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imagine such a thing as Mili:npmhud pro-

femsor rising up in the Theatre,
at Uxfori on  commemoration day an

launching forth a torrent of invective
agninst eellor und vioecbanocellor; but

one mn-ﬂ:hh'n}-thil-hu.ﬂuuhl vot have [

f‘r;cﬂdtd far in his tirade before the
dle and Proctor’s Bull Dogs would have
conducted him outside the universily e
cincts. I am pot a member Of the univer-
sity of Adelaide, and 1 am not endowed
with the self-assurance of certain members
‘ui the parliamentary Lalour Party, who
are apparently of opinion that the univer:
sity only requires to be taken in hand hr
the Government and all things will bo well
with it. 1t is, thercfore, with considerable
diffidence that 1 axk whether it would not
be a wise move on the part of the local
university to_follow the *example of the
[English and Scotch univendties, and make
the chancellorship a more dignified oftice
by divesting it of some of the duties now
aesigned to it, and handing them over (0
the vice-chancellor or university council,
Could an Oxfonl man, for instance, realize
the chancellor of that university poppin

in and out of the registrars oflice and
werntinising thoe lsts imred by the emmi-
ners!  No dignified ix the position of the
Manpils of Salisbury in that ancient seat
of lmrning that it would not be etiquette
for hitn even to preside at the ammual com-
memoridtion unless degreen were being con-
ferred on rovalty. Yet he in the head of
the university, and as such leads ils depu-
tations to the Throne, If, m Adelaide, the
chancellor was only r::;{m'tml o attend
university convecations for the bewtowal of
degrees, &c., and to act as refesee in mal-

tors of dispute submitted to  hix judg- |
¢ 1 SR uiuﬁl

ment=<f, in short, he was |
the administrative work of the unveruiy—
there would be a great enhancement in the
dignity of the office, and ity oocupant woulil
nor be a target for the ridicule of dis-
contented professors, or nvuired (o defend
himself in the public press from unfound.
ed charges of nepotism, Nobody belioves
shat Sir Samuel Way has done more than
ingist upon the tion of the universi-
ty in regard to the rosulta of the musical
examination of 1807 lwing carricd out by
Professor Ives; but this fact has given pre-
lext to that gentleman for bringing a very
grave charge against the chancellor, noces-
sitating a public cormespo e which hos
not conducad to the dignily of the unvers-
iy or those especially concerned. The uni-
versity iz fortunate in® possesang a vice-
chancellor who, on the authority of the
rofessor of music, is mgacious and [ath-
Ful, even if "old fashioned.” If a more
active share in the management of umi-

versity aflairs wers committed into his

hamile it would result in an accosson of
dignity to the office of chancellor.
am, Sir, &e.,
I'. . PYMAR DODD, M.A., Oxone
PBurmnside, December 23,

To the Editor.

Sir—The statement of Professor Peter-
son, of Melbourne, throws much light on
the mecont Mus, Bac. examinations, and
cannot but convinee the public that i great
injustice has Leen done the  third  year
siidente.  Professor Peterson’s comments
are plain, and his decided opinion can, bo
bHetly summed up in his own words when
speaking of the harmony paper as a " pre.
posterous test.”” He states tliut in his re-
wrt to the uniyersity council he entored A
strong protest” dgainst three of the weven

questions  poopounded, and be also refers
o the inadequits ll'.m&u'lu answer the

queslicns sed, In the Face of th:ﬁ:r-
mony  paper R A prepostorous it
how condd the :mdtnh".j attempt be any-

Ahing but inadequate? Although Professor

Peterson distinetly states Lhat he entered
a strong protest, no such information can

be gathered from the nﬂlmr’# blished
ﬁ#f;h{'lﬂhmt;’ud L one nﬁdnﬂm

enn be arrived  at, n I counei]
wished 1o keep theso fncis  the public,
unreasopable.  They Py ot Ll

w
L l"‘ﬁ ,

deavoring t T

3 Parliamer
to bringing about reforms’ by L
revelations L have made as to the inner
workings of the Universty. The Univec
wity ix for the people—not for u class
hhnui|! & l_ y ] " :
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THE CASE FOR THE STUDENTS.

