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in thie matter for he was anx un;h;f;ud' them.
Ihere had been pothing_that had -

- b —

. oonfused
him 80 much as the report of the Board of

Agriculture, becanse he had much respeot

for it, and he could not account for tﬁo way
imico

o which they had spoken of the
farm. He had no doubt that the Govern-

~Went would remove the site, and it placed
| :um under tome difficulty inh' opposing them,

or he would have to account to his constitn
euts for Lis courso, and he would be prepared
to do so. He never shrank from doing his
duty, and if he voted for the removal of the
site he would be throwing a stain, he felt,
Upon the memory of one who had governed
the country faithfully and well,

Mr. DEACON said he had read the

- on the subject of the Agricultural College,

:nd_fn-m them he eould not come to the coa-
clusion that the site at Mimico was as bad as

1cpresented He had read also the analyti-

cal report of the Michigan professor, bat he

had not much faith in experts; he would rather

take the statements of tho people living
in the neighborhood of Mimico. If the soil
was 80 bad there how was it that the people
'n that locality managed to live? He thought
the whole thing had been ** cooked ;” that a
great deal of time and trouble had becn taken
to gather evidence prejudicial to Mimico and
aone to get evidence in its favour Peraaps
the next Government would got a professor to
go to the Stone farm and find *‘tuogstatus”
o it, and aJot of other things that the House
didpot understand. (Laughter. ) [t was a great
pily that if Mimico was so bad some other
place in the vicinity of Toronto was not chos

+n ; for pecple from all sections of the coun

try visited this city at times, ani would per-.
Lrps like o visit the college aud sec how the

| operations were conducted ; but they wero

1ok going to travel up to Guelph to do so In

 1he face of the slim evidence prejudicial to
- Mimico he did not think the Government

sheuld remove the site from that chosen by
their predecessors. He was sorry that on
'his ocession he should have to vote against

t © Government, for he had hitherto support.

el thllu-

Mr COYNEregrettod thaf the (v yvernmen:
had thought proper to deal with the (nes-
tien under disoussion as a party one. OUn
of the cbjects sought for in selocting a site
tor the Agricultural College was that it
should be withiu easy access of Torouto; and
*he present Government did pot pretend to
roy that another site could not be found i
the county of York for the institution, and
‘v that way alove an injustice was done t.

- this section of the country. The statements

snd reports sent out by the Commissioaer of
Public Workshad donemuchto deoreciase the
value of land in the neighbourhood of Mimi-
co. He charged that the Commissioner had
songht to prejudice membors of the House
zyainst the present site by holding ont the
maouncement that another might be feand in
their own constituencios, while at the rams
1ime be believed the Commissioner had fixod
upen Guelph as the site.

Mr WOOD (Victoria) spoke of the great
importance that ought to be attached
to the reports of the ward  of
Agricultore and the porsons aclected toreport
«n the subject. In the face of those reports
no Government would have dared, no site
haviog been selected, to have fixed the site
«t Mimico. As no work had been done on
that site he claimed that it was the dusy of
the Government to eeo that some other
p'ace was "selected. The Guelph farm was
from a'l theevidence supplied to the House h,
far the better one of the two, and would gave
217,000 He considered tba he action of
the Government in making tL juestion not
an op¢n one was the correct one, and that
the Government should in all such cas s

ske a bold stand and accept the conse

} Tiuf'n'c"ri

Mr. SCOTT (Grey)—That makes it a party

- vote,

T
|
|

Mr WOOD (Victoria) said that the Re

Tﬂ'amtl npon ‘this q".algﬂm,, bt ¢
g:.ny of yt}m hononrable .entlerau w0 4
.ote a3 one, and 1% did not Locow . hum «o
speak about & party vote

Mr. FERGUSON supported the molion of

the member for East Torcnto,

My, DEROCHE said that oo of the arga.

nents of hon geatlemen i favour of sy

Ljinii‘b "ITL WhaAN thltn the }Hﬂti *hera waa

very poor. 1 they Wl.t_lwd bad land th
could come dowo to Addington, whe'e they

could got ax bad land as they wanted, anl

cheaper than at Vimico He believed taa

.ome hor. members intended votug b wizhy
irom & feeling of loyalty to thewr dead leador,
but he believed tnat there was a ‘eeling o
: ]n}'a] ' to the lnterests of our country whiah

1d have grester weight with all momber
:.}f“;tl]l; Hnunﬂn csre thie College turned on
» failure the farm at Gaelph and the bald

- imiruﬂ against the amendment with Mr, Mo-

foimers of the House might, perhaps, vote |

ey it could be disposed of for the pric.
paid for it, whereas the Miwmico farm ocould
only be sold at a loss, and a still greater los-
would be incurred if an expensive bailding
was epected there,

Mr, ROBINSON had always been opposed
to the establishment of an Agricultaral ol
lege, believing that a very large oaslay woald
be made witguut an adequate retarn. He
thought, nowever, that 1f wo had a model
‘s at all we should have 3 good ppe.  H-
“would therefore vote sgainst the motion of
he hon. member for Kast Toronto, and for
the motion of the hon. member for Norsh
bastings.

