provisions centering on an 
increase in the number of governors, student 
representation on the Board of Governors and on the 
iteademic Senate were brought forward in motion and 
passed. The nrotion concerning the provision to maintain 
the continuing "divinity presence" of King's Faculty oj 
Divinity at the University of King's College was 
discussed. Principal Nicholson stated that all part ies 
were concerned about there own presence and ident it,y junt­
as King's was. When Father Wheaton asked it this 
provision might change in the future, Bishop Arnold 
replied that “he foresaw extreme difficulty in c«>nvim;inq 
the King's constituency of any move which would 
ccm^letely sever the Divinity Faculty from the? univ«>isity 
of King's College. After further discussion the motion 
j»Bsed.®^ A final motion for a provision concerning the 
ap^intment of faculty was amended and passed to allcjw 
each party to have the opportunity to have at least tw; 
full-tis» faculty members and that each “denominational 
ccs^sent will necessarily meet from time to time to
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manage and arrange its denominational resixinsibilities
and concerns."®^

The Task Force on the Basic Purpose of the school
reported at. this meeting on the proposed name for the new
school. It was suggested that it reflect the school's
basic purpose— the training of people for ministry.

Various names were suggested! Atlantic 
School of Ministry; Atlantic Theological 
seminary; Atlantic Ecumenical School of 
Theology. It was moved by Dr. Eric Balcom, 
seconded by Father Lloyd Robertson, that 
the name of the school be "The Atlantic 
School of Theology." Motion passed.
At this meeting of January 15, 1971 after much

discussion, it was moved by Justice Ohearn, seconded by
Professor Stokoe, that the Planning COHffiiittee recommend
to the several proposed parties the adoption of the
revised draft agreement. This motion was passed.®®

At this point in the meeting, the discussion turned
to what the next move of the Planning Conanitte» should
iw. Dr. Froyd

observed that basic and important decisions 
had been mad =. There had been lots of noise; 
he premised and famed now of a period of 
silence. Voices have been heard; identities 
have been questioned, reviewed, re-thought.
We have come through the stage of basic 
decisions with no casualties; no one was 
wounded. The really important work lies 
ahead. The question ahead of us is which 
identity will we press for, assume? The 
identity we are losing or the identity which 
is coming into being? There are still 
differences as»ng us. But these differences 
can be, should be, dealt with openly, honestly.
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and with vision.®®
Milton Froyd made his final report to the Amt'riran 

Association of Theological Schools on January 19, 1971.
It was entitled "Report to the AATS on the Proposed Onion 
of Three Divinity Schools in Nova Scotia." He re}7orteil 
that the Planning Conanittee had recommended to the 
governing boards that the formation ot the new sthool 
take effect July 1, 1971. The Agreement tor the new 
school, he stated, "provides for a single governing 
board, and the caabining of faculty, administrât ion, 
educational program, admissions and budget into a joint 
operation. This Agreement would make the joint,
venture unique--not just in North America, but jx rhaps in 
the world.

Froyd further stated that, to begin with, the nchoo) 
%fould operate on the basis of the Agreemen; ; iatt̂ r, 
perhaps after three or four years, it con id iM't-omc .m 
incorporated entity. The Board of Governors ŵ xjlci iw 
fifteen in ntmber, five from each institution.
Originally there would be ten on tht? fuculty: twf, ' rom
Holy Heart, three from King's, and five from Pine Hill,
A craabined student body of sixty was anticipated. The 
majority of the program would be centralized at the pine 
Hill campus, however, it would be necessary to use 
space at King's, particularly faculty offices,®*
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Froyd repKDFted that as the library facility was not
Hufficient to house all books, the process of integrating
the libraries would have to be a gradual one. He also
stated that, until the school was incorporated the
degrees would be granted by each individual school as
King's College would ultimately request. Froyd expressed
concerns about establishing strong personnel glides, of
helping students and faculty to the meaning of ccwsmîunity
in an ecumenical situation.

It will have to be a community where
the aim will not be to eliminate difference
but to affirm it, interact with it, and
learn how creatively to respond to
it..-Differences do matter, they are
imç»rtant, and they have to be taken seriously.®^

Hilton Froyd had finished his work as consultant, and it
was now up to the Planning conaiittee to see that the
Agreement was finalized and executed.

Dr. clarence Nicholson then wrote to the various
Board Members of Pine Hill, giving his thoughts on the
prc^ïosed agreement and how it would affect theolc^ical
education in the United Church. In respect to Pine
Hill's involvement in the planning process, he stated
that Mrs. w.T, Hayden, Chair of the Board, and D.F.
Archibald had attended one meeting each- Chief Justice
Gordon Cowan and Professors MacDermid and Ncsiweli had
attended all meetings. Student representatives vers
Douglas Aikman and Robert Zinck while Rev. Don MacDougall
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represented the Alumni. Paul Rackham was a lay 
representative. Principal Nicholson and G. Raymond Smith 
also attended.®^

Dr. Nicholson stated; "In my opinion the projHisaJs 
for Halifax are in no way radical or drastic but 
represent a reasonable advance that may be cxtemied or 
adjusted according to our experience."®® He saw several 
advantages for the United church. He felt that the 
tendency to duplicate courses would be eliminated as 
there would be one faculty and one course ot study. 
Another advantage Nicholson considered was that the 
school could seek out outstanding teachers, nHjardJess ot 
denomination. He also felt that the AST would Iw 
attractive to students both in Atlantic Canada and 
beyond. Nicholson also contended that it would be o.iHiei 
to establish a form of affiliation with a university 
should we so desire.®®

Dr. Jesse Ziegler, Executive Director of the 
American Association of Theological Schools, arrivf*<l in 
Halifax in early February. He arranged a dinner meet i ng 
with representatives of the theological schools in 
Halifax and Nolfville at the Nova Scotian Hotel on 
February 8, 1971 to "explore some of the problems 1 need 
by theological schools, how such schools can be ot 
assistance to each other, what the AATS can do to tx/ of
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greater assistance to the schools...."®^ In his reply to
Dr. Ziegler concerning the proposed meeting. Archbishop
James Hayes said

I am more convinced then ever of the 
value of our project for a theological 
school and I mn certain that the 
American Association by the service it 
provides, will be able to render 
enormous assistance to us in organizing 
and carrying through our project.®*

Ziegler met with the Pine Hill Special Coawiittee on
February 10. At that meeting, Ed Aitken presented Dr.
Ziegler with a copy of the report he and Gordon Macl^rmid
and Don MacDougall had prepared in the fall of 1969,
entitled "some Recomiendations on the future of
Theological Education at Pine Hill."®® A discussion
ensued as to how the proposed Atlantic School of Theology
could continue to grow once it was established and how it
could come to be associated with a university, such as
Dalhousie.^® It is obvious Pine Hill was still favoring
an integrated school but with a university affiliation.

At this meeting of the Special Coawittee, it was
agretHl that the Agreement to establish the new School
would be reccwimended to the Board of Governors of Pine
Hill for approval. It was also agreed that the search
for a new Principal of Pine Hill Divinity Hall would not
be undertaken and that the current Registrar should be
"asked to look after the interests of the United Church
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stuttents in theology, to review applications and deal 
with questions of admission, This decision not
to appoint a new principal was in keeping with a letter 
Chief Justice (%*rdon Cowan received from Rev. Frances P. 
MacLellan on February 8, 1971. she not only agreed with 
this decision but felt that "if scmseone could be found 
asm?ng the Sacred (sic) Heart faculty to fill this 
£»sition {as Principal of the new ecumenical 
sch<x>l)....this would be the best solution of all....

With the final draft agreement in the hands of the 
three authoritative bodies, several meetings were held 
during February to consider approval of the agreement. 
Once again, hmfever, reservations were expressed by 
members of King's over the draft agreement.

At a meeting of the Divinity School Council of 
King's held on February 17, 1971 the main business 
discussed was the prt^osed Atlantic School of Theobxjy. 
Am^ng those present at this meeting were bishops Davis 
and Arnold as well as Archbishop AH. O'Neii of 
Fredericton.^^ After a presentation by Bishop bavi.s on 
the background to the planning process to date, 
Buhmissions were received from President Morgan, rx?an 
Hibbitts (as read by Morgan), and Professor Stokoe*. (Uen 
Kent, President of the King's Theological Community, 
Reverend D, Price, Senior Divinity Student, and Reverend
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J. Irvine, President of the King's Students' Union also 
gave presentations.

According to the Divinity Minutes, six major points 
arose from the various submissions. It was felt that 
"basically the Divinity students vrere in favour of the 
formation of A.S.T. but had some ambivalent feelings. 
Along with the recommendation that King's retain its 
degree granting gxawers, it was felt that "the Divinity 
School 'presence' at King's should be d e f i n e d . I t  was 
considered imfwrtant that an "ecuuænical atmosphere" be 
available for King's Divinity Students. A further 
concern was that the theological education of King's 
students might be penalized by a small number of 
professors.

After a lengthy discussion following the 
presentations and a perusal of the draft agreement, a 
motion was passed by the Divinity Council that they 
forward their recommendation for approval of the 
Agree^nt to the Board of Governors of King's College 
with several changes.

Later that evening, Dr. Clarence Nicholson “received 
by telephone certain suggested changes in the draft 
agreement, including the request that the maintenance of 
the divinity presence at King's be provided for in the 
agreement."^** This was in contradiction to the agreeasent
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ffiftde in principle and to the former wishes of the 
Anglican representatives that this provision not tn* in 
the formal agreement. The Anglican representatives also 
requested that provision be mmde that each of the three 
parties might provide staff, buildings, facilities, 
etc.^® Once again, the attempt to maintain elements oi 
King's tradition had surfaced.

On February 18, 1971, the Board of Oovernors of 
King's college met in what proved to be an all day 
session to consider the draft agreement,.®® Several 
suivissions were made.®^ The President of King's, Dr. 
Graham Morgan read his submission, "A Report on the 
Isq>lications for King's College of Association in the 
Proposed Atlantic School of Theology.* Morgan explored 
the question of the "divinity presence" at King's, He 
felt that the Divinity Faculty and the students should 
remain an integral part of King's and that the 
establishment of an ectusenical school need not lead the 
students and faculty of King's to sever all connect ion 
with King's. He reported that "students and faculty 
alike feel that much is to be gained by a continued and 
actual association with a larger community ( t he 
envircnnænt)."®® He gave several practical ways in which 
this association could be maintained. The divinity 
students could continue to live at King's. King’s
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library could retain its theological content with 
additions (with other members of AST having rights to use 
it;. Anglican "denominational" training could be done at 
King's. The Chapel at King's could be used as a "center 
for Anglican witness." Faculty could retain their rights 
and privileges at King's as well as the students could 
retain their a^mbership in their students' union.

