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should have the gravest consideration.
While no renson was submitied for the
action proposed, an apology fov it was
nothing else—was made by Mr. Slaven
when he gaid thatl frietion existed between
the Excentive and the teaching stalll

Mr Slaven—1tt was not an apology.

M, Sanders——1 considered it so.

The Chairman—1t was  misconcep-
tion evidently.

Mr. Sanders considered he had the right
to put his own construction uponit. The
explanation, as entered by M Slaven,
was that friction existed between the
Iixecutive and thestafl.  What guarantee
had the Board that friction would not
exist hetween the Exceutive and the new
staff?  His opinion was that the whole
proceeding was n picee of personal spite on
the part of the President.  He had been
told that My, Clark had said he had bheen
trying for three years to get vid of Lrof.
Shuttleworth.

My, Clark—-F will correct that state-
ment right now. Tt is a total falschood.

M. Sunders said he was still of opinion
that it was & personal matier. Tt would
be o matter of great vegret to very many
of the druggists of the Province if I'rof.
Shuttleworth’s services were  dispensed
with. The concensus of opinion was thao
it would be a sad blow to tho College if the
teaching staf were removed.  Another ob.
jection was that this would be the action
of & moribund Council. The precedent
had been that the expiring Council would
not bind the incoming one in such mat-
ters. He therefore moved an amendment,
reciting the action which had been taken
by the Board, and declaring that

“ Whereas no canse for such action appears,
and, in point of fact, no cause exists, or everdid
eaist, and whereas theve were doubts as to the
Jegality of the action and as to the power of a
moribind Council to fill vacancies proposed to
be created after its expiry, and whereds it was
the opinion and anxious desire of the diuggists
of Ontario that in the e interests of the Col-
lege the services of Profs. Shuttleworth and
Avison should be retained, and whereas it was
desirable that, the druggists should have an op-
portunity of pronouncing upen so important a
nitter, that it he resolved that no action be
taken by the Conncil 1o carry out the motion of
August 7th, but that the matter be left 1w
abeyance to he detormined by the votes of the
druggists in July, 1891,

Mr. Watters, in seconding the amend-
ment, said he was opposing the report, not
in the spirit of factious opposition, nor
beeause he Lelieved the gentlemen who
were naned as the suceessors of the pres-
ent stall’ were not fit and capable persons,
bud heenuse he concetved it was his duaty
Lo protest against a proceeding which e
considered would be harmful and danger-
ous to the College.  Since his comnection
with the Board the faculiy had satisfac-
torily performed its duty. He defied any-
body to point out an instanee n
which there was friction between ihe
Council and the stafll  That there was
discussion wits only what might be ex-
pected. It had been stated by some that
it was desivable that the Council should

control.the statl.  Ile would like to know
if the Council had not always controlled

o staff.  Sonte siid there was a fecling

that & change must be made.  Most of
the druggists he had met had expressed
the most unbounded condidence m the
faculty and « high opinion of the services
they had rendered to the College,  The
students were unanimous in their desirve
that the stadl’ should be retained.  Iov
these reasons he supported the amend:
ment, and could see that only personal
motives could acluate the promoters of
the report. ]
Mr. Clark said he supposed the idea
that there was personai animosity le.
tween the Ixecutive and the stall’ was
based on the articles that appeared in the
Pharmacentical Journdl. ‘These articles
were entirely misleading,  To show that
there was no personal objection he rve
minded the Board that in 1888, when the
ditliculty first avose, the request was made
that nothing should appear in the public
press derogatory to thestaft,  In response
to this he scen the reporters and used his
personal influckee to prevent the publica-
tion of anything that wight cause un-
pleasantness to the staft.  That there was
friction, and scrious friction, no one could
deny.  To leave this matter over tll
August in order that the new Council
might deal with it would leave them at
the merey of the old stafl, as men such
as had been named could not be expected

to muke a change on @ woment’s notice. .

1f there was a change to be made it must
be dealt with by the present Council,

Mu, Slaven said theve was friction and
there is still friction.  After the election
of the present Couneil it was determined
to have « fixed agreement between them
and the staff. A joint Committee was
appointed to ajust the watter of salaries.
The Committee tried to get an arange-
ment from time to time but the Profes-
sors were obstinate.  The stall’ thought
they owned the school and everything
pertaining to it. Lhe Council wanted 2
definite understanding  with the stafl
After a great dead of work they arrived
ag an understanding that the Dean and
staft should have certain salavies.  When
the agreement was drawn up they refused
to sign; then another agreement was
prepared to meet their views and it result-
cd in the stafl’ saying to the Council in a
ather unparliamentary way that they
would not sign it until there was some
little word or phease omitted over which
they quibbled.  Then o still milder
agreement was submitted and  they still
refused.  If he understood what friction
wag, it was friction, and even more than
friction that existed between the Council
and the stail.

My, Sanders said that the whole pro-
ceeding was illegal and he for one would
wash his hands of any personal responsis
bility.

M. Hall said that when he entered the
Council he was Tooked upon as u black
sheep Ly the majority. e was wot in
touch with them because he was not clect-
cd on the steaight ticket.

before he saw that they were trying to do

<

whiat was tight and so he supportcl? them,

But he had-
not been a member: of the Council long:
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¢“St. Augustine”
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For Sale in Cases, 12 qts., $4.50.
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