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of these sciences in themselves, and not on account of any unfiiUiHed ii^reenient

with reganl to them. In short, whon we contrast the provision whicli has been
made f r University departnunits in ltuildin;,'s and ecjiiipnient, witli the very

modest protjranimo which was satisfactory to all concerned when originally drawn
up, it must bi-, admitted that no ground for complaint exists, and that thu Agree-

ment has been interpreted in a spirit of liberality which was not dreamt of at the

time. A contirmation of this I sec further in the ({ymnasium Building, ])rovided

at a cost of over S30,()0(), and in the Library Building at a cost of upwards of

$100,000, although neither was even mentioned in the Agreement.

More than contract provision has already been made, as I have shown for the

University depfirtments, and now new expansion must be provided for. The
inevitable consecjuence of your theory of a first claim on the endowment for

University purposes and of a refusal to increase any revenue fees but those of

University College is to throw upon Utdversity College the whole burden of

expense for future expansion. This is the position you take, and you say thnt it

is justified by'tho Agreement and the Act. You appear to ignore the fact, which
must be well-known to you, that the feileration negotiations looked to no such

source for future expansion. University College was guaranteed a.s a State Col-

lege fi)r all time to come, and it was supposed that tlie adilitional funds which it

was anticipated would be required for carrying out the scheme would be furni.shed

by the Government. The question of further State aid for the University was
under discussion just before the federation negotiations, having been advocated by
Vice-Chancellor Mulock in his Convocation aildress of IHHS. The estimate of

increased income necessary for the carrying out of federation made in 1S84 as I

understand by Professor Loudon, and ])ublicly announced, was S+O.OOO a j'ear.

You yourself subse(juently stated $1.50,000 as your estimate of the annual income
which would be immediately available under federation, making it clear that you
also anticipated a considerable addition to the resources of the University. The
Senate also in accepting the scheme coupled with their acceptance the assertion

of the necessity of increased Government aid, and it was generally understood that

additional funds would be provided by Govei'ument from some source. These
expectations have not been realized, and, as you know, that is the reason why fees

have already been increased more than once, and not at all because any such

increase of fees was projected in the Fxleration Act. Merely nominal fees in

University College were thought of You hold the contrary, but in point of fact

how are you more justified in saying that it was intended that University College

should be supported wholly by its fees than that the University of Toronto should

be wholly su])ported by its fees ? The clause of the Act referring to this point is

exactly parallel for both institutions, as you will see by referring to sections oS, 2

and 7H. The complete parallelism of Universit}' College and Victoria College on
which you insist haVno foundation as far as the Act is concerned (see sections 38,

2, 3, 4), and is not supported by anything in the Agreement. The parallelism con-

templated by the Act refers only to teaching and attendance on lectures, and not

at all to finances. The admission of this fictitious parallelism would bring us

again face to face with the question I have already raised, viz., whether by feder-

ation the State abandoned its duty to provide for the adequate teaching of all

subjects, College as well as University.

Let us now turn to another phase of the question, viz., to the direct contribu-

tion which as you allege is maile to the University by Victoria College. In your
last letter you say: " And while we would have saved ourselves $20,000 a year,

besides large outlay for buildings by putting our Arts students into University

College as others do, this would have involved additional expense there of at least

$10,000 a year, i.e., if they were to get anything like proper attention. Our
College is a direct contribution to the resources of the University to at least that

extent.
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