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BUREAU OF AGRICULTURE.

{From the Quebec Gazelte, Octoder 6.]

Last night the sccond reading of Mr. Came-
vou’s bill to provide for the establishmem of o
Burcau of Agriculture, came ofl.  As was expect-
ed, from the tone ot certain ot the Upper Canada
journals, considerable opposition was evinced by
some of the members, tuough we were happy to
find that the agriculturalists of the House, the
men who are most interested in the matter, and
who are best able to judge as to the requuemenis
of 1! at puttion of the conmmunity, were unani-
mous 1 thejr support of the ineasure.  The class

of opposition against this bill, the style of arxgn-*

ment nade use of by its oppunents was certainly
below what we should have expected, as we had
been led w0 understand thit several members had

come down to the House, bevn futl ot 1easons, and

only wanting an opponiunity to completely anni-
hilate the govennment un e subject. One of
the main mguients adduced was, that the agri-
culturaiists ol Upper Canada were oppused to
the Bwrean, that the present arangenent for
the encomagement of agricwiture was ample for
the requirements of the people, and that any other
arrangement would ceitamly prove aboruve, —
These reasons, it based on mything more than
meie assertion, must have had great weight with

the House, but our readers will pertiaps be aston- !
ished to learn that the proot adduced 1 support

of the statements was, thiat at the meeting lately
held m St. Lawrence tlall, Toronto, durmz the
Proviucial kExhibition in that eity, the hon. Mal-
colm Cameron, the present head of the Bureau,
was greeted by certain peisons with groammngs
and disgraceful names ou entermy the Hall,
where it was announced that he should give ex-
planations as to the views and wtentions of the
govermment on the subject of the encouragement
of agriculture, and the establistiment of a Burean.
The reception of Mr. Cameron at that meeting
was, strange to say, (~erhaps not, for of late we
ate prepared 1o hear any thing from that journaly)
by the Globe proclaimed as evidence that the
farmers of Uppes Canada were opposed to the
establishment of this office. The argument, how-
ever, had not the shadow of truth about it. A
larger and more enthusiastic meeting was never
held in the City of Loronto, and never was a
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}speaker more warmly greeted, than was Mr.
» Cameron. It is true that one person, a painter
i by the name of Orr, who, we believe, was rather
" more than “three sheets in the wind,”” didattempt
to get up anoise, but the attempt was a misetable
faslure, and his single voice only, was heard ar-
« ticulating sounds, which few persons, if any,
could understand.” But even if the meeting had
been quite as uoisy as wie Globe 1epresented it to
be, even it Mr. Cameron had been greeted by
hisses and groans, that would be no proof that
the people of Upper Canada are opposed to the
" Burcau over wiuch that gentleman presides.—
. ‘The editor of that paper will probably 1emnember
*the Clergy Reserves meetings held 1o the same
joont in 1851, and the noise and tumult there gat
{ up by a lew persons ¢ fiiends ot retigion, to pre-
vent” an honest expression of opinion ou the sub-
jeet.?  He will probably weoilect the evening
when he and vthers were obhged to give up the
platform to a bawl of rewdies, calling themselves
gentlemea, when even age and the sacred oilice
of the mim~tiy wa~ no protection against the low
valoar avuse of those said rowdies, and when a
meeting called expressy for the purpose of elicit-
iner an opinion in tavor of the seculanzation ol
" the Reserves, ented in mock resolutiois in favor
*of tireir present settiement. Now we would ask
+ the Globe, or the member for Xent, what would
! they have said, if that demonstration had been
* {Jken as an expression ol opinion on the piit of
r Upper Canada against the secalarization of the
{ Clersy Reserves? And yet, would it not have
! been quite as just as it is now, to proclaim the
| demonstration tately made of l2w, abusive, and
!
|
}
.

vulgar language at the meeting in Tovonto, asan
expiessionof the farmers of Upper Canada agitinst
the Burean of Agriculture ? It1s disgracetul then,
to libe) the people of Toronto, or the farmers who
were at that meeting, because one single mdi-
vidual did not know how to behave himself. We
believs, and we think that we are sustained in
that beliet by the state of the case, that the Bu-
{ reaun of Agriculture had nothing to do with the
noise at the Toronto meeting, but that to ;\Ir.
Cameron’s well-known opinions on political
topics, 10 a connection with a party hnown to be
in favour of progressive reform principles, and
| mainly to his determined hostility to Church en-
dowment, and to these alone to be attributed
the conduct of the individual who endeavoured to