Morgan also stated that although it can be argued 
"that the existence of the Divinity Faculty and its 
particular work has saved Kings from virtual extinction 
over the past few years," it was still important to 
recognize that the association in AST would provide 
■adequate theological and ministerial training" for 
Anglican students.®*

Morgan then read a sulxnission from Dr. John 
Hibbitts, Dean of Divinity, regarding the projxssed 
agreement, which had been sent to the Divinity Council. 
Hibbitts, although unable to attend the meeting because 
of poor health, voiced several objections to the proposed 
agreeaænt as it presently stood. He felt that the 
agreement would harm not only King's but also the 
"ecumenical fellowship" currently in practice as well as, 
aiui more ii^>ortantly for him, the association of King's 
with Dalhousie University.®®
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Hibbitts expressed particular concern over clause 
14 of the agreement which he felt would eventualJy lead 
to all degrees being given by the Atlantic school of 
Theology, not by King's. This, he submitted, would lead 
to a “ccHBplete separation of the Divinity School from the 
University of King's College, which has been in oxist.enc»’ 
for over 180 years". Ultimately, he felt U  would load 
to the demise of the University of King's College,®^ Dr. 
Hibbitts argued that “in all other professional fields, 
social work, education.... the movement is towards the 
university, not away from it."®^

An alternative was proposed by Dr- Hibbitts in order 
that the work of chief Justice Cowan, Judge OHearn and 
the joint committee not be lost. He recommended 
“c<^ü>ining (of) the resources of the United and Roman 
catholic Churches in this area in the proposed endeavor 
to form the Atlantic School of Theology," and that King's 
would co-cçerate fully with the school but as an 
independent body.®® For the future, he envisioned a 
possible federation of theological schools, including 
King's, similar to the Toronto School of Theoîw^y,®® it 
can be concluded that Hibbitts was not in favor ot a 
union model but was supporting a federated model of 
theological education which for him would help maintain 
King's tradition with its Divinity School of 180 years
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old and continue King’s involvement in ecumenical 
theological education in Halifax.

Professor Rodney Stohoe presented a report, "The 
case for Partnership in the Establishment of an 
Ecumenical School of Theology and Ministry, herein 
Referred to as the AST,“ to the Board of Governors at 
this meeting. Rev, Stohoe was in favor of the projgwsed 
school. He argued that it could attract a wide variety 
of students; that the school could help develop the 
•profession" and thus attract mK>re material support; 
that the faculty "would be sufficiently strong in numbers 
to (a) facilitate and prcsnote greater professional 
interaction and growth-premîting exchange; and (bj divide 
out essential coamiittee work so that the chance of 
individual professors being overloaded is reduced.

A students' sufsnission was outlined by Rev. J. 
Irvine. The students of King's College stressed the need 
to safeguard the participation c£ the Divinity School in 
the social and academic life of King's. They mentioned 
such items as residence, use of chapel, and ecumenical 
outreach.

After the submission of the various reports, and
much discussion. Bishop Davis «^hasized

"that the parties would bring their strong 
and weak points to the new enterprise, to 
share in its growing fellowship and 
academic advantages; King's wuld retain its
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degree-granting powers, while giving a due 
proportion of its government grants to the 
new school-**

Following Bishop Davis's remarks, much discussion ensued 
in respect to the proposed agreement. After several 
motions and ae^ndments, the draft agreement as amt'ndtui 
was approved. The vote was seventeen in favor ot the 
motion, none against, and two abstentions This was 
coi^ruent with the recea»»ndation of the Anglican bishops 
that the agre^jent be approved. It is obvious as well 
fr<m the formal vote that most Board members concerned 
about the maintenance of King's tradition through i lu? 
Divinity School were convinced their concerns were wet 
through the revisions made in the agreement. The 
abstentions, nevertheless, point out that the decision 
was not unanimous and there were perhaps further m.»iterH 
to be considered. Yet, the vork had been done and the 
vote was cast. King's College would enter into the 
agreement to found the new theolc^ical sch<x>l and 
elements of its tradition %K>uld remain intact, at 3i-ar,t 
for the present.

(hfi the same day that the Board of Governors <>i 
King's College was meeting, the Board of Qavernors nt 
Pine Bill also met to consider the draft agreement. 
Iteeting only for the ïKïrning, the Board examined the 
draft agree^nt. it had in hand the recMWjendatjon from
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the Special c<^mittee that the agreement be approved, as 
vfeJl as the changes suggested by telephone by King's the
evening before. A full discussion, which included a
verbal sutenission by Dr. clarence Nicholson as well as 
one by Arthur carver. President of the Theolc^ical 
Society of Pine Hill took place.

Dr. Nicholson stated that
there was no future for s^ll denominational 
theological schools, that there was need for 
growth in larger ecumenical schools where 
training would be deeper, broader and more
effective. We must move ahead in faith.
God will stir up His church, but we need 
to cooperate in faith.**

Carver added that the benefits to be gained by
associating with students and faculties of other
denominations had already been experienced in the ongoing
interactions among the three denominations. He felt that
it would be even greater in the Atlantic School of
Theolc^y.

A motion to approve the draft agreement for the 
proposed establishment of the Atlantic Schcxjl of Theology 
was passed unanimously.*® The Vice-Chairman and 
Secretary v%re authorized to execute the agreement on 
behalf of Pine Hill Divinity Hall and the local Board was 
authorized to do all things necessary for the carrying 
into effect of the Agreement.*® Pine Hill now had the
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a^roval to enter into the Agreement to found the new 
school.

The consideration of the agreement, on the part of
the Roman catholics did not involve as extended a pitieesH
as that of King's or Pino Hill.*? Father i.loyd
Robertson, Director of Holy Heart Theological institute,
Father Barry Wheaton and Judge OHearn, wore Rtmiatj
Catholic representatives of the planning committee.
Archbishop Hayes was kept informed by them and "l*aektd
Father Robertson all the way" throughout the process. "i
saw it as a real opportunity, a significant exert isc in
ecumenical relations," said Archbis.jop Hayes.*® Again,
because of the ecciesial structure, Archbishop Hayes had
the authority to act in these matters. Indecd, when îîoîy
Heart Theological Institute was set up in May of 1970,
Archbishop Hayes had hopes that the insi.it iif e would
interact with other theological educators

in long-range planning for the setting up 
of a joint theology faculty (and that) such ,i 
faculty would teach in a single ecumenical 
centre, incorporating the resources of vaiiosu. 
schools now operating separately
Additional changes in the Agreement put forth by

King's Board of Governors at their meeting on Fehrunry
18, 1971 necessitated a joint meeting on February 76 t.o
examine those changes.^®® Bishop Davis, Professor
Stokî^, President Morgan, Clarence Nicholson, G. Raymond
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Smü.h, F«t.h<n Hohw-rtson, Father Wheaton, Father MacLean 
.àml üfjidi;:. C'ow-in attended. Discussion took place in 
respect tc> the government grants and what portion should 
lie l(;iwarded hy each party to the new school. As well 
clause 14 in resiHfCt to each party retaining their own 
dcqree-grantinq powers at this time was considered. The 
United Church and Roman Catholic representatives were 
concerncfl that should t he degree^granting powers be 
retained in perpetuity, (hv status of the new school 
could i>e weakened. Bishop Da/is and Professor Stokoe 
advised the group that, the retention of degree-granting 
[xiwers had been suggested by "arcs and science students 
on the Hoard of Governors, It was, apparently, intended 
to preserve the status and functions of the faculty of 
Divinity at King's and to preserve the deqree-çianting 
{jowers at Consideration of this clause took
some time and it. was decided that a further meeting with 
King's executive was necessary.

After the meeting, Gordon Cowan telephoned Clarence 
Nicholson and Lloyd Robertson and suggested that they 
tell King's they would agree to the wording of the 
Agreement, particularly clause 14. This cos^rcmJise was 
intended to show support tor those members of King's whc 
showed "faith in the new institution."^®^ Yet again, 
Cowan helped divert a crisis and move the process onward.
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The meeting with King’s oxernt ivp cotild not bo hoUl
until King’s Board Finance Coaanitteo had studied the
document. For a c o n s i d e r a b l e  t i m e  K i n d ' s  B o a r d  F i n a n c e

Ccmanittee studied the draft agreement, eventually the
Finance committee "arrived a t  a  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  i n  l . i v o u i

of the pressed institution and the proposed
a g r e e m e n t B e c a u s e  of the recommondat ion in tavoj ol
the agreement, the proposed meeting with the King's
executive was no longer necessary. Instead, the ciitica!

point had passed and the final series ot meet ings to
approve the agreement ensued.

Final meetings in respt̂ cL to the drat t a<;rccm.'nf
were held on the evening ot March ?4, 1971 at King's
College. The Executive of the Hoard ol Covcriioi s ol
the University of King’s Col lege, l.h<> Uxm! Board of Hi no
Hill and representatives of Holy Heart represent inc; t in*
Roman Catholic Episcopal Corporation of Haiilnx held
separate meetings at which they discussed ftu- lino! tann

of the agreement. At 9:05 p.m. a joint jrw-ct ing was In Jd
and it was agreed that

the Agreement with regard to the <-st ahi i shmcut 
and operation of the Atlantic School of 
Theology in the form presented....would be 
approved for execution on ftonday, March 29,
1971, at 3 p.m. at the Anglican Diocesan 
Center at Halifax.
The Agreement Constituting Atlantic .Schofj] cjf 

Theology was signed by reprc^sentatives of thf Roman
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Catholif; Kpiî>coj>al Corporation of Halifax, the Board of 
Governors of the University of King's College, and the 
Board of Governors of Pine Hill Divinity Hall on March 
29, 1971. The Atlantic School of Theology project stage 
was complete— the School had been founded. Principal 
signers of the Agreement were Archbishop James Hayes, 
Bishop William Davis, and Donald F. Archibald.^®®

The first ecumenical theological institution of its 
K.nd in Nova Scotia, and perhaps in the world, would open 
its tioors In September of 1971 with an integrated 
1 acuity, students and facilities. They would follow a 
co^non curriculum, with each denomination providing 
distinctive courses for their own s t u d e n t s . T h e  
uniqueness of this School was that it was not a 
federation of existing theological schools like the co­
operative arrangements at Toronto and Vancouver; Atlantic 
School ot Theology would be an entirely new 
institution.

Anticipated enrollment for the first academic year 
ot AST was sixty students— thirty United Church students, 
twenty Anglicans and ten Roman Catholics. Although the 
Baptists had been in on the initial meetings and had been 
kept advised of devolojsnents, they were not a party to 
the final agreement. The working relationship of the 
tour groups would be mainly through the Institute of
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Pastoral Training.^®® in respect to the Anglican 
involvement, Archbishop A.H. O'Neil oi Krederici on, 
responding to Bishop Davis’s letter of March 77, IQ71 
about the founding of Atlantic School of TheoUxiy, 
stated:

As you know we are all enthusiasiica]Jy in 
favor of co-operation and agree that the 
Atlantic School of Theology is an excellent 
arrangement....There is no reason why it should 
not, as yoe suggest, make a great contribution
even if it s just a co-opr?rative scheme and
with King'. ontinning to have som? identity 
and signifie, nee of its own.

At this point, it seemed clear that the Anglican Djoce.se
of Fredericton as well as that ot Nova Scot ia would Iw
sending divinity students to Atlantic Schtwil ol Theoloijy.

Following the signing of the Agreement , I'ach o( t he
founding parties appointed five members to the Hoard oi
Governors of the Atlantic School of Theo!cx;y. The Ik,art!
of Governors set up a committee comprising Hi shop <:,F.
Arnold, Rev. Barry Wheaton and Chiel Just ice A/au to
find a Principal for the school. On May 10, 197 1 l he
COTjmittee recommended that Rev. Lloyd Robertson tn*
appointed Principal of Atlantic school ol Theoi(,gy
effective July 1, 1971.m

Practical matters such as office space and
curriculum were still being worked out at this time. A
fully integrated joint curriculum would not be av,jjiabie

112for the fall term so a compromise une wab rt;achcfi, in
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respfîcL t.t) office space. Professor Hibbitts requested to 
the Board of Governors of AST that he use his office at 
King's along with conducting his classes in a seminar 
room at King's. It appears that professor Corston and 
Professor Nodweli were content to use office space in 
their own hemes. The library holdings at King's were 
to remain there and AST was to pay $7,000 for the use of 
King's library for the 1971/72 academic year. This was 
ultimately reduced to $2,000 due to less usage than 
expected.