The miembers were then called in, and Mr.
'T_ﬂn_:t;run’u motion was lost on the followiny
division—Yeas 31, nays 40: —

Y+rAS— Messrs, Cameron, Macdonald, Fer-
£uson, Ardagh, Meredith, Merrick, Boulter
Kykert, Lauder, Deacop, (Grangs, Coyns,
Cralg (Ruescll), Calvin, Mooteith, Tooley,
“cott (Grey), Read, Code, Guest, Fitz«dm.
wens, Corby, Craig (Glengarry), Hamiltoa,
Wichards, Giftord, Moial), Paticrson, Bar- -
bcr,l. Crosby, and Boultbee -31 !

NAYS— Mesers. Mowat, Crooks, Scoft
(Uttawa), McKim, Pardee, McKellar, Gow,
Wll]lfml (Hawilton), Hodgins, Smith, Bax-
ter, Farewell, Clemens, Co.k, Gibson, Gin.
bous, Webb, Springer, Clarke (Woelling
ton), Deroche, Clarke (Norfolk), Monck, M-
Leod,Oliver, Wilson, Striker, Paxton, Christie
Sexton, Fairbairn, Welis, Graham, Robinson,
Harrington, Caldweli, Snetsinger, W atcer
worte, Sinclair, Fiulayson, Havey —40.

Mr. WOOD (Vietoria), stated that he had

lae for 1t; _
Mr, FAREWELL gaid that it was with

~great pain he felt compelled to make & m»-
 Wion which was agaiust the leaders of the

party which he hononred and with which he
ad always been conncoted. He intended to /
I:‘?l:it;bth‘me modol lfn.ﬂ:n be removed to

Y, regrette.l that the ot
was beture hun of unseating the hon mup:uf
the Government, for whom he had often worked
»sud whow heso highly respected (Laughser )
tle said that the site at Whitby was better
»ud much cheaper than any other in the
Province, and proceeded to expatiate nupon
'he rize, beauty, and adap‘ability of Crafa'gw
castle for the purpose required The buil i¥-
ng at Gublﬁh was not at all suited for the
yurpots. He moved an smendmsent to the |
»mendinent to the effect that the site of the
Lollege should be fixed at Whitby:.

Mr. CAMERON said that as, he believed
'bat the Whitby building and site were pre-
‘erable to those at Guelph, and ashe belisved
the selection of the latter site by the Gov-
‘roment had been made on other grounds
‘han in the interest of the country, he woald
rave to vote in faveor of the amendment of
‘he hon, member for South Oatario, although |
he regretted bulug compelied to supvort

»ny motion of that hon geutleman cousider-
g bix action 1n this matter,

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment ont
of order as not being pertinent to the amend
ment, but applicable to the orizinal mition

Mr. RYKERT moved in amendment that
1t was the opiunion of this House that if the'
Agncultural Coll=ge was not to be at Mimio..
‘hat Woodstock should be selocted as ghe
elte.

A divizion was had and the motion lost, |
teing voted for by only the following mem.
Leye:-Mesers, Rykert, Meredith, Luder, Cal-
vin, Corby, Craig(Russell), Monteith, Tooley,
scott (Grey), Olwver,  Yeas, 10; nays, 57. 3

Mr. MERRICK moved a similsr amend.
ment in {avour of Ottawa, which was nega
uved.  Yess 5; nays, 56, the yeas being

- Mesprs. Menick, Rykert, Monk, Crli;;

(Rustell), and Macdonald.

Mr.RY KER 'moved a further amendment
that a site sbould be sclected within a radi-
us of ten milee from, on account of izs
proximity to, the capital of the Province.

This amendment was declared lost on the
following division: —

YEAS— Messrs, Cameron, Macdonald, Far.
guson, Meredith, Merrick, Rykers, Lauder,
Deacon, Grange, Coyne, Gifford, Richards
ardagh, Fitizmmmons, Code, Guest, Calvin,
Craig (Rus-ell), Tooley, Monteith, Boultbee,
McCall, Croshy, Patterson - 24

Navs—Meeers. Mowat, Crooks, Scott (0.
tawa), Deroche, Mcl{im,, Pardee, McKellae,
Gow, Williams (Hamil%on), Hodgins, Oliver,
Baxter, Smth, Clemens, Barber, Clarke |
(W ellington), Springer, Webh, Farewell,
Gibson, Gibbons, ook, Striker, Paxton,

- Wilton, Clarke (Norfoik), Saxton, Fairbairn,

Christie, McCall, Monk, Wells, Sinclair, Ar
dagh. Grabam, Caldwell, Finlayson, Hamil.
ton, Harrington, Hanley, Snetsinger, Wat-
terworth, Robinson—43.

Mr PATTERSON moved in amondment
‘0 the amendment, that owing to the cons
licting natw e of the information afforded to
2he House rerpecting the quality of the land




