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Lﬁ then: m nnw nuthiht na,}. “lt
frer h and no motive for pmmhmg

niver th My own goodwill to 1t bhas |
Dbeen shown.

iy mhﬁn ig purely whether that in-
.‘_*?’} Aulfils the ol:qccl.s of benefactors !

etinite, ( 1f not they may think
titutions do so.

“ . ;3-, hy refusing details, 1s
::dn are ‘the best for all
. and should not be a subject
Hﬂﬂﬂﬁmﬂ —xours. &c.,

: F. P. BRETT.
| ﬁquth Yarra, July 26,
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_.TO T EDITOR OF muhﬁmns. r
=y _ te t u
_ jﬂntt: 18 qui m: Seh ng

lnard. T ] dn nn% ﬁnu'ht his assertion

$hst he did not know one existed. What |
T s=aid at the meeting of the council last
H@ﬂh}* was that when the matter came !
before the Schools’ Board Mr. Brett's.
. lette: I;nta:td that his son had failed by only
tns mark. I then asked if Mr. Brett
Enew since that his son had failed by six |
arks, ‘and not one. When AMr. Brett's.
mhcr correspondence was brought before |
the conncil it referred: the matter to the !
Schools” Board., which is the praper body
10 advise the council on all matters con- |
gerning  the public examinations. The |
{ University Schools’ Board contains an!|
number of represcntativez of the |
Urnaversity, the Education department, and ||
the registered schiools, and was instituted |
eArs ago m manage these examina:

7). ADAMSOX. I |

£,—It seems to me that "hir, Brﬂt 1
| _ nt the mode of conducting the
ninations of the Melbourne University,
#0 muoeh as at the essential nature of ex- !
aminations in general, which must alwa u' '
make them a mther untrue test of th
knowledze of the young student. But untll
sameone, posably Mr. Brett himself,
Vigks 2 practicable  substitute for thr.- f
wnttt:n paper as the touchstone of learn- ]
mj[, t M I‘?mmnﬂi nature of the examina-
remain as. its strongest recom-
iun, and that anhﬁ that & definite

rd must be adbered to.—Yours, |

Ff Melbourne vesterday aftor-
M ﬂmhanm!!nr (Dr. J. H. Mae-

"“"‘1"1, it esding, a letter was read, in
® stated “that  for cer-| |0

mE & degacy to  (he Yool |t
ﬂ '* 0.000, which hn?l be:n & o
o wﬂ. had been  cane ed.-
e ouicome. of correspon- !
ot miormation of the
Was sunumarised |
”'"T' < Poinbridge), as |,

".' F. Breir, :rn-l"".'l'lhrr b
l;:"l'ﬁfﬂ. wrolé to Pml"rn-.r{é: 5%"
#on's failure in senior nblio 2
¢ p:ﬁ- as manh i It.
[Hq- 5 son's a m"i-':-mnp:
mmﬂ'ﬂl.l_ﬂ iand Bsking I e cXAming- ||1TIi

fe further exprpss 4 1
g the diferent Ii'-:rf':1I mn!:w:tll jdi

SPREAte wbould not Lo fafled on 4 fli:_?,
not nm of the exami |
hlrd the letter to the rrn,'ir, ne:

h‘lﬂmlﬂl u¥™ ki
pathétic

it:trhh ttw Y nnmh:ﬁ{ﬂ u]r
with, 4 the nel fﬂr |

L Of rewuilts, §i waw necrsery | 3

E ‘ ,.._.-._ s

[, 1,} - ' : ﬁ frr

S e on hamd and fast limes, =] | Pt
|'_i‘r ; ﬂ‘; particular rf::um:um;“gf (
! naturally a cavdidale on, ' cor
lf ¥ special altnnum from the I
o) menented N i |erC

.h’?‘ﬂmu.  to the hoter| B0}
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Y .ih .tb‘ *‘I'ﬂ. more Hﬂlrﬂ was tlﬂl‘l.l‘," iﬂ 'I'.]H"'
lh =
I ||

it
*l‘.% ~ the University Council to the Selhools’

| I threatened, - He was a reasonable man,

|| defeated. in the “huad of the river” mces |

- expostulate with him coucerning the sub-

jh ot

be' _
pot continue the oorTamobdet | Wil
letter, which came hufnm iﬁ_&:w.l
the first time yesterday, waz as fol-

U ageuidy Yarm, July 4, 1mA
ﬁ"m the University of Melbourne,
Carlton, ; M _
ear Sr,—Relecring tn previous corrrepond-

enee, on whal (t seoms to show | have pecwived
n’mh:.trlt:r to caticel ome legacy 1o the Universily of

£10,000, on scoount of — | gt
o e e S
oy Wm of tasting At thes

minstions. |
.?1. The refnsa) 1o mive Information, couplerd with, |
the tone of seconil letter. ,
YA much cone (which 1 was Instrumental |

in obtnining) may sl be cancelled, as whitever
may be l.h?m etzndand for obtuining degroeed,

the dount's lntentlon wad 15 mdmmige -
Jents Ao vire ﬂmlﬂu_lncnim-nﬂ
‘not (o e mmm adapted for examls
nations,

“Pefore taking any further steps ploase lot me
2 the council wishes :uﬁdﬂ prvthing
2 in it‘pllmllmi} ar to give any fucther in-
fermation, —Yours truly,
“¥. P, BRETT."