Ceremonies marking the official opening of the 
Atlantic School of Theology were held in the Cathedral 
Church of All Saints, Halifax on Thursday, September 16, 
1971 at 7:30 where Father Lloyd Joseph Robertson was 
installed as the first Principal of Atlantic School of 
Theology.

The announcements of the closure of Holy Heart 
seminary and the resignation of Principal Nicholson 
certainly ptoved pivotal in the events that transpired to 
torm the new s :hcK)l. After an intensive six-month formal 
planning process with numerous meetings and several 
crisis points, the Planning Comnittee had completed its 
v«jrk: the new theological school had been designed and
created. The involvement of key individuals such as 
Gordon Gowan and Hilton Froyd gave a veritable mcroentum
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to the planning process. The ongoing work of the vat iojjs 
task forces and the background work of the joint 
faculties, as well as the ongoing ecumenical theohx;icaI 
interaction, provided a solid basis for the planning 
process to accelerate to completion. The interests of 
the various individuals in each other’s t hetiliMjical 
education and for the future of theological education in 
the Atlantic regxon took primacy over denominaliona1 
concerns and compromise did occur. Concerns over thi* loss 
of identity of King's and to a lesser extent, fine hill 
were evident. Pressure from the University ihant s 
Committee to create a financially viable insi itul ion was 
also evident.

There were many items still to be worktii out. The 
school was a new federated entity, yet the st age had not 
yet been reached where it awarded its own degii‘es. 
Clarification of the type of relationship the new sehooi 
would have with Dalhousie University had yet to be 

deliberated. What is clear, nevertheless, is th.if an 
ecumenical theological school to meet the needs ol 1 hose 
studying for the ministry in the Atlantic region had been 
founded.
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SHDM99S5
Meeting of the Executive of the Board of 

Governors of Pine Hill Divinity Hall, February 19, 1970. 
ifiiA. (PHDH— 13, #28.} Nicholson's resignation was 
intimated to the Executive of The Board of Governors of 
Pine Hill Divinity Hall in February of 1970.

 ̂ in talking with various meMjers of the planning 
process, it has becrme clear that Gordon C<»#an did play a 
pivotal role in the planning process. At meetings he 
would push for decisions quickly, and if no alternatives 
were put forth to proposals, he would go forward with the 
presented proposal. {Discussions with Fred Krieger, Ed 
Aitken, Gordon HacDerraid, Emery Harris, Harold Graven, 
Lloyd Robertson, June/July, 1993.)

 ̂ Rev. Harold Vaughan to His Honour Gordon Cowan, 
March 19, 1970.

* Harold Vaughan. Theolc^ical Education in The 
United Church of Canada. (UCCs Toronto, 1967} 37.

® Douglas P. Watney to Bishop w.w. Davis. March 
4, 1970.

® Douglas Watney to B. ''op W.W. DaviS, April 9,
1970-

7
11, 1970.

Douglas P. Watney to Bishop W.W. Davis. June

I.loyd J. Robertson to Chief Justice Gordon S. 
Cowan- August 26, 1970-

® Lloyd J. Robertson to Chief Justice Gordon S. 
Cowan. August 26, 1970.

Lloyd Robertson to C.H. Nicholson. September
8, 1970.

Harold Vaughan. Summary —  Halifax Visit. 
September 22-24, 1970, 1,

Harold Vaughan. Summary —  Halifax Visit. 
September 22-24, 1970, 2.

Clarence Nicholson. Memorandum on Visit of 
Archdeacon Watney, Father Roach and Dr. Vaughan. 
September, 1970, 1.
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 ̂ Clarence Nicholson. Memorandum on Visit ol 
Archdeacon Watney, Father Roach and Dr. Vauqhan. 
September, 1970, 1.

Clarence Nicholson. Memorandum on Visit ot 
Archdeacon Watney, Father Roach and Dr. Vauqhan. 
September, 1970, 1.

Vaughan. Summary —  Halifax Visit, 2. "It is 
the opinion of the three of us who visited the St htmi 
that the situation in Halifax is well developed in eo- 
c^>eration and the atnx)sphere entirely congenial for 
immediate steps to be take for the creating ol such an 
interdenominational venture."

Vaughan. Summary— Halifax visit, 2. Also, 
Nicholson to Cowan, October 13, 1970.

Nicholson. Memorandum on a Visit, 2.
C.M. Nicholson to Chief Justice U.K. Cowan, 

OctoWr 13, 1970, 2.
C.H. Nicholson to chief Justice C.S. Cowan, 

October 13, 1970, 1.
Minutes of a Joint Meeting ot the TheojjMjic.-al 

Faculties of Holy Heart Theological institute, King's 
College and Pine Hill Divinity Hall, held on 16 Octobef, 
1970 at Pine Hill, 1, 2.

Minutes of a Joint Meeting of the rheokx;ic,i : 
Faculties of Holy Heart Theological institute. King's 
College and Pine Hill Divinity Hall, held on 16 tH;t«jl>er, 
1970 at Pine Hill, 2.

David Bentley. The Mail Star. 16 Novemlx r, 
1968. "We May Have to Tell Universities to StrrvunJ i no. “
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Rev. J. B. Wheaton to Dr. Arthur L. Murphy, 
October 20, 1970. Rev. Wheaton also referred to a letter 
from father Lloyd Robertson to Dr. Murphy of October 2, 
1970Î "Over the past few years there has been a gradually 
increasing co<^ration awang the theological colleges in
this area Kings, Pine Hill and Holy Heart. As our
press release indicates it is our hope that before too 
long there will be one school of theolc^ in this region 
to provide for theological and clergy education. This 
current year there is considerable sharing of personnel, 
library and building resources, and student body. For 
ex^ple, Dr. Chalmers of Pine Hill teaches our first 
semester Masters course; Fathers O'Neill and Christensen 
of our staff, teach at Pine Hill' Father Wheaton, Read of 
Graduate Studies department, also heads the Religion 
Department at Itount St. Vincent; we have Kings and Pine 
Hill students in our course." Rev. J. B. Wheaton adds in 
his letter to Dr. Murphy, "Also, Rev. John Buckley, of 
Holy Heart staff, has begun teaching a course in Liturgy 
at King's following the death of Canon Stone."

Minutes of Joint Meeting, October 16, 1970,
2,3. Several other items were discussed as well but it 
is sufficient to point out that the matters being 
discussed were in effect the early groundwork for the 
formal project phase of the founding of AST.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall, Special CooBCittee 
Report, Decend>er 23, 1970.

C.M. Nicholson to Father Barry Wheaton, OctoWr 
28, 1970. Lloyd Robertson, in a recent interview said 
that Froyd's role was to help formulate the questions and 
in exploring the answers to the questions, what was 
possible— the shape of the school would become evident. 
Robertson also stated that uppextm>st in the minds of the 
members of the planning ccwmittee were the questions:
"In what way is God directing us?" and "What is the best 
way here— for the people?".

Dr. Milton C. Froyd. Notes on Meeting with 
Planning Ccmnittee. Pine Hill Divinity Hall, Halifax, 
November 16, 1970. The conœittee was to include 2 from 
each governing board, 2 from each faculty, 1 from each 
senate or equivalent, 1 from each student body, 1 from 
each alumni association, 1 layperson.
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Dr. Milton C, Froyrl. NoIob on Mtîoting with 
Planning Committee. Pine Hill Divinity Hall, HaiiirtX, 
November 15, 1970.

Minutes of School of Theology Planning 
CoBaaittee Meeting, December 8, 1970, Pine Hill Divinity 
gall.

Minutes of School of Theology Planning 
Cc^tittee (feting, December 8, 1970, Pine Hill Divinity 
Hall.

Gordon S. Cowan, Chair, Task Force #5, laxjal 
and Financial Matters, Report, November 27, 1970, 1.

Jim Itoore, “Form new theology institute in 
Halifax." The Chronicle-Herald. May 5, 1970.

Gordon S. Cowan, Chair, TasK Force #5, U?gal 
and Financial Matters, Report, Novesd>er 27, 1970, 2.

Gordon S. Cowan, Chair, Task Force #5, iô gal 
and Financial Matters, Report, November 27, 1970, 2. ïet 
again the federated mtxlel of theological school is being 
prcmoted,

Gordon S. Cowan, Chair, Task Force #5, Legal 
and Financial Matters, Report, November 27, 1970, 3.

Lloyd Robertson, Chair, Task Force 14, 
Relationship to University. Report. îK,*cember 8, 1970.

Lloyd Roiwrtson, Chair, Task Force 14, 
Relationship to University. Report. December 8, 1970.

Minutes of Planning Co^ittee, December 8,
1970, 3.

John Hitoitts. A Submission on the Future Role
of the Divinity Faculty to the CcumBittee on the Future
Role of the Divinity Faculty at King's College, Minutes, 
March 23, 1971. ADA.

John Hibbitts. A Submission on the Future Role
of the Divinity Faculty to the Committee on the Future
Role of the Divinity Faculty at King's College, Minutes, 
March 23, 1971, 2.
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** John Hibbitts. A Submission on the Future Role
of the Divinity Faculty to the Committee on the Future
Role of the Divinity Faculty at King's College, Minutes, 
March 23, 1971, 2,3.

Lloyd Robertson, interview. July, 1993.
** PHDH, Special Committee, December 23, 1970, 2.

PHDH, Special Committee, December 23, 1970, 2.
Minutes of the Planning Committee of 21 

December, 1970, 3.
Minutes of the Planning Cœmnittee of 21 

December, 1970, 5,
Milton C. Froyd to Father John Barry Wheaton. 

January 2, 1971.
PHDH, Report of special Cosanittee, January 19,

1971, 1.
PHDH, Report of Special CcMnmittee, January 19, 

1971, 4. Actual cost figures for each scheme for each 
Rch(X>l are provided in the minutes of this meeting.

PHDH, Report of Special Cosranittee, January 19,
1971, 2.

David Bentley. The Mail Star. 16 November, 
1968. "We May Have to Tell Universities to Streamline." 
See also "The Future of King's: A Few Pertinent
Observations," by Dr. H. D. Smith. Tidings from Kings. 
Vol. VII, No, 9 Winter, 1969, "The Grants Committee, 
holding the purse strings, admitted in Noveaâ>er last that 
it was a virtual ultimatum, made by the government- 
appointed Committee, that there by a union between 
Dalhousie and King's. The initiative and proposals would 
have to come frcan King's, because we are the ones with 
the problem, and supposedly it is we who want the voice 
in saying what should be preserved of our long history 
and tradition."
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PHDH, Report of Special committee, January 19, 
1971, 2. In an interview with Dr. ^rgan. President ol 
King's in 1970/71, he stated that Ur. Arthur Murphy, 
Chairman of the University Grants committee had contacted 
him personally and asked him to push tor a joint 
theological school, (get quote) Rev. Rodney StoktM* ot 
King's College presented a sutmjission to the Hcwud oi 
Governors of King's college in February of 1969 ont It U hI 
"The Dalhousie-Klng's Relationship" wherein he explortnl 
the growing issue of relationship between Dalhmmie and 
King's. He called for a Professional School of Reliqioun 
Ministry on the King's cmnpus and the establishment of an 
aotoiKfflous King's College within the University of 
Dalhousie. "Recognition of 'the King's tradition' as 
worth cherishing and nourishing as an enrichment to 
Dalhousie campus life, mindful of the dangers inherent in 
siffle enlargmtent of Dalhousie as of other human 
institutions, and mindful that the wind of fortune mighi 
have blcnm differently after co-habitation as equai 
partners began in 1923." This matter was sKjre lully 
discussed at the Divinity School Council Meet ing on 
February 17, 1971.