| Sir—As ookt ﬂ&itnrm. tator_of th
L Sie—=As on _ ' itor_ o ¢
ditel botween Professor Ives and the Chiet
.Iu:ﬂm n&'cr ““i ?]dmm::glittm t?f' E;l.i-
yersity affairs, ave o to the n-
rlunlu?:, upon the evidence puhtnhcd.'that
the stutement of Professor Ives re .the
‘elassification of the d exercise,  ex
amined in 1897, 38 pertectly true. The
yublished facsimile of the altersd pass-
ist, to my mind, is conelusiye evideuce that
Professor 1ves was quite justitied in make
ing the charge.  Alter earefully studying
the published reports, 1 am of opinion that
the Chancellor's action in connection with
ihe recent examinations is deplorable, ns
it appears that he has uwsed the oppor-
tanities and power that. the position  of
Chancellor has conferred upon him, not al-
woys in the best intereats o1 the University,
but rather in a manner that would kug-
‘gest that his own glonfication v of more
conpequince than tae welfare of the Uni-
yersity. My reason [or making this wotate-
ment i his high-handed action in  over-
riding the decision of tha eommittee “ap:
pointed by the counal to deal with  the
dispute between the two examiners,  Ac-
cording to Professor Ives the minutes of
the education committes sbow that it was
resolved to send only the students’ papers
to Professor Peéterson. . “Dut lo and be-
liold, this ‘great man' happened  to come
into tho ofice,” and ordered the registrar
to send Mr. Wale's damning  report and
annotations algo, I must respectinlly azk
the Chicf Justice, does Lthe office of Chan-
eellor eonfer on him the right or power to
aver-rule the finding of n committee = ap-
pointed by the coundl to deal with any
malter. brought befere it? - If neot, theo
as one of the public.who helps to suppurdt

—

the University, I will be les-:cl to heay
his action explained. Failing such expla
pation, I will be foreed to eonclusion
that his action was mot what the pubke
.ff]l"“'t from a gentleman holding the high
oflice of Chief Justice of this State, nod a
great déal of the confidence now placed in
the honor and integrity of the judpes - ~who
previde over our courts of law will be
simken.  According to the reierences to
this tronble in Parliament, it appears that
the public contribute £6,000 annnally “to
the University, and yet the Government
has mo representation on the manigement.
This 1% not an jt should be, and 1 hope
that the present Government will, early
pext session introdiice a measure with the
nhiﬂtl of ‘altering this state of affaire, not
only 'n:]lhth niversity, hnt with any
other. institution to whicli: a subsidy 39
granted.  No doubt had Parliament the
power, members would very soon see  that
the injustice done o the third-year students
was memoved.  The etodents in question
have published in “The Advertiser” theit
complaints as to the treatment meted ol
to them at the vecent examivation, They
draw atiention to ong very important parc
ticular, viz., Mr. Wale's te m Lo

fessor Peterron:—"Have no objoction whats
ever, provided that it be distinetly mt
forth that pasing Eupfru-l;'mrﬂmlly_ meana
a degeeo in muse.” - Probably this is the
key to the stand taken hy Mr. Wale and
Profpssnr Peterson, If Me, Wale though

Lom the working of the mme.

L
as ndicated “in the ‘telegram, this 'l-'HlllL
aécount, in part, for the difﬂml‘hf of the
harmony paper, and also [or his decssion
There can

‘hardly Le any reasonable donbt t Pro-
ﬁ;:ﬁ: %l"qlgﬁ‘mntw;:q nflaent n_i'ir'l' ,de-..
cision by that telegrim, and it s possible
thiat had it been' I}ﬂ&.ﬂﬂﬁiﬂ him lhli'l:-.’;ﬂ.ﬂi-.
i‘%m““dhd'nut'mr;ﬁ* o, his’
would have beeu enli ! Tt,
'I'I'm-m-uhgl.i-ngi-l’ 'the whole _Hui_.e"'Eu.*,

cha ;

e b e raie o Tr g

vernment (o move in the matter, as they
had RO SOOUDLIH. Lo reply e /Al Diae
m"‘d.* m E . b L -

Ad:ﬁt Unirr?nhr to sapply 'I'?.iih‘.'\ﬁ'-l
_sneeting, bu :

minules of

t

he
received them. He had received a report

from Professor
ter and would haod it te |

publication.
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THE MUS, BAC. EXAMINATIONS.

Professor Ives neky us to explain that he
did not set the harnnony paper which Pro-
foseor Petersen of Melboyrne designates
“a preposterous one.” For the third year
E‘?ﬁl‘w“ﬁln Inurdtupruh m]:lrr rel—two by

jeimor Ivies and two = CO-CXR '
Mr. Wale. The y Dot
ed of waz one of the latter.

f{EQ_qMﬂ}L 2

Ives dﬂﬂui& 'tlu_.:pt-_l

barmody paper complain. 1

THE MUSICAL Emui;']
: NATIONS. '-

ANOTHER TO BE HELD. «
SPEOIAL MERTING OF THE UNIVER-
E m-ulh-'.. - e B -

A special ol the council of the
e e lot s Band o Toes
day, December 24, to consider ad :
communicationa ﬁ-om Profossor Pelerwon
and Mr, W, H, Wale r 1 i
pation of the third year can . "
Mus. Bac, degtees” 000 TUER
The following are the letbers:—
December 20, 1901,
The Weglstrar '

1 haye yours of yestenidy date. 1 am ven)
FOITY or ibe unforrunate CCTUITITGS, B8
with [ conld be ¢f any adequate asdatance. 1,

COUTYE, an raie ho : o Your:

In s tncaning, but
is & difference beiween Lhe Freedom of 8 e
tial repost amd lHF-‘F‘ terTme DecemaTy
- ﬂ !
“editing” !
H .

a pubilc docnment

his leaked out In
council thinks thal

1han promptl sction 1 have
Lhe made
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