Professor Sir Harry Allen =aid that it was
a question whether it would not be pos-

way of avoiding the hardship which occa-

Iy in examinations fell upon particu.
lar candidates, He would like to see an
advisory  body  appointed, under whose |
supervision the public examination might |
be regarded as one whole. By thst means
| & enndidate would not be rejected Tor the
loss of one small pant.  Personally, he did
' not believe that Mr. Brett wonld do what
be threatened to do.  The feeling of unger
wollld pass away when the opportunity for
calmer reflection came,

Dr. Leeper snid that hitherto the subject
had been dealt with hgwm
only. Mueh lnrm might be done to the
umiversity if Mr. Frett wore allowed to
labour under his r.rm.-auntr mpa of Injury,
The letter showed that Mr. Brett was un-
A willing o dake the uction which he

and some member of the council who knew

lim might be asked to consult with Mr.

Brett, sud point out to him the diffieulties

involved, _

1 Mr. L. A, Adamson.—Mr. Brett’s  son
wis 4 member of a boat’s crew which was

in 1815, Mr, Bret! wrote to the press, |
impumming the umpire’s decision. |

Mr. Justice Higgine—I may say that 1
know Mr. Brett, but T wonld not eare Lo

Jeot before ns
Mr, Adamson.—The question was referred

for its information, and when it
~came before the Board Mr. Brott stated
(emphatically thar his son had failed for the
want of one poinl oply,

The Regivtrar.—The nnmber of marks re-
quired Inpllji'-in_'ihh subject of physics at
Lhe examination in question was 36, Mr.
'Erﬁu'u ;“ﬂx obtained 30 mﬂkz.

r. Adamson.—Doos r. Breet
unng that 1l:um son lost onesixth :iu%:
marks* ; ' N
| The Registrar.—He was fomished with a
capy of the re showing the number of
§ oraay _uhumm ,rﬂhin *On, ;mril :.hrr Etml:in.rd

A Pami. alr, Brott replicd by ri
that the University ha 'Tqim:iunﬁ" {HE

r. Adamson.—Oh! that settles it
.pmf_gq_-ﬂmmnllipnm.—ﬂm we not
MEING A mistake, anid missing the paint

discussing the question of i'l'::!-jlr Viga m
and the marks oblained? The situstion
wonld have been' the same if the boy had
fndled by one mark insteud of wix. (Hear,
Bear.) From o profesional point of vies
::h: :::inu-im implied in Mr. Brett's letter

_ i,
Dr. MacFariand.—T whould think so.
Mr. Justice Higgine.—He lix influenped
nne oy, and be knows of snother,
On the motion of Dr, MacFarlind, the
correspanderice wan hinded to the prees,

It was thereaoon urnpmonsly ngreod to
ip:mnl with the next business on the
Boice-papur,
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' n—WInt *lrm (.3 ﬂther '!&_l:li
lﬂudadﬂguhr the Co hdmth e'b and nlt
. down by the Go*.*cmmﬁn

t with
the cal for a Hﬂﬂqﬂl and
.m:nt nf a dzmﬂngp W

~ The 'Hinlllu—ﬂ'hnt t-hn 'prufmnr of bo-
| tany have control of the museum, herba.
-rinm, and mﬁ: portion of the library b:' s

ecientific bo . be re
ﬂ:‘?ﬂ" the Department of Agri.
rnf i Wmntﬁﬁ]ﬂns that de-
{ p&rhnunt, and that the Mﬂﬂi‘ orchard be
| placed under the control of thae Depact-
-. 3:2;‘ nE gncu}wu 'Iha hcunl did not
he suggealions,
Hague—>ince the Government :-lmm
--thu nﬁlt to appeint a direcior for the Eo-
| taniz Garden, will the Commiss'oner =tate
| under which clause of the Civil Service Act
|| the 1{ Mave that power?
o Minister—The whole Act deals with
| the appointment and dupmll of Civil ser
| vants, The Government are the only nuﬂm-
|rite t6 make appointments under the _&r:t.
| _Mr, Hazue—On what grounds did Dr
s hﬁmm‘m dirtotor, of
use the direc 0
| ‘the Botanih Cordtn b e the fiar sohedule
of the Act, which enumeralcs officers in
o frst nhun in the Civil sarvice, rmd ba-
:M‘lhe of the provisions of clfuses 7 and 8
 of the Civil Service Act,
. Mr. Hozne—If the Govarnment claima the
| power to appoint tae divector, do they also
I:ntﬂ:d to nppﬂm; all €he other officials and