PHDH, Report of Special Copmittei?, Jann.uy 19, 
1971, 2. For a detailed list of all matters discussed at 
this important meeting, see Minutes ot the Kxecutive 
C<^iittee of the Board of Governors, University of King's 
College, January 14, 1971, PAHS. one matter disciistani 
was the effect on King's programme as a whole that a 
possible diminished participation of the Divinity Seinwd 
would have. This added new urgency to the search tor a 
viable academic role for King's, a search which t he 
president, Graham Morgan reported, was well in hand.
Part of the end result of this searching lor a new 
academic role for King's has been the impUfmentut jtm <»! 
the Foundation Year Program as well as the Schtx*l «d 
Journalism.

Report to Planning Coswîiit teo of t he Atl.mt, sc 
School of Theology. January 14, 19971, Executive 
Cœmsittee, University of King's College.

Minutes of the Planning Committee, 15 January,
1971, 2.

Minutes of the Planning Ccunmittee, 15 January,
1971, 2.
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Minutes of the Planning C<xmlttee, 15 January,
1971, 1.

Minutes of the Planning Cs»nmittee, 15 January,
1971, 3.

Minutes of the Planning Committee, 15 January,
1971, 4.

Milton C. Froyd. Report to the AATS on the 
Proposed Union of Three Divinity Schools in Hova Scotia. 
January 19, 1971.

Hilton C. Froyd. Report to the AATS on the 
Proposed Union of Three Divinity Schools in Sova Scotia. 
January 19, 1971, 2. "It was generally recognized that 
had there been room, there would have been wisd<^ in 
centralizing the operation on the Kings ca^us because of 
its strategic location in relation to Dalhousie 
university."

Milton C. Froyd. Report to the AATS on the 
Proposed Union of Three Divinity Schools in Hova Scotia. 
January 19, 1971, 5.

^  C. M. Nicholson to Board Members, PHDH, January 
26, 1971.

C. H. Nicholson to Board Members, PHDH, January
26, 1971.

C. M. Nicholson to Board Members, PHDH, January
26, 1971.

Jesse H. Ziegler to Gordon S. Cowan. January
25, 1971.

James Hayes to Jesse Ziegler, February 9, 1971.
AAH

PHDH, Special Committee Meeting, February 10,
1971.

PHDH, Minutes of Special Committee, February 
10, 1971, 1.

PHDH, Minutes of Special CcfflBiittee, February 
10, 1971, 2.
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Frances p. MacLellan to Gordon S. cvw.in. 
February 8, 1971.

Aj^arently Archbishop O'No il had rooontly 
announced his decision to retire. Bishop u.ivis made 
comment during the meeting about "t he t reuu lukuis 
contribution made by the Archbishop (O'Neil) to the 
Council's meetings because of his great concern and 
etqjerience in education." Minutes of the Divinity School 
Council of the University of King's College, Febrn.ny 17, 
1971. KCA.

Minutes of the Divinity School Counci I ot t lie 
University of King's college, February 17, 1971. KCA.

Minutes of the Divinity School Council ol the 
University of King's College, February 17, 1971. kca.

Minutes of the Divinity school council ot the 
University of King's College, February 17, 1971. KCA.

Minutes of the Divinity School Council ol t hi! 
University of King's College, February 17, 1971. kca.

Gordon S. Cowan to Hilton C. Fioyd, March 19,
1971.

Gordon S- Cowan to Milton C, Froyd, M,ircb 19,
1971,2.

Cowan to Froyd, March 19, 1971.
These submissions were similar and in some 

instances identical to sulasissions which were madir on 
February 17, 1971 to the Divinity School Council ot 
King's College.

Graham Morgan. "A Report on the implications 
for King's College of Association in the rroposerl 
Atlantic School of Theology, February 12, 1971," 
presented to Board of Governors, University of Kinfj's 
College, February 18, 1971. (Actual report. ADA, Hinut*c. 
of Meeting PANS)
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S3 Graham Morgan. "A Report on the ImpI ic.it ii-»ns 
for King's College of Association in the Pio^xjHed 
Atlantic School of Theology, February 1?, 1971," 
presented to Board of Governors, University of King's 
College, February 18, 1971. (Actual report Ai>A, Minutes 
of Meeting PANS)

Graham Morgan. "A Report on the Implic.it ions 
for King's College of Association in the Pro(K)sed 
Atlantic School of Theology, February 12, 1971," 
presented to Board of Governors, University of King's 
College, February 18, 1971. (Actual report ADA, Minutes 
of Iteeting PANS)

Dr. John Hibbitts. "A Submission to the 
Divinity Council and, if so, approved by it, to the Itoatd 
of Governors, regarding the proposed agreement 
constituting the Atlantic School of Theology...,"
February 15, 1971 read at Board of Governors of King's 
meeting, February 18, 1971, 1.

Dr. John Hibbitts. "A Submission to the 
Divinity Council and, if so, approved by it, to the lUwud 
of Governors, regarding the proposed agreemtmt 
constituting the Atlantic School of Theology...,"
February 15, 1971 read at Bc«rd of Governors of Kimi's 
meeting, February 18, 1971, 1.

Dr. John Hibbitts. "A Sutmiission to the 
Divinity Council and, if so, approved by it, to the Ikxird 
of Governors, regarding the proposed agreement, 
constituting the Atlantic school of Theology...,**
February 15, 1971 read at Board of Governors of King's 
meting, February 18, 1971, 2. He raised other points 
related to the endow^nts of the University of King's 
0)1 lege and his belief that this agreinnent could not "t«; 
entered into with any degree of success without the 
concurrence of both Dioceses in their Synods to this 
projtesal." Be also was concerned that legacies, such as 
the $20,000 received by King's to establish the 
Archbishop Kingston Chair in the Divinity School would bii 
lost if the proftesed agreestent was approved.
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®® Dr. John Hibbitts. “A Submission to the 
Divinity Council and, if so, approved by it, to the Board 
of Governors, regarding the pressed agreement 
constituting the Atlantic Schcol of Theolc^y..., ’
February 15, 1971 read at ^>ard of Governors of King's 
meeting, February 18, 1971, S. Hibbitts also contend^ 
that as Anglicans only represented thirteen percent of 
the population of Canada and probably six or seven 
percent in Nova Scotia, King's was "then far from 
essential to the success of....an ecumenical schcxal of 
theology." Dr. HiWoitts was quick to gx)int out though 
that he was *^st desirous of continuing our ecwwnical 
fellowship."

Dr. John Hibbitts. "A Suixaission to the 
Divinity Council and, if so, approved by it, to the Board 
of Governors, regarding the projxîsed agreement 
constituting the Atlantic School of Theology...,"
February 15, 1971 read at Board of Governors of King's 
meeting, February 18, 1971, 3.

^  Rodney Stokoe. "The Case for Partnership in 
the Establishment of an Ecumenical School of Theology and 
Ministry, herein referred to as the AST." presented to 
the Board of Governors, King's College, February 18,
1971. PANS. Rev. Stokoe also felt that the new ecumenical 
school had the possibility of becoming a full accredited 
roeaber of the American Association of Theological Schools 
where none of the schools separately had the prospect of 
(k)ing so.

Minutes of the Board of Governors of University 
of King's College, February 18, 1971.

Minutes of the Board of Governors of University 
of King's college, February 18, 1971.

Board of Governors of Pine Hill and Senior 
Advisory Committee Meeting, February 18, 1971.

Board of Governors of Pine Hill and Senior 
Advisory committee fating, February 18, 1971.
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No doc minted evidence as to opjxjsition to 
entering into an agreement to found AST by members of 
Pine Hill Faculty or Alumni has been found to date, in a 
recent interview with Rev. Sandy MacLean (Bridgewater, 
July 21, 1993), he seated that there was some concern 
expressed by United church clergy and lay people at the 
time ak)ut loss of identity for Pine Hill— focussing 
especially on loss of the land and buildings.

Rev. Sandy MaclÆan, interview, Bridgewater 
United Church, July 21, 1993.

Lloyd Robertson. Interview. July, 1993. Fathe: 
Robertson made it clear that Archbishop Hayes did have 
the final say in respect to approval on the part of Roman 
Catholics for his Diocese. Robertson stated that when he 
saw that the planning was quickly headed for a decision 
making process he told Bayes that "we would have to wrke 
up our mind (whether to enter into the project)."

(Autumn, 1986) "Two founding fathers 
honored at AST," 11,12.

Jim Moore. “Form new theology institute in 
Halifax." The Chnmicle-Berald. May 5, 1970.

Cowan to Froyd, March 19, 1971.

Cowan to Froyd, March 19, 1971, 4.

Cowan to Froyd, March 19, 1971, 4. Cowan also
pr(^)osed that they "reserve the right to suggest a re­
wording of clauses such as Clause 14 on any extension of 
the Agre^^nt, or any drafting of any legislation."

103 CcM^n to Froyd, March 19, 1971, 4.
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Although not pivotal to the final set of 
meetings, it should be noted that on March 23, 1971 a 
meting of the Coamiittee on the Future Role of the 
Divinity Faculty at King's College was held at the 
request of President Morgan. Submissions %mre presented 
by Dean Hibbitts, Professor Krieger, and David Price and 
Peter Harris. Once again concern over maintaining King's 
tradition was evident. Dean Hibbitts again called for 
King's facilities to be used for classrooms and offices 
and for King's to continue to use and add to the 
theological section of their own library. He again 
expressed concern that as the Diocesan Syncds of Nova 
Scotia and Fredericton bad not been involved in the 
planning process less money might be forthcoming than in 
previous years for support of Anglican theological 
education. Minutes of the Ct^iittee on the Future Role of 
the Divinity Faculty at King's College. March 23, 1971.

Chief Justice Cowan to G. Raymond Smith. 
îtenMsrandura, March 25, 1971.

Jim Moore. "Agreement signed to establish 
Atlantic School of Theology." The Chroaicie-Berald.
March 30, 1971.

Jim Moore. "Agreement signed to establish 
Atlantic School of Theology." The Chronicle-Berald.
March 30, 1971.

Jim Moore. "Agreement signed to establish 
Atlantic School of Theology." The Chroaicle-Herald.
March 30, 1971.

Jim Moore. "Agreement signed to establish 
Atlantic School of Theology." The OirtnticXe-Herald.
March 30, 1971.

A.H. O'Neil to H.W. Davis. April 2, 1971.

Report of Ccmmittee re Appointment of 
Principal. May 10, 1971.

Ed Aitken. Interview. June 9, 1993.

