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was (and is now) that if the lower campus xvere Ievelled for rugby purposes,
the Orphian's Momne lot on the common, miglit be secuircd for Aýssociation, ami
the 1' ootballites would be as well off as they are now." Evidlently the need of
additional ground for athietie purposes is clearly recognized. Tiat recognition
on the part of so influential a body as the Faculty of the Sehool of Mining, gives
us good hope for the early purchase of a suitable equivalcut for the campus that
lias been taken.

1-rofessor Giîl labors under the disacîvantage of flot having been at the
various meetings during the sumimer, whien the whole question was (liscussed..
Hence lie makes miucli of a point that wxas neyer disputed, namely the greater
convenience for the School of Mining in having its buildings in a comrpact group
on the upper campus. Everbody admitted wliatever force there is in that argu-
ment. W~e have no desire to be unfairly critical, but we feel that too mucli is
mnade of the point. At any rate the distance bet\veen the present science build-
ings and the Orphan's Home property would bc the same whether the latter
were used as a campus, or a building site., Yet Professor Gi speaks of this
distance as "a few steps" for the football players, and in next breath argues
that the time between classes would have to lie lengtliened to ten minutes if
the new buildings should lie put across Union Street. In our opinion, the situ
is quite close enough for either camipus or buildings, and its distance f rom the
Gyrnnasium was ne\ er urged as an objection to its use as a campus. Professor
iGiîl, not knowing the facts of the case, makes the astonishing statement that
this was the only objection to converting ht into a campus. H-owcver, let us
agree that it will be more convenient for the Facuilty of the School of Mining
t() have their buildings on the sites they have sectired. \Ve liatsen to agree,
too, accepting Professor Gill's own. estimate, that the net saving of $2500 iii
putting the campus across Union Street, wouild bie a miinor item, a very srnall
itemn indeed. Let ns further agree with his estimate that in ten years the Or-
phans' Home lot would be too small, for the buildings require(l. As it is prac-
tically of the samne area as the tupper campus, in ten years that will be insuf-
ficient. 'And then where?' to quote Professor GilI.

The whole argument in lis letter xvas basedl on the asstlrrpti)f that the
University owned the Orphan's Home property. The U'niversity di nut own it.
does not own it now and as yet lias takeni no steps to buy it. flic Governors,
we miight point ont to, Professor Gill, did reconirren(l that it l)e purchased by
the trustees. \Ve miglit furtlier point out, that at the time tliey ruadeŽ the re-
commiiendation, we inferred that thieir intention w'as to lcave the upper canit)s
undisturbed and put the new buildings across Union Street. Indeed, certain
nemibers of tlie Faculty and ilie Board of (Jovernors expressed thleiisel\Q-s

as wîllîng to put tlic Clieiniistry buildings o uithe north sidle of Union Strell,
tli >ngh ahl rccognized that the tipper camnui was a more (lesirall site.

There is just one more point. Professor GilI Writes as if lie and the other
memnbers of the Science Faculty who accompanied imi to a(l(ress the hast meet-
inug of the students' reprCeC1tati\'Cs liad flot h)eeui fairlŽ' treatedl. 'Ail we ask-
eO,' he writes, "'was a written statement to the effect that îliey %would lie satis-


