
(;l/r. Lanjtnn nvil Dr. ]\"(hnn piiilinh a comlthinf rdition of thu'r

ji iiiiph/t't (it the v:fj><nsr nf the l^uirrrsiti/ Fniidn.)

\ivi\tv(\ ('iitcrin;^' into piirticulars. I l»("j; to xuako. tliivo ;:t iicrjil remarks:

—

Till! Mill! is, lliil, lliis j).i!iii»!ili't, (^if iioL till! |)rn;i'iliii;4 oins jilso.) lias Ijol'U

pul)lislii!'l at the cx})i!iisc, not of its authors, not iiHIil' Cnlln^r wlioso iiiou-

itpoly it advni'atcs,—Imt at the oxiu'iim' of thi! FuiuN of tin: rnivi'i.sity,

<)(' which the ]):ulir.s wlmui tlu-y a>s;iil are as nmeh ineiiiliLirs an

tl'euisclvos,—a tact which I shoulil not iiave known hail not Mr. liiin^tnii

been rojocteil IVoiii eontinnin^- V^ice Ohanet'llor. While in that oHicc, Mr.

Jiati;iton eonlil come to Toronto ami providt! i'or any sort ol' oxiuMiditiiri!

out oi' the liniversity Kiuids and (hen ,<;o to Qiu'Ikk; and andit and pass

the accounts nt'tlK'in. In the invi.'sti<j;!ition of this public (jUi'Stioii, tlu! Com-
mittee of wiiich you were Chairinan, ordered. that the cxpeii.ses of both sides

should bee(|Ually paid ;
hut Messrs. Lanizton and Wilson have resorteil to

the I'niversity chest for supplies in their renewed effort to assail nie and

del'eat the advocates ol' University reform. Mr. lianj:;lon, who is known to

be the greatest pluralist in Canada—haviim lilled litur onices])esiili's the one

whiiili is ^iii>poseii to occupy him i'ully. and for which lie receives a full .^alarv

—niiiiht, I think, have s|)ared the I'niversity funds in this instance, if Dr.

Wilson had no such sense of jiropriety and i'air!>ess. Of this I am con-

tideut, that had I proposed to do the same thinu; a.s to my speech in behalf

of the petitioners, Mr. LaiiL'toii would have held it unlawful, as is his and Dr.

Wilson's proeeediiiji in publishin;^' their speeches and notes out of the income

of the \ 'niveisity. They may pervert the Cnlversity Act to such a pur))ose,

as it has been to many similar purposes ; but such clearly was not its design.

And it is an insult as well as a wroii;^^ to the petitioners of University

reiorm and their representatives, i'or Mr. Jiani>ton and l)r, Wilson to as-

tiuuie a riL^iit and use of University i'unds for their personal and party

purposes against others equally ami more disinterestedly concerned in tlie

National University than themselves.

(Mr. Langton and Dr. IVitson's Anialgamntion Speeches.)

^ly second remark is, that these speeches are the same wliich Messrs.

Langton and Wilson published last May and June. They were then pub-

lished separately and without notes ; but they seemed to fall still-born.

The authors appear at lenutli, to have thou;j,ht that tlie two abortions miiiht,

by incorporation toji;ether, and by.swathinj^ the feebler parts with the ban-

da^'es of personal and vitujiarative notes, be metamorphosed into a very

Hercules of strength to crush the Chief Superintendent of Education.

The thought was an iiij^enious oonception of necessity
; but the new-born

lunaljramation seems not answerable to the labour of bringing- forth. The
law of nature is still too strong for the feeble artifice of the ex-Vice Chan-

cellor and his attendant I'rofessor; for even " in this Canada of ours,
"

two blacks cmnot make one white, or even chemical aHinity add to the

weight of volatile ptirticles.

(Origin of Peraonnlilies—Summary View of the Question.)

jMy third remark is, that this discussion ought never to have been en-

cumbered with ])ersonali(ies. This i'eature of the discussion was intro-

duced by Dr. Wilson, and has been j,ursued by him and Mr. Langton