1971
AST Minutes of Board of Governors. May 31,
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AST Self-Study Report, 1975. 2-07 ASTA It
was not until 1972, that a library consultant, R. Grant 
Bracewell, was hired and ufK>n his recommendation the 
library of Holy Heart containing approximately 15,000 
volimes was moved to AST.
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omcLusiœ

The origins of the Atlantic Schtwl of Theology 

founded in Halifax in March of 1971 were complex and deep 

rooted. Spurred on by a financial crisis and a drop in 

enrolimf'nt brought about by the changes in society, the 

closure of Holy Heart Seminary, and the resignation of 

the Principal of Pine Hill, Clarence Nicholson, a group 

of individuals of the three founding institutions— Pine 

Hill Divinity Hail, King's College Divinity School and 

Holy Heart Theological Institute— set out to create a new 

entity. They succeededI

Building on a solid foundation of ecumenical 

cooperation which generated mutual trust and respect—  

not just in the field of theological education but also 

in social endeavors in Halifax and involvement in 

ecu^nical enterprises such as the World Council of 

Churches— the lumbers of the Planning Cc^iittee with its 

five task forces worked diligently over a six month 

period to found this new theological school. With the 

assistance of AATS consultant, Milton Froyd, and u{x̂ n the 

advice of the three theological education consultants of 

the three institutions: Harold Vaughan, Douglas Watney
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and Ecteund Roche, the project moved lorward. N o(
the Planning Committee, including it s Chair Harry Wheal on 
and Chief Justice Gordon Cowan provided able leadership 
during the negotiation process.

The planning process was not without its challenges. 
The concern of particular individuals at the univetsity 
of Ring's College to maintain its tradition in the (oim 
of a "divinity presence" at King’s proved to lie 
stumbling block at times. However, compromise ensued and 
the Agreement was eventually signed to lound this new 
institution which was unique in North America, it t the 
world.

All three institutions had endured a long history ot 
challenges in order to educate their clergy. They did 
not passively wait for the closure of their institutions, 
but sought solutions and alternatives t o thei r 
predicaments.

Financial problems were not a novel occurrence to 
Boly Heart Seminary. Over the years the Eudists had 
assumed the deficits out of their own capital funds.
With Vatican II and the Decrees on l^iestly Formation, 
and McmseniMi, other ecumenical options for theoI<x|icai 
education became available to the Rasan Catholics. The 
changing tiaæs of the 1960's also prompted those at Holy 
Heart— Ixatb students and faculty— to examine their
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program in the quest for renewal and update. In this 

quest for improved theological education, Holy Heart 

Seminary entered into joint classes with Pine Hill and 

King’s. Roman Catholic Archbishop James Hayes, in keeping 

with the spirit of Vatican II, supported and was involved 

in these ecumenical ventures.*

Holy Heart Seminary had closed in 1970 and the 

priests had been sent elsewhere for their theological 

education. At that time, there was hope expressed by the 

Rrwan Catholic Archdiocese of Halifax and their 

Archbishop James Hayes that an institution could 

eventually be formed to once more educate the priests in 

the fteritiffies. In the meantime, Holy Heart Theological 

Institute had been founded to provide continuing 

education for the clergy and lay people of the Roman 

Catholic Church of the Archdiocese of Halifax.

King's College Divinity School with its shortage of 

professors and drop in enrollment was also looking for 

solutions to its theological education problems. It too 

had a long history of adaptation to change and adversity 

in order to maintain elements of its tradition and have 

the Anglican clergy educated for ministry. This included 

a m)ve from Windsor to Halifax and a new association with 

Dalhousie University.
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The University Grants Committee was in a process of 
streamlining university coats and had been looking at a 
closer association of King's and nalhousle. King's ever 
mindful of preserving its tradition and concerned about 
any merger with Dalhousie, sought ways to maintain this 
tradition through continuing to grant the only degrees it 
could at that time--those in Divinity, other particular 
ways in which King's could maintain its "divinity 
presence" were worked out through the Agreement. Support 
for King's involvement in this new enterprise was evident 
from the Anglican Bishops of the Diocese ot Nova Scotia, 
W.W. Davis and G.F. Arnold, as well as the Archbishop of 
the Fredericton Diocese, A.H. O'Neil.

Pine Bill Divinity Hall, although not experiencing 
as major a crisis in finances or enrollment, was 
nevertheless concerned about maintaining a high level ot 

theological education for its prospective ministers. The 
national church committee on theological education was in 
a process of restructuring its colleges in order to save 
finances and provide better theological education. One 
of the options considered was to enter into 
denominational cooperation in the field of theoUxjical 
education. Individuals within the United Church were also 
concerned over the adequacy of theological education.
With a Sf^cial Ctmmittee of Pine Hill formed with Gordon
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Cfjwftn as Chair, after Clarence Nicholson's resignation. 
Pine Hijl sought not only a new Principal, but more 
importantly a solid future for its school-

Initially it was hoped that Acadia Div_: r; Ity College 
might become part of the new schcK>l. They were k^t 
advised of the dovelofaj^nts in the negotiation process

gbut chose not to beccææ part of the new school.
Ecumenical contact with the Atlantic Baptists would 
continue through the Institute of Pastoral Training.

The 1960's was an era of societal change and also 
change in theological education. The need to be educated 
to meet this change was paramount in various reports 
published by theological educators and consultants frxxn 
the world council of Churches, frcmt the respective 
theological education committees of the Anglican and 
United churches and frcœ those who prepared the Vatican 
II doci^ænt on priestly formation. It was also present in 
reports presented by individuals— students, alumni and/or 
professors— at Holy Heart Seminary, King's College 
Divinity School and at Pine Hill as %fell as in the 
reports of the Nova Scotia Anglican Dicxzese theological 
education committee. In order to try to meet these needs, 
the individuals in Halifax proj»sed an entirely new 
school, an integrated school— not a federation of 
colleges as had been formed in Toronto.
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Halifax had been the arene of interiKilyinq 
ecumenical cooperation in the field of theoUxiuMl 
education— particularly accelerated with Vatican il and 
with the ongoing United and Anglican church union 
dialogue. Professors, students, other c lergy had been 
involved to varying degrees in many ecumenical 
theological encounters, in 1965 King's and Pine Hill had 
begun sharing some classes. By 1963/69 a joint 
currlculim in particular areas was being shared by Pine 
Hill, King's and Holy Heart.

Respecting each other's traditions and keenly 
interested in the theological education being cairitni out 
in each denomination, two separate groups of individuals 
during 1969— one a group of individuals frrm the ihrt’(> 
faculties and another a group of Pine Hill Alumni-- 
envisioned an integrated school as a solution to this 
crisis in theological education in the Maritime 
provinces.

Both groups expressed concerns that the theological 
education and pastoral needs of the Maritime provinces 
could t^st be met by forming a united college in Halifax 
and not by sending prospective clergy to other centres, 
such as Central Canada, for their education. Certainly, 
with the closure of Holy Heart Seminary, the option of a 
federation of colleges as in Toronto, was not a viable
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one. Al no, t.he two existing schools had a limited 
enrollment and a small number of professors which was not 
in keeping with the published studies on improving 
thtîological education. The advantages for this 
integrated school of theology as seen by the Task Force 
on the Relationship of a seminary to a university were 
several. They felt that combined operations, integrated 
curriculum, integrated staff under one plant would make 
the project more econcsnically viable and could lead to 
the possible return of the Roman Catholic students to the 
Atlantic area.3

Atlantic School of Theology is an institution 
indigenous to the Maritimes. Its origins were part of a 
particular response to local, national and international 
conditions. To say that it was necessitated primarily by 
econtMBic reasons out of a history of "sectarian chaos" as 
Dale Chisholm contended, would obscure the long history 
of ecumenical interaction in Halifax.* Also obscured 
wauld be the effect the push for theological change had 
on the three institutions individually and on the final 
form AST took, AST was not formed in a vacuum and indeed 
building on early ecu^nical encounters in Halifax, its 
formation had three stages. The first stage was one of 
getting to knew one another through ectmenical 
interaction of professors in an interfaith discussion



group and students through workshops, rot real s and ihe 
Institute of Pastoral Training. The second stage was <»ne 
of ecumenical collaboration when actual classes ot oiu* 
institution were open to another and pro! essors ,ind 
students vrere exchanged. The third stage ot the actiial 
project and formal negotiations provided the tinal 
stimulus for the school,®

By focusing primarily on economic factors concealtxi 
as well are the motivations of the individuals and ol the 

institutions as they progressed through the p: .«nning 
process. This obscures the concerns that led to comprise 
during the process, particularly the concerns on t he (kirt 
of King's. It also hides the role of the University 
Grants Cc^nittee (representing the Province of Nova 
Scotia) in the whole process. The fact that only the 
Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Halifax bccamt? one id t tie 

founding parties of AST instead of all the Atlantic Kom,ui 
Catholic Dioceses is also obscured when only economic 
concerns are focussed on,® Certainly, econt^ic 
circimstances necessitated a search for a new identity, 
but political, social, religious, historical reasons as 
well as individual ^tivations were also part ot that 
search for a new theological schix)!.

It was a particular set of circumstances, and a 
particular group of people in a specific context and at a
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pari.icuJar t?me in history, that ctmpleted the planning 
process for the Halifax Project and founded AST. Its 
uniqueness lies in those particularities. Its uniqueness 
lies in its Maritiim? roots. It could be no other. A 
"breakthrough in ecumenical theological education in the 
Maritime area" had occurred.^

Through planning, dialogue, deliberate action and 
compromise over an intensive six-month period, the 
Atlantic School of Theology came into existence 
consuaanatinq a long history of challenge and adaptation 
to change in each of the three traditions. The brave 
individuals who stated that "they would be willing to do 
virtually anything, short of ccOTpromising the principles 
ot their traditions,..." in order to improve their 
"ccmwon service to the Christian community of the 
area...." had actualized their vision.® Those 
individuals of the United church of Canada, the Anglican 
Church of Canada and ti e Rc«nan Catholic Church training 
tor ministry in the Maritime region in order to proclaim 
the Gospel of Jesus Christ wuld not have to travel to 
central Canada to be educated. The dream of 
contextualizing theological education for the Maritimes 
had been realized.
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Bwn w ncs
 ̂ For a brief outline of Archbishop Hayes' 

ecunænical involvements see "Archbishop's Aimivm sai y “ in 
AroMioeesoa Bulletin, April 15, 1990.

^ Opposition to entering into the new srhiw»] on 
the part of the Baptists appears to have come trom the 
Baptist Convention and not the Acadia Faculty, indeed 
members of the faculty had lectured at Pine Hill and 
King's over the years and were present at the Founding 
Service. See Jim Moore, "Hew standards in ecumt'nism 
forecast," in the Kail-Star, July 3, 1971.

^ Minutes of Task Force #4, Relationship of 
Seminary to university. Four Suggested Options. January 
8, 1971.

5
Dale Chisholm, "A Sturdy image", 1986,
Barry Wheaton presentation, (date 1972?) AHTA

® These factors— the concerns at King's with the 
maintenance of tradition, as well as only the Archdiocese 
of Halifax signing the agree^nt, have had far reaching 
effects on AST. It was assumed by Cowan in November 1970 
that Hayes would sign on behalf ot the Atlantic Bishof'H. 
In fact, the majority of Roman Catholic students at AST 
to date have been from the Halifax diocese As Colin 
Campbell stated in a tteil-Star article in October, 1981, 
"regrettably, my own church (Rcœan catholic) has not 
Bupïxjrted the school. The Archdiocese of Halifax has 
sent most of its candidates to the school in the past 10 
years. Itost of the other dioceses in The Atlantic 
Provinces have sent none or a token few." Obviously, the 
asstm^tion of Gordon Cowan and his ccsiimittee in this 
resect was incorrect. Lloyd Rol^rtson was not of the 
inqpression that candidates îzcm other dioceses would come 
to AST. Be hoped they would, particularly as Bishops 
Burke and Power a. tend^ the opening ceremonies for AST. 
Bat he knew of no formal agreement that they would.

^ joint >te€ting Rejxjrt. March 11, 1969. Holy 
Heart Seminary.

