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Anpon<1ix

(I). I>.) ^o ii,—Rfpnrl ofIhtCommittffrif College CiiuncU

on the cage of the Reverend C. n'itulanley.

rih M»y.

TIh! I.uii(1 Ciiinmilloc rcpoit llint tlii'V liHve miidc

minulf fii(|uiry into tlic inirlit iiliirs of Mr. Wiiisliin-

k'v's <:iw, lis (IcliiiU'i'. in Iun Mfinoiiiil In His Excel-

lu'iicy tliL' Clmiicrlliir.

It appears llmt about llic lailrr end of dm sprin;,' of

18(1, appliciilion was rmiiin v.ilMlly to tlin liiirsar Uy

Mr K VVinslaiili'V, rclalivo to IIjb piircliHsf o( thn

lot'soiilh lialf;!H,'A. S.arlmro', iiml tliat wlirn llio

upuliciition was sulimittrd to the ((hiikiI llioy dr. lined

mIIIim' it, prinripaliy on llic ground lliat llicy ilid not

wish U> purl with any of their proprrly so near Toronto.

On the I4lh of June Mr. VVinstanh'y addressed a

letter to the Bursar.a copy ofwhich is annexed. (No. 1.)

This was read in Council on July 17tli,and tliopro-

ceedinL's cnlhat occasion are recorded in iheMinulo of

which a copy is annexed. (No. i.'..) A copy ol the

Uursur's reply is also annexed. (No. .3.)

On F.hruary lOtli, 1845, the case was entered

amonirst those inl'.nded for the Lanil Committee at

their meeting h.ld on tliat di.y. But no netion was

taken ihcreoi:, iniismurh as the Council had already

decided that iho lot in .(iiestion should not he sold, and

the matter hud not been formally referred to the Com-

mittee hy thai body.

On February 2Gtli, 1815, the ease was brought

under the consideration of the Council hy Dr. Beavon,

who read a letter frim Mr. E. Winstanley, ot which a

copy is annexed. (No. 4.)

The matter was then referred to the LarHl Committee

by u Minue, a copy of which is annexed. (No. 5.)

In their meeling on April 3rd, the subject was dis-

cussed, and it was deci.led that a recommendation should

bj made to the Council, that the lot should be sold to

Mr. Winstanley. The following were the votes on

thai occasion.

Affirmative.

The Vice President.

The Dean.

Negative.

Professor Gwynno.
Professor King.

The Chairman (Vice President) giving the casting

vole in the affirmative.

On April 12th, 1845, the Committee reported their

recommendation, which was negatived by the Council,

—the voles being.

Affirmative.

The Vice President.

The Dean.

The Principal of U. C. C.

Negative.

The President.

Professor Croft.

Professor Gwynne.
Professor King.

The principal grounds of Mr. Winstanley's com-

plaint are, 1st : That the promises given to him in the

Bursar's office have not been confirmed by the Coun-

cil ; and 2nd, That they have inthiscasedeparlcdfrom

the 'practice of recognizing the right of preemption in

the lessees.

1. It appears that Mr. E. Winstanley in neither of

his letters adverted to the circumstance which is

positively asserted in the Memorial, that the Bursar

L » 1 - 1 1— i-r-ii;" il-u* **"» !'»»id ^lujiild h^ si»ld to him.
faau givfii a pluiBttc Unit <<!• i~.ii. ..i.uuiu 1— - "--

On the contrary, it isstated in his letter of February

20th, 1845, that the answer which he obtained as to

the land being for sale, was received from a Clerk,

probably Mr. Hawkins. Now the Council have never

recognized the aalhority of any of their Clerks to enter
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into en«ai;ements lor the disfxisal of the properly of the (I). 1).

)

Institution, either by side or base, and a!ihiiMi;li they
^ ,

have generally ratined engiii{i lien's entered into by 7ih Mnj-.

ihe Biirsiir, yel lliey do not fetd lluinselves bound to

confirm e\ery promise given by that officer, inu.'niudi

as he might exceed his jiiiw^rs.

2. The practice of permitting lessees to purchase

the hinds which they held under li'iise, has certainly

been (as the Committee believe) the rule adopted by

the Council in these matters, anil the refu>al to sell in

such cases the exception. Hut the Council Imve not

only never recognized any obligation (i.tihss formally

expres,-ed) to sell to their lessees, but have publislieii

their intention of exercising an option.

The Committeo feel it to be unnecessary to enquire

into llio grounds of the Memorialist's insiiiuatiim, that

llie conduct of the Council has been iiillueneed by 'iny

personiil feeling Inwards him, iiiiisnnich as they have

no doubt thiit in this case, as in all other Iriiiisiielionsof

the kind, the Council regarded solely llie inleresis of

the Institution under llieircaie, anil are persuaded that

not even one member was induced by the personal

solieitiition to wliii h Mr. Winstiinley resorted, to vote

either for or against his a|ipli(iition.

The Commitlcfi regret that the Memorialist should

have considered it proper to introduce observations

not immediately connected with the facts of his ease,

and hazarded assertions on ])oints on which it is im-

possible thill he could have had sufficient information.

As he has, however, not ccmfinrd his remarks to

those mailers which should have exclusively eniraged

his c.iteiilion, llie Committee feel it to be their duty to

advert briefly to some of the points wiiich he has con-

sidered himself at liberty to notice.

The Memorialist stales that " Mr. E. Winstanley
" made the ajiplication thus advised to the Siib-Com-
" mittec, who had now resumed the side of binds to an
" extent which Your Memorialist believes showed no
" diminution from the former operatiims of the Council.

" The resullof the determination ofthcComn)iltee,"&c.

The Memorialist is incorrect as to these facts. No
such application was made to the Sub-Committee, nor

was tin; subject ever under their consideration by

reference or otherwise. Mr. E. Winstanley certainly

had interviews with each of the Members of that Sub-

CommiMcc, and learned from two of them, llie Vice

President and the Dean, that their opinion was that

the lot should be sold to him, but neither of them

expressed any favourable opinion of his right, as is

subsequently slated by the ilcmorialist.

The Committee know not what grounds the Memo-

rialist has for believing that the sale of lands by the

Sub-Committee shew no diminution from the former

operations of the Council. But of this there can be no

doubt that that in which he asserts his belief is ciui-

Irary to fact.

Neither can the Commitlec learn from what member

of the Council the information was procured, that "the

" opposition in the Council to .sales has been got rid of

" by the appointment of a Sub-Committee by whom
" they were now exclusively managed, and that upon

" application to that Committee, the Memorialist's

" rights would be at once recognized."

This, however, is certain, that the information by

whomsoever given is wholly incorrect.

The Mcmoriali.st further expresses the apprehensions

which he has felt, " that the College Council were

" disposing of a larger portion of the Endowment than

" the necessities- of thu University might r luireJ"
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