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DR. SMITH AND THE HON. Di

- TO THE EDITOB. cdi i
Sir—1I have no knowledge whatever of Dr,
Smith, and have no wish to make his acqualn-
tonce, His remarks in the senafe regarding
the Lgentlemau appointed to choose a professor
of Epglish literature may be very funny, but
they are equally silly, Isadoctor of laws, may |
I ack, better qualified than any other man by |
his training or otherwise to choose a professor |
of Enpglish literature; and what is the special
nalification required to make such a choice ?
s it customary to put a professor on his trial
before such a committee, or are his credentials
simply examined with care and judgment, If
the latter, I submit that the gentlemen chosen
' are quite as competent to select as even the
learned Dr, Smith. No honest occupation is |
contempuible, and it is one of Dr. Smith's t
littleneeses that he thought he would make a |
hit by referring tagtwo of the commiitee as |
tradesrmen, Doeg Dr, Smith think they area . |
lower grade than lawyers, and that they are
ignorant and unlettered simply because they
happen to be business men with, I dare say, a
shade more common sense than himself 7—I

am, &,
W. M. MURRAY,
Gawler-place, July 12, 18885,

THE UNIVERSITY.

TO THE EDITOR. ‘
Sir—1In a letter in to-day’s issue Dr. Smith
wiites that ‘‘the outgoing members” of the
council ** seem strangely anxious to retain their
places,” Will you allow .an “‘oufgolng
member” to contradict this, During the last
* 12 months I have made no secret that on the
expiration of my term of office I shall nof
offer myself for election, My- reasons for re-
tirement are personal, and are in no way con-
' pected with the alleged clique in the council or
| wnth the openly acknowledged clique—I bee
pardon, I should have said ‘‘the brother
raduates”—who appointed Brother Smith and
Brother Poole as thelr sﬁukasmen.—l am, &c.,
| *  H.T. WHITTELL,
July 12, 1888,
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THE UNIVERSITY COUNCIL. (

_ TO THE EDITOR, r
_ Sir—To Dr, Smith’s letter, which appears |
In your 1ssue of Thursday, the. following
paseage occurs :—*‘‘ The outgoing members
seem etrangely anxious to retain their places,
and thouvgh the elections are not till Novem- |
ber, a canvas has already begun for thing
the same men in again.” As one of the out-
going members I shall feel much obliged if
you will allow me space to say that, so far as I |
Em concerned, the above-quoted paragraph |
&::. not the alightest foundation in fmt.-—-i am,

| .
JOHN A, HARTLEY,

'THE UNIVERSITY SENAT <
MR. ANDERSON. — DD

= TO THE EDITORB.,

Pir—As a member of the senat
gznde}]’mvmn!ty, & position I m: “;frgﬁﬁ ?odg;
 £0 eay that Mr, Andree 4 bgaps.be permitted
-t [ B‘rﬂﬂ q -
il;.fhzu mnat of your nper 18 beside tﬁaiﬁkma;%
D, St Sebieornon that T would refor t
gt o2 el e
for the tigngemnuti he w;:lt:amuugmi_d |
culture to be like the i i |
Comus, which in another mr:::rydmmﬂd T

Bore a h:lgtmil::n ﬂuﬂ.-f J but not in this soil

Unknown eateem
' , and
Treads o't daily with his clonted (. *" 12
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~  THE UﬁWERSlﬂa'

10 THE EDITOR. s

Sir—To-day I bave read a letter published
inyesterday’s Advertiser, in which De, Smith,
~ referring to the University Council, wrote :—
“The outgoirg members seem satrangely
anxious to retain their places, and though the
elections are not till November a canvass has
already begun for puttivg the same men in
again.,” As I am one of the outgoipg members
allow me to say that my anxiety to refain my
seat has not induced me to canvass for a single
vote, or {o abandon my hostility to the theory
that the council is to act as the agent and obey
the behests of the senate, To the opinionsand
wishes of the senate I will give the earnest
consideration due to electurs by their repre-
sentative, but delegate I decline to be.—I1

am, &o,

WILLIAM BARLOW,
July 13, 1888,
e

“ UNWARRANTABLE DISDAIN.”

—

TO THE EDITOR. _
Sir—Although Mr, KEgbert Sabine 18 a
“member of the senate of our Adelaide
University” I am certain that I could smash
up and pulverise any quantity of men such as
be one after the other in quick succession,
- But/I will spar gently with him, He says my
lettdr was beside the mark. He might as waell
have said that your leader was beside the
mark. The subject of my letter was Dr,
Smith’s unwarrantable disdain for business
men, Mr, Sabine’s critical remarks on
Burns  are not just. Buarns, although a
ploughman, could hold his own in argument
with the best scholars of his age, He loved
learning, but loved common sense more, and
he recognited the fact that these two are not
always allied, Heoce his satire on univarsity
‘blockheads, DMbr. Sabine says that he reseuts
.my doctrine, I do not know to what doctrine
of mine he refers. I respect learning as much
as he does. I do not like the expression
* horrid mediocrity.” It 1s bad taste, We ara
always learning, and possibly our descendants
in & cenbury from this will regard us as com-
paratively ignorant.—JI am, &c.,
ANDREW ANDERSON.
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MR. SABINE REPLIES AND THE
CORRESPONDENOE CLOSES.

: ~TO THE EDITOR,

Sir—I did not kuow Mr, Andrew An-
derson suffered from cacoethes scribendi, or
pexhaps would have not further irritated the
disease ; but I really cannot allow his remarks
to pass unanswered, I take it that before
anyone1s in a position to express an opinion
such an one should have a knowledge of the
particular facts, Apparently Mr., Anderson
bas not, With due deference dear old Burns
way be all very well in his way, but surely
Mr., Anderson knows he was a man whose
mind was not always evenly balanced, and as

~ Mr, Anderson would not have us all kept |

ignorant all the days of our life, I pay to him |
~ goodbye.—I am, &c., ; F Ry
L

EGBERT SABINE,
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