® Joint Meeting Report. March 11, 1969. Holy Heart 
Sœü^nary.
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jkBssomASztms

AAH Archives of the Archdiocese of Halifax

AATS American Association of Theological Schools

ADA Anglican Diocesan Archives

AST Atlantic School of Theology

ASTA Atlantic School of Theology Archives

DSJ Diocesan Synod Journal/ Anglican Diocese of
Sova Scotia

GSJ General Synod Journal, Anglican Church of
Canada

IPT Institute of Pastoral Training

KCA University of King's College Archives

PANS Public Archives of Nova Scotia

PHDH Pine Hill Divinity Hall

MCA Maritime Conference Archives

WCC World Council of Churches



202

BIBLMXm&PRY
h. mXMUSX SNMmCK

(a) Corraapw^Wmc#
Anglican Church of Canada. Theological Education

Ccmisaiott Corrcsfrandence from Canon J.C. Bothwell, 
Secretary to 8,0. Smith, President of King's. May 
21, 1968. KCA.

African Jtôsociation of Theological Schools.
Corresgmndence f n m  Milton C. Proyd to Gordon 
S. Cmfan. February 2, 1971.

American Association of Theological Schools.
Correspondence from Milton C. Froyd to Father Barry 
lAeaton. January 2, 19^1. ASTA,

American Association of Theological Schools.
Correspondence frmt Jesse H. Ziegler to Gordon 
S. Cowan. January 25, 1971. ASTA.

Archdiocese of Halifax. Correspondence from Archbishop 
Jas%s Hayes to Dr. J. Bibbitts, Dean of Divinity,
King's College. April 23, 1969. AAH.

Archdiwese of Halifax. Correspondence from Archbishop 
Jaa»s Hayes to Bishops Power, Burke, MacfJeil.
January 23, 1970. AAH.

Archdiocese of Halifax, Correspondence from Archbishop 
Jcmies Hayes to the Atlantic Bishops. March 3, 1970. 
AAH.

Archdiocese of Halifax. Correspondence from Archbishop 
James Bayes to Jesse Ziegler. February 9, 1971.
ASTA.

Archdiocese of Halifax. Correspondence frtxH Rev. j .b . 
Wheaton to Dr. Arthur L. Murphy. October 20, 1970.
ASTA.

Atlfmtic Stwknts Ectraenical Council. Corresgmndence
fron Michael Ferguson to Rev, Jai^s Hayes. January 
25 , 1970- AAH.

DioMse of Fredericton. Corresgrandence from A.H. O'Neil 
to W.W. Davis. April 2, 1971. ADA.



203

Diocese of Nova Scotia. Correspondence from Bisb<^
*. W. Davis to the Clergy of the Dioceses of Nova 
Scotia and Fredericton in reference to Theological 
Education Sunday, January 24, 1971 frc^ Bishc^ *.*. 
IHivis. December 4, 1970. KCA.

Diocese of Nova Scotia. Corres^ndence from W.W. Davis 
B.8. Clark. SovCTiber 27, 1967. KCA.

Diocese of Jfova Scotia. Correspondence from Dr. John
)%:Leish to Bishop W.W. Davis. Octc >̂er 27, 1969. ADA,

Diocese of Nova Scotia. Correspondence fixm IK>uglae P. 
Watoey to Bishop W.W. Davis. f%rch 4, 1970. ADA.

Diocese of Nova Scotia. Correspondence from Douglas 
Watney to Bishop W.W. iMvis. April 9, 1970. W5A.

Diocese of Nova Scotia. Correspondence from Douglas P. 
Watney to Bishop W.W. Davis. June 11, 1970. ADA.

Diocese of Yarmouth. Correspondence frmn Bish^ A.E. 
Burke to Archbishop Jaaæs Hayes, le 27 febrier,
1969. AAH.

Halifax Priests' Senate. Correspondence fnxn Father
Rwhe, Secretary to Archbish^ Jamws Hayes. March 
27, 1969. AAH.

Halifeut Theolt^ical Students Ecimenical Council.
Corres|X}ndence fr<m Mervyn McNally to Rev. James 
Hayes. October 9, 1966. AAH.

Holy Heart S^djtary. Corresgwndence from Father P. 
Skinner to Rev. F.L. Carroll. July 17, 1947.
AAH.

Holy Heart S^inary. Correspondence fr<xa Father L.
Comeau to Rev. Jaa»s Hayes. October 18, 1965. AAH.

Holy Heart Sad.nary. Correspondence frxm Father L.
Ct^eau to Archbishop Ja^s Bayes. J^ril 1, 1969. 
AAH.

Holy I^rt Seminary. Correspondence from Father Tbcmas 
*mbey to Archbishop James Bayes. April 7, 1969.
AAH.

Holy Heart Seminary. Correspondence fztxB Father L.
Ccmeau to Archbishop Jasæs Hayes. January 20, 1970.



204

AAH.
Holy Heart Seminary, corree^ndence from Father L.p.

Pelletier to Father General of the Congregation of 
Jesus and Mary. 1970. AAH.

Holy Heart Theological Institute. Correspondence frcaa
Lloyd J. Robertson to Chief Justice Gordon S. Cowan. 
August 26, 1970. ASTA.

Holy Heart Theological Institute. Correspondence from 
Lloyd J. Robertson to J. Graham Ksrgan. Hoveo^r 
20, 1970. AAH.

Holy Heart Theological Institute, correspondence frcm 
Lloyd J. R<^>ertson to Dr. A. Murphy. October 2,
1970. ASTA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Correspondence from Gordon S.
S. Cowan to Milton C. Froyd. January 20, 1971. ASTA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall, correspondence from Gordon S. 
Cowan to Milton C. Froyd. March 19, 1971. ASTA.

Pine Bill Divinity Hall, corres^ndenee from Gordon S. 
Cwan to G. Ray^and Smith. March 25, 1971. ASTA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Correspondence from c.M. 
Micholson to AS. Butt. April 1, 1968.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall, correspondence from C.M.
Hictn>lson to Eldon R, Bay. April 28, 1969. ASTA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Correspondence from C.M.
Hict^lsofi to Pine Hill Board fWWaers. January 26,
1971.

Pine Bill Divinity Ball. Correspondence from C.M. 
Nicholson to Chief Justice G.S. Cowan, 
ttetober 13, 1970. ASTA.

Pine Bill Divinity Ball. Correspondence frcmi C.M.
Nicholson to Boy G. DefWirsb. January 18, 1967. ASTA.

P i M  Bill Divinity Ball. CorrespcuKtence from Frances P. 
ttacLellan to ^rdon S. Cowan, F^ruary 8, 1971.
ASTA.

Pine Bill Divinity Ball, correspondence frcsa J.P. Strump 
to J.B. Corston. Novesber 8, 1966. ASTA.



205

Saint Itery's University. Correspondence from President 
libelle to the Atlantic Bishops and Eudist Fathers. 
March 20, 1969. AAH.

United Church of Canada, Division of Ministry and 
Education. Correspondence frtm Rev. Harold 
Vaughan to His Honour Gordon Ctnfan. March 19, 1970. 
ASTA.

United Church of Canada, Division of Ministry and 
Question. Correspondence frcse Rev. Harold 
Vaughan to His Honour Gordon Cowan. December 
22, 1980. ASTA.

United Church of COnada, Division of Ministry and 
Education, correspondence from Rev. Harold 
Vaughan to His Honour Gordon COwan. Decemü%r 
31, 1970. ASTA.

University of King's College. Corres{K>ndence frxxa Rev. 
Sibhitts, lOan of Divinity to Rev. Lloyd RtHsertson. 
m y  6, 1970. AAH.

University of King's College. COrres^ndence including 
list of Planning Committee Members frc^ Fred 
Krieger to COrdon S. COwan. January 18, 1971. ASTA.

University of King's college. Correspondence from J. 
Graham lorgan to All Members of Divinity Faculty.
11 March, 1971. KCA.

University of King's College, correspondence from J. 
Grahan Morgan to Rev. (Onon G.H. Earle of Queen’s 
Colley, Newfoundland. October 6, 1971. KCA.

University of King's College. Coriospondence fr<^ B.D.
Smith to Arthur L. Murphy. January 24, 1969. KCA.

(b) Financial Inerte
B. Fernand Nadeau. Aioountant. Ecteundston, N.B.

Financial Statement of Revenue and Ejgwnditures for 
Holy Heart S^dnary for the year ending June 30,
1965. AAH.

B. Fernand Nadeau. Accountant. Echoumlston, N.B.
Financial Statmmmt of Revenue and Bjgwmütures for 
Holy Heart Seminary for the year ending June 30,
1966. AAH.

B. Fernand Natiteau. ^zcountant. Rbmndston, N.B.
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Financial Statement of itevenue and Expenditures for 
Boly Heart Seminary for the year ending June 30,
1968. AAH.

B. Fernand Natteau. Accountant. Edeundston, H.B.
Financial State^nt of Revenue and Expenditures for 
Holy Heart S^inary for the year ending June 30,
1969. AAR.

Unofficial Btatmeent of Revenue and Expenditures for Holy 
Heart ami Fine Hill for 1966/67 and 1967/68.
Holy Heart Ecumenical Cooperation Filv, AAH,

Oîwfficial Sta^^nt of Income and Expenditure for the 
University of King's College Divinity Skrhool, 1961- 
68. ASTA.

(e) xiiMtas
Advance Committee of Atlantic Students Ecumenical

Q^munity Minutes. Meeting in 1969. PHDH 21 #77.
ma.

Archbishop G«>ffrey Fisher Theological Society Minutes 
Jan 16, 1958 to Jan 30, 1970. KCA.

Atlantic Sch(X)l of Theology. Minutes of Board Meeting. 
m y  31, 1971. ADA.

Atlantic School of Theolc^y. Minutes of the Planning 
Ccmmittee. December 8, 1970, Decemlœr 12, 1970, 
January 8, 1971, January 15, 1971. ASTA.

Atlantic School of Theology. Minutes of Task Force #1, 
Basic Purgx^e. January 15, 1971. ASTA.

Atlantic School of Theology. Minutes of Task Force 12,
Curriculum including cc^y of existing curriculums of 
thTTO schools. January 15, 1971. ASTA.

Atlantic School of Theology. Minutes of Task Force 13, 
Perscmnel. Kov«ober 25, 1970. PHDH-ll #13. MCA,

Atlantic School of Theology. Minutes of Task Force 13, 
Personnel. January 8, 1971. ASTA.

Atlantic School of Theology. Minutes of Task Force #4, 
Relationship to University. DeceWaer 8, 1970. ASTA.

Atlantic School of Theolf^y. Minutes of Task Force 14, 
Relationship to University. January 8, 1971. ASTA.
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Atlantic School of Theol<^. Minutes of Task Force
# 5 , W g a l  and F in a n c ia l  l e t t e r s .  M o v a W ^ r 2 7 ,  1 9 7 0 .
ADA.

A t l a n t i c  s c h o o l o f  T h e o lo g y . M in u te s  o f  Task  F o rc e
1 5 , L e g a l and  F in a n c ia l  M a t t e r s .  J a n u a ry  1 5 , 1 9 7 1 .
ASTA.

B i s h t ^  o f  th e  A t l a n t i c  P ro v in c e s . M in u te s  o f  a  M e e tin g  
h e ld  on RoveW aer 2 0 , 1 9 6 6 . AAH

Bislu^ of the Atlantic Provinces. Excerpts of a Meeting 
held of March 2 0 , 1 9 6 9 . AAH

B ish c ^ s  o f  th e  B W & rit i^  P r o v in c e s . M in u te s  o f  a  M e e tin g  
h e ld  on % >veW )er 1 7 , 1 9 6 5 . AAH.