uu?lp oyrs?® !
ne dlinister—No other appointments
| are nt present under consideration. '
Mr. Hague—If the Civil Servants Act of
15”4 overrides the Botanic Garden Act with
' regard to the appointment of the du*eciur.
ﬂum it override it in other mnt:tr-h
l Minister—No,

| -
RLJ Q.16

THE BOTANIC GARDEN.
. —————
To the Editor.
Sir—Wae r!mt 1o see tlhnt. in ti:u:
to the d:u-elunhm of ‘I.hﬂ Bnt-lm E ‘
den there has been tendency 1o m
(e attack on Professor Osborn perso
to the extent of questioning his pmﬁm—
sional qualifications aud the efficiency of
the Botanical Departmmt over *n.h:ch he
has control. Thlt‘l 12 mivh to be regretted,
and seemy hrs colleagues on
ﬁln:dﬂ?ﬂe%cﬁm S0 vory unjust that we
OUT  permisson,
-Ieﬁr‘n‘nrdamhgdr&gm VN
UIn 1912, in retarn for o subsidy to the
D‘mvmmia' of £600 per annum from the
partment of Agriculture, the Unneﬁut}
agreed to found d and equip a epnrhnﬂnt of
botany, ita services to “availahle for
eonstation h the anurtmtnt of Agri-
cultum in problems of plant patho-
logy as arise fmm tine to time in_<on-
LHHI-‘.IIIHI with rural industries’”” Under
I8 arrangement, Profestor Osborn  was
app h:dmlﬂl. on the recommendation
ittee of golestion in England, of
i one .
nlI t!rm fnnnhnr with Mmaazh:} i
work sincs his arrival in South Australin
will agrec that the selootion his been a for-
tunate ons for the University, and that
rafemsor Oubarn hias proved o cipable and
enthisinstic ttuchl:-r and organizor. 11 was
nﬂ?ﬂ'ﬂmtn-ndh:l thut the proportion of hu
time that esdor Osborn mhould devate
to the work of the Dopartment of Agrieni-

ture wwas to be the
oF Tix aklary e Illj!::imu tho phrmn_

Govermment subsidy.  Hi t d
| rganﬂ.mnuw and m:;ut::: u‘i'i’m:;"ﬁ




| GOVERNMENT HOUE!*J

| pulliic reserves on Nomth hﬂlﬂ“ { '.'—' i

|allotted on North torrace for 4v=-= -.

| tirst upon #. The evidence ox

1. A paper Uy the'
hr-mn* the Royal Soristy, ré
gpevies of fungl nob prm'iu
the  Sfate. Altogether the
work % wuch that it
"w; bt of injustice that qnﬂimu K zhot]

Aslond in Parliament which sugs 'q’_f
Fmﬁ-enr Osborn has proved sither fncom-
petont or inefirxcient in the
which Jie bas been enfyosted.

With mrind to the general auest
th ﬁ'.lﬂu'hrl of the Ihu'[l“"ll "
ghonld Iike to say that if the Btltﬂ
px it_has beem doing, from £3000 to
t;::;m ﬂ-nt?l por annum on t'im ' ¢
on. while it tn'vcnds ondy
Umversity, then 1t han o th'fh
that the Botanical Garden le'ﬁlﬂ
thing more thion mere p orour
]"Hprn 8 N reason why
worle, helpful fo the progress of the State
h""'-!'n'lﬂl.? not be dom at the M
Himmxhing n the lenst its ;h_r *\1?
az a Dicasure Tesort: and the d ,.;_,
Gardeos, the mo=t f‘mul"nt- ;_:'-
are a notable illustration o r}'
nation. . The dircction ﬂ th nr
v mizht mention, hos alwars been
bands of a Eciontifie hntamst- b
sor (born has indicated o a e
to the Government the wars in W
Botanical Garden may bo made ¥
sient from a feientific point of
there man be no dotbt that & t '3‘4*
i= to be something more th:mt o o 1}
sure esort. the general Imes oF Pio .
e has pointed out are the ones thabimnst
be followed.—We are, Sir, &o., EAL SEH
TING, KFRR GRANT. R W.oOHAAR
MAN,.EDWARD H. RENNIE
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The firet progress report of B
Terrace Reserves and '.l!.':.i*l;i'l
Royal Commission was I.ud '
ment on Thumsday. The ""T
which the commission had to/engs

(a) the allotment and future lﬂ'

railway traffic arrangemnents Inr he =
politan area; and (c) the neod of ¢ '5' .
ing cconomy and oblaimng ': o sl
the disposition and managuments O
ruilway conires of the m A -1
from the Government M K _ 'i,.-_-':j-- '
tion should be given 10 HHI SN

the adequacy of the Area poe ﬁ_‘
purposes led to  attention beir j‘; ra

.n--[
r‘“ Y

the area dedicated fur i
poses wis 4] aores, ud. wible &1

e

avatiable for extension, exe ‘:~=1-. “'-:.-*1'.

= i """-r.‘

don of the Exhibition Buldinge
oxuunately five scres, ¥ .,-_'- $
f roxXims r :
:‘M@W o