H a li fa x -D a r tm o u th  0 > u n c i l  o f  C hurches M in u te s . PAMS 1^20  
V o l .  1690

Holy Heart S^inary Board of Regents. Minutes of a 
^weting held on September 9 ,  1 9 6 9 . AAH.

H o ly  H e a r t  S « R in a ry . M in u te s  o f  a  î te e t in g  h e ld
c o n c e rn in g  th e  c u r a t i o n  o f  H o ly  H e a r t  f o r  1 9 6 9 /7 0  
on 4 fmi, 1 9 6 9 . AAH.

H o ly  H e a r t  S e m in a ry , P in e  H i l l  D i v i n i t y  H a l l ,  and  K in g 's  
D i v i n i t y  C o l le g e .  M in u te s  o f  a  j o i n t  m e e tin g  h e ld  
on M arch 1 1 , 1 9 6 9 . AAH.

B o ly  H e a r t  T h e o lc ^ ic a l  I n s t i t u t e ,  K in g 's  ( k ) l le g ^  D i v i n i t y  
SclK>ol, aiKl P in e  H i l l  D i v i n i t y  B a l l .  M in u te s  o f  
a j o i n t  m e e tin g  h e ld  O c to ï^ r  1 6 , 1 9 7 0 . ASTA.

& ) ly  H e a r t  % e o l ( ^ i c a l  I n s t i t u t e ,  K in g 's  C o lle g e  D i v i n i t y  
S c h o o l, and P in e  H i l l  D i v i n i t y  B a l l .  M in u te s  o f  
a j o i n t  i ^ e t i r ^  h e ld  on Movember 2 0 , 1 9 7 0 . ASTA.

H o ly  H e a r t  T h w lo g ic a l  I n s t i t u t e .  M in u te s  o f  a  M e e tin g  
o f  t f ^  A d m in is t r a t iv e  D i r e c t o r  and  D ^ a r t m e n t  
Beaite h e ld  on May 1 2 , 1 9 7 0 . AAH.

B o ly  H e a r t  T h e o lo g ic a l  i n s t i t u t e .  M in u te s  o f  a  B W eting  
o f  th e  A d s in is t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  and  D e p a rta m n t Beads  
h e ld  on Itey 2 7 , 1 9 7 0 . AAH.

H o ly  H e a r t  T lm o lo g ic a l  i n s t i t u t e .  M in u te s  o f  a  I t e e t i i ^  
o f  th e  A c W in ls t r a t iv e  D i r e c t o r  a iu i D e p a rts œ n t Beeute 
h e ld  on June 1 8 , 1 9 7 0 . AAH.
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Boly Heart Theological Institute. Minutes of a Meeting 
of the Acteinistrative Director and Department Heads 
Held on July 21, 1970. AAH.

&)ly Heart Theological Institute. Minutes of a Meeting 
of the Mtainistratlve Director and Department Heads 
held on August 19, 1970. AAH.

Pine Bill Divinity Hall. Alumni Executive Minutes. 
Sept^ber 28, 1970. IKA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Alumni Annual tteeting
Minutes. June 2, 1967, Itey 27, 1971. PHDH-17 146. 
ICA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Alumni Meeting. SepteiW^er 2, 
1970, May 27, 1971, December 15, 1971. WCA

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Minutes of the Board of
Governors. December 3, 1940, August 20, 1941,
Octc^r 1, 1942, l̂ >ril 23, 1942, March 1, 1943, 
Octt^r IB, 1944, July 21, 1945, April 28, 1945, 
J^ril 29, 1970, Hepteatoer 16, 1970, October 20,
1970, January 26, 1971. MCA.

Pine Bill Divinity Hall. Minutes of the Board of
%vemors and Senior Advisory Meeting. May 7, 1969,
February, 18, 1971. MCA.

Pine Hill Divinity Ball. Minutes of Class Meeting.
Deceantwr 12, 1968 (Class of '70). PHDH 21 #77. MCA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Minutes of the Executive of the 
Board of Directors. Sept^ser 20, 1961, February 
19, 1970, June 11, 1970. WlA.

Pine Bill Divinity Ball. Minutes of the Faculty.
December 8, 1964, January 4, 1965, May 7, 1965, 
(hrt^er 4, 1966, January 13, 1967, January 19, 1967, 
May 5, 1967 March 27, 1968, April 30, 1968, May 16,
1968, January 30, 1970, Rovemt^r 9, 1970 ICA.

Pine Bill Divinity Ball. Minutes of the Senate. February 
12, 1936, October 12, 1939, March 30, 1966, March 
29, 1967, March 27, 1968, May Î, 1968, March 27,
1969. MCA.

Pine Hill Divinity Ball. Minutes of Students Theolc^ical 
Society, J^ril 2, 1969, Bov«tit>er 4, 1969, January 
25, 1971, October 5, 1971. PHDH 21 #77. ÎKZA.
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Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Special Cc^mittee Minutes.
September 11, 1970, Decetsdoer 23, 1970, January 19, 
1971, February 10, 1971, March 31, 1971. ASTA.

Pine Hill Divinity Hall. Special Committee Minutes.
May 10, 1971. ADA.

Presbyterian College. Minutes of a fteeting of the Board, 
januazy 28, 1927, July 7, 1927, March 12, 1930. KCA

University of Xing'̂ s College. Alumii Ass<x:iation Annual 
Iteeting Minutes, ftay 13, 1969. RCA.

University of King's (%11^^. Alumni Association Semi- 
Annual iteeting. March 3, 1969. *KA.

University of King's College. Alumni Association 
Sxecutive Minutes. November 3, 1966. RCA.

University of King's college. Altmuii Minutes. February 
10, 1971. KCA.

University of King's College. Archbishop Geoffrey Fisher 
Theol^ical &>ciety Minutes. KCA.

University of King's College. Minutes of the Board of 
Governors. January 1960 to %cember 1971. PANS.

University of King's College. Minutes of the ^ecutive 
of the Board of Governors. January 1960 to December
1971. PANS.

University of King's College. Minutes of a Ckwnittee on 
the Future Role of the Divinity Faculty at King's 
Coll^^. Itercb 23, 1971. ADA.

University of King's Collie. Divinity Gmncil Minutes. 
IkjvefBtmr 21, 1968, April 10, 1969, APril 23, 1969, 
Octd»er 28, 1969, January 27, 1970, April 28, 1970, 
February 17, 1971, May 10, 1971. KCA.

University of King's Collar. Stt^nt Theolt^ical 
society Minutes. KCA.

(d )  P a p e rs , D ia r ie s ,  A s t^ io g r ^ p b ie s

Chal^rs, Or. R. C. Papers. ASTA.
Chalaœrs, R.C. Protestant-Catholic Relations on

the International Scene. PANS MS 1 c(2> Folcter 5
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Chalmers, R.C. The Unionist Tradition in the Canadian 
Churches, 1975-1925. A paper read to the one 
hundred and eighteenth consentive looting of the 
American Society of Church History, Ĵ prll 18-19,
1975 at Knox College, Toronto. ASTA

Chisholm, Dale. "A sturdy i^ge." Unpublished paper 
prepared for Church History 312, AST. March 16, 
1986. ASTA.

Crowdis, Rev. C. J. tooklet. A Comnon Sorrow and a Cotton 
Q>acern. PANS V/F VI13 *30.

Cunningham, Raymond. Unpublished autcHslography. Anne 
Cunningham Palvey.

Davis, Archbistu^ ».#. Papers. ADA.
Scu^nical Weekend Brochure. J^ril 2-4, 1965, Saint 

Francis Ravier University. ASTA.
Bankey, Wayne. Theology at King's College in the 18th 

(%ntury. Paper presented at King's April 26, 1987. 
KCA.

Sannigan, Sister %orgiana. Brochure of Beginnings, 
unpublished booklet available at Institute of 
Pastoral Training, 1981. IPT.

Historical Sketch of United t^sK>riaX 
Congr^ation. PWlS V/F VI13 #30

Institute of Pastoral Care Brochure, 1967. IPT
*)rgan. President J. Graham, Papers. KCA.
Nichols<m, Principal Dr. Clarence. Papers. KiA.
aaith. President B.D., Papers. KCA.
(# ) l^ o r ts  and Agxeomits

Aitken, Bl., (%)rdon IhicDezmid and Don MacDougall. "Some 
Recf^mndations on the Future of Theological 
BiucatiOD at Pine Bill." Fall, 1969. ASTA.

Archdiocese of Halifax and the Dsngregation of Jesus and 
Mary. Agreement to close Boly Heart Seminary. May,
1970. AAB.
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A t l a n t i c  S c h w l  o f  T h e o lo g y . S e l f -S tu d y  ^ p o r t ,  1 9 7 5 . 
ASTA.

C an ad ian  C a th o l ic  C o n fe re n c e  o f  B i s h ^ s .  P r e l im in a r y
R e ^ r t  on th e  Acactemic A s p e c ts  o f  C l e r i c a l  F o rm a ti(x i  
s u b m itte d  t o  th e  S a c re d  C o i^ e g a t io n  o f  S m s in a r ie s  
and u n i v e r s i t i e s ,  u n d a te d . AAH.

COCTBT. R ecofm w ndatitm s from  th e  C u rr ic u lu m  and  
S ta n d a rd s  C o m m ittee  r e  th e  T o ro n to  S c h o o l o f  
T h e o lo g y , s e p tm d a e r, 1 9 6 8 . H o ly  H e a r t  T h e o lc ^ ic a l  
I n s t i t u t e  P i l e ,  AAH.

C o n g re g a tio n  o f  Jes u s  and  î ta r y .  P o in ts  f o r  an A greem ent 
t o  be e n te r e d  i n t o  b y  th e  B ish o p s  and th e  E u d is t  
F a th e r s ,  t ta rc h , 1 9 6 5 . AAH.

C o rs to n , Jo h n . A B r i e f  H is t o r y  o f  P in e  H i l l  D i v i n i t y  
H a l l .  O c t c ^ r ,  1 9 8 6 . ASTA.

F ro y d , D r .  M i l t o n  C . A Pr<^»osal as  t o  P ro c e d u re  f o r  
th e  H a l i f a x  P r o je c t .  November 10 , 1 9 7 0 . ASTA.

F ro y d . D r .  M i l t o n  C . R e p o rt on t e s t in g  w it h  P la n n in g  
C c m m itte e . f k w m ^ r  1 6 , 1 9 7 0 . ASTA.

P ro y d , D r . H i l t o n  C . R efx?rt t o  th e  AATS on th e  P roposed  
ih iio n  o f  T h re e  D i v i n i t y  S c h o o ls  i n  Nova S c o t ia .  
J a n u a ry  1 9 , 1 9 7 1 . ASTA.

H a l i f a x  C a th o l ic  t o t a l  A b s tin e n c e  and B e n e v o le n t  S o c ie ty .  
R e p o rts  frem F e b ru a ry  2 , 1 8 5 7 . PAHS V /F  V184 # 1 6 .

H i b b i t t s ,  Jo h n . S u im is s i i»  t o  th e  C o m m ittee  on th e  
F u tu re  R o le  o f  th e  D i v i n i t y  F a c u lt y  a t  K in g 's  
( A l l e g e .  M arch  2 3 , 1 9 7 1 . ADA

H i W ) i t t s ,  J < * n .  SWomissiOD t o  th e  D i v i n i t y  C o u n c il  a m i, 
i f  so a j^ r o v e d  by i t ,  t o  th e  B o ard  o f  G o v e rn o rs ,  
re g a r d in g  th e  p ro p o sed  a g re m m n t c o n s t i t u t i n g  th e  
A t l a n t i c  S c h o o l o f  T h e o lo g y . F e b ru a ry  1 5 , 1 9 7 1 . ADA.

H o ly  I t e a r t  S e m in a ry . E a r ly  H is t o r y .  IH>c. l { a ) .  H o ly  
H e a r t  S em in ary  P i l e ,  AAH.

B o ly  H e a r t  S e m in a ry . S em in ars  o f  T h e o lo g y — G e n e r a l .
u n d a te d  r e p o r t .  % > ly  H e a r t  S e m in a ry  P r o je c t  F i l e ,  
AAH.

B o ly  H e a r t  S e m in a ry . U n t i t l e d  r e p o r t  c o n c e rn in g  th e  
c r i s i s  a t  H o ly  H e a r t  and p o s s ib le  s o lu t io n s .
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Aj^roxisate date 1969/1970- Holy Heart Seminary 
Project File, AAH.

%)ly Heart S^inary. schedule of courses for Pine Hill, 
Holy Heart and King's for First Year Theology,
Fall Sa^ster, 1969. Holy Heart Seminary Project 
File, AAH.

Holy Heart Seminary. Recc^^ndations Report concerning 
administrative oj^rations and the library. Holy 
Heart Ssmtinary File, AAH.

Holy Heart Seminary. Proposal regwrt. February ?4,
1969. Holy Heart S^inary File, AAH.

Holy Heart Seminary. Brief to the Bishops of the
Atlantic Provinces. Wheaton, et.al., 1969. AAH.

Holy Heart S^dnary. Joint Faculty Report of Holy Heart, 
Pine Bill and King's re examination evaluations. 
Hovmaber 27, 1969. AAH.

Holy Heart Seminary. Proposal of the Students of Holy 
Hwrt S^inary on the operation of an Amalgamated 
Ecm^nlcal Centre ox Theological Education for the 
Atlantic Provinces, January, 1970. AAH.

Boly Hwrt Seminary. Students Draft of the Brief on
Education %wards Ministerial Priesthood. January,
1970. AAB.

l^ly Heart Seminary. Students Brief on Renewal in the 
Education Towards Ministerial Priesthood submitted 
to the Board of Regents, February, 1970. AAH.

Holy Heart S^ainary. Academic Coamnittee Re|x>rt submitted 
to the Board of Re^nts, February 12, 1970. AAH.

Boly Heart Theological Institute. Joint Report of Holy 
Heart Theological Institute, Pine Hill and King's 
r^resentatives on continuing Education. February 
4, 1970. AAH.

&)use of Refuge for Penitent women. Reports from 1868. 
PAiœ BVC.

L a d ie s ' B enevolent S c ^ ie ty . Re^xirts fr tm  1818. PANS HVC.

îtor̂ ui, Graham. A Import on the Implications for King's 
Colley Asstwiation in the ProgK)sed Atlantic Sch<x>l 
of Theology. February 12, 1971. JU)A
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National Catholic Conference of Bishops (U.S.A.) Bishops 
Coj^ittee Report on Priestly Formation. April,
1969. AAH.

Nicholson, Clarence. Memorandum on Visit of Archdeacon 
Watney, Father Roach and Dr. Vaughan. September, 
197G. MCA.

Nicholson, Clarence. Statement on Pine Hill Divinity 
Hall. January, 1968. ASTA.

Project on Resources for Theological Education in Canada, 
1969, Report. Directors: Rev. C. Raym)nd, Rev. E.
Roche, Rev. H. Vaughan, et al. ADA.

Stokw, Rodney, intercommunion. 1969. ASTA.
Stokoe, Rodney. Report of the Acting Dean to the Divinity 

School Council, Nov^ber 17, 1970. KCA.
Stokoe, Rodney. Report to the Divinity Council by the 

Chairman of King's Divinity Professors, Novendaer,
1971. KCA.

Stokoe, Rodney. The Case for Partnership in the
Establishment of an Ecumenical School of Theology 
and Ministry, herein referred to as the AST.
February 18, 1971 presented to the Board of 
Governors, King's College, February 18, 1971. PANS.

Stokoe, Rodney. The Dalhousie-King's Relationship. 
February, 1969. ASTA.

United Church of Canada: Cosroission to Study Theological
Education in Eastern Canada, "Terms of Reference for 
Pine Hill Divinity Hall," 1966. MCA.

University of King's College. Report to Planning 
Committee of the Atlantic School of Theology.
January 14, 1971 by the Executive Committee. ASTA,

University of King's College. Report of the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Future of The Divinity Faculty of 
The University of King's College submitted by J. 
Graham Morgan, Rt. Rev. G.F. Arnold, Prof. B.S. 
Granter, D. Ruck. March, 1971. KCA.

Vaughan, Harold. Stnamary— Halifax Visit. Septmdher 22- 
24, 1970. ICA.
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Wheaton, Barry. Atlantic School of Theology Three 
Stages Report, 1971?. ASTA,

<f) Interview#
Aitken, Rev. Ed. Atlantic School of Theology,

June 9, 1993.
Currie, Father Martin. St. Vincent de Paul Church, 

Cole Barbour, M.S. October 11, 1969.
Fowler, Padre Al. Maritime Conference Archives. 

%k)vWaer 7, 1989.
Graven, Rev. Canon Harold. St. Augustine's Church. 

July 4, 1993.
Bayes, Archbishop Ja^s. Octotær 13, 1989.
HiMbitts, Dr. John, university of King's College. 

October 2, 1989.
Xrie^r, Rev. Canon Fred, Atlantic School of

Theology, OctoWr 18, 1989 and June, 1993.
MacDermid, Dr. Gordon. Atlantic School of Theology. 

October 5, 1989 and June, 1993.
MacLean, Rev. Alexander (Sandy). Bridgewater United 

Church. July 21, 1993.
f^rgan, J. Graham. Dalhousie University. April 19, 

1990.
Robertson, Father Lloyd. St. Agnes Rmnan Catholic 

Church, Halifax, M.S. July 22, 1993.
Rc^r, Henry, university of King's College. March 

22, 1990.
Wheaton, Professor Barry. îtount Saint Vincent 

University. October 6, 1989.

II Pfimanr Boarc»»
(a) Public bocwment#
Canada. Dcminion Bureau of Statistics. Survey of Higher 

Education. Ft. I, Fall Enrollment in 1960-61.
1961.
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Canada. I^inion Bureau of Statistics. Survey of Higher 
Education. Pt. I, Fall Snroll^nt in 1965-56.
1956.

Canada. Dtssini<Mt Bureau of Statistics. Survey of Higher 
Education. Pt. I, Fall Enroll^nt in 1969-70.
1970.

(b) moWw amd journals
AMoott, Walter N. and Joseph Gallagher, «is. H w

DeciEBsnta of Watiomi XI. Hew Jerseyt ^mrican 
Press/New Century Publishers, Inc., 1955.

SiocMSn Synod Journal, 1952-71. Anglican Diocese of 
Fredericton. Anglican Church of Can«la.

Siooosan Synod Journal, 1952-71. Anglican Diocese of 
Nova Scotia. Anglican Church of Canada.

Financiag mi^mr Muoation in Qmada. Published for the 
ABsixtiatitm of Universities and Colleges of Canada. 
"Rironto t University of Toronto Press, 1965.

Gwwral Synod Journal. Anglican Church of Canada.
Dnitad aurch of Cmaada Moord of Proceedings 

Forty-First AnmwdL Meeting of % e  Naritis* 
inference. Sackville, New Brunswick. June 1-5,
1955.

onitW Cbweeh of Canute Ra^rd of Proceedings
F w t y - W w m d  Aimual Mating of The Merit is* 
Cmiferenee. Sackville, New Brunswick. June 2-6,
1956.

anited Church of CMtada f*cMd of Procaedii^
Forty-%i^ Annual Meting of T M  Maritime 
Confarance. Sackville, New Brunswick. June 1-5,
1967.

M i W d  Church of Canada Mword of Proceedings
Fwty-Fourth Amwal B^tii^ of The Mritime 
Anferwwe. Sackville, New Brunswick. M y  28th - 
31st, 1968.

RulWd O m r A  of Cxmada l^rrd of Proceeding.
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P#rty-Pift& Attsoal itMtisf ot A #  iteritiM*
Sackville, Itew Brunswick, May 17th-30th,

1969.
(amreh of Canada Ito^nrd of Pro^Mdiimr*

Pmrty-Siath JUmsal MMitiag of Tbm BWritim# 
tNrnfaraacw. Sackville, New Brunswick, May 28th-31st,
1970.

IteifeM Aaroh of Canada sw^wrd of Procoadings
Porty-Savantli Anattal Keating of The Kariti» 
CtmfarMSM. Sackville, New Brunswick, Hay 27-3Qth,
1971.

CnitW Chnndi cME Canada. 2 2 ^  Oanaral Council Record of
Proceeding* S^tenher 7-16, 1966. First united
O in rch , W aterloo  O n ta r io .

United ChnrA of Canada. 23rd General Council i^eocd of 
Proceeding* Vol.l Jtogaat 27-l^pt«dN»r 4 1966.
Sydenham street United Church, Kingston Ontario.

m&ited ChuNh of CamkUi 24th General Connoll RwMwrd of 
Proceeding* January 25th-Pehmary 2W, 1971. 
Sheraton-Brock Hotel, Niagara Falls, Ontario.

Waited Church of Canada xearhook, Voltu&e ii, 1964-1972.
thiited Aurch of Cana&t faarteok, 1970.

(c) (i> Knf^«9 *cs, Kagasinee and Bulletins 
Rtlfmtic Insight. Nay, 1989.
Atlantic SclKJoX of Theology. Angelw. Autumn, 1986.
Archdiocese of Halifax. A e  ArchdiocM«m Bulletin. 

Decemt^r 17, 1967. Vol 4 No. 15
September 28, 1969. Vol 6 No. 4
May 10, 1970. Vol 6 No. 36
April 15, 1990. Vol 26 No. 32

Canadian C^Mlman. July-August, 1967.
ChrosuUile-Berald septma^r 25, 1969

January 30, 1971.
March 30, 1971.
May 5, 1970 
May 21, 1971.
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Itoil-Star March 1 1 , 1970
tto v e i^ ^ r  1 6 , 1968 .
J u ly  3 , 1971 .
Septem ber 1 6 , 1971 .

Bill 5/69.
T W  O m itW  d ta r c te o i i .  A p r i l /M a y  1971 .

T i d i w  f r o #  X i ^ ' s .  v o l .  I ,  NO. 1 , NOV. , 1955 .(PublüüM#d giaartorly}VOl. V I I .  No. 2, S p rin g  1967 .
V o l .  V I I ,  So. 9 ,  W in te r ,  1969 . 
v o l .  V I I ,  So. 12 , P a l l ,  1969 .
V o l .  V I I I .  No. 3 , Sunmer, 1970 .

(e) (ii) Spocifie xrtielos from Bnispapors, Ma^iai&os and 
Ballotins.

A ftffo lM . "Two fo u n d in g  fa th e r s  honored a t  A S T ." Autumn, 
1986.

B e n tle y , D a v id , "ite May Have To T e l l  U n iv e r s i t ie s  to  
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