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assiaiesl at  the
georan L eontradick  limeell

00 institution n_an o
» wonld dare act ina way
t would c_i.m{e ibadf to bp exicrted,
- o my mind, s an acknowlslgment
thsl ohé Conservatorium adthorities  did

ot iR exvepit as ramnl one of their
| mnbers, whoke scrvices werelnsquired else:

where the Mame  evasing by! e Univer.
ity Shakespeare Socieiy, which services |
they had o yerfect vight to  have,
;i'htn*' as 1o Miks Folsteads offer to wing o
Mr. h.\ﬁﬁ Aklerman’s coneert, 1 must
pepont that peither Deo Buns, nor anyong ¥
s connected with the  Conservatorium, have
I!' anything whatever to do with the sclection,
‘of  artists. The statement that 1 re
ctival & commission from the Consersa- |
turidm & arrange the catcurt s abwon:
Intely correct. idea of a farewell
coneert o Mr, Bugene  Alderman  onmgn-
nated with a few of the personal fmends wi
Mr. Alderman, of whom 1 claim to be one.
I Alr, Howard wall ook wp  tho pro
14 :
gramnies he will find that only two of
the  Conservaiorium students appeared  oa
wolnlsts ot Mr, Fugene Alderman’s colicert,
whikt five nseist at Mbas Hilda o Fol-
etead’s, whicl, to my mind, wonld look s
it, supposing the Conservatorium autbori-
ted wished to inledfere with their studenis
asgisting * ot benefit’ “concerts,  outside
teachers’ pupile should bave the pssistanco
n[' the  Conservatorum htud-.'.*nh, frem thl.'-
fact of s many assisting at-Miss Felstead's
eoncert. The armoging of the programime
and sclection of those to nssist at Mr.
Eugene Alderman’s concert were left con-
tirelv 1n iy hands, without reflerence to
anyone, l'.'t"r. Howand says he 1a curious
to know who the performers were that ol-
fored cheir nssistance who were  kuown,
and even more popular than Miss Felstend,
andd wern leit out of the programme, it
be will call and see me 1T will with  pliea-
sure mive him the names, Amongst those
who” 0ffara] were several members of the
Consecvaiorinm staff. for whom 1 could nos
hud room on the programms., I think
with thise facts before hijm—Mro Hownnd
will ®ee that hid surnises in  relerence to
these concerts have b altogeiher wrong.
With Mr. Howard I do not wish to qunr-
rel, bat I merely wirh to correct statemenis
madle by him, no doubt without thought.—

L am, &c., I
P, A, HOWELLS
Adelaide, Decomber 30, 1005,

Sir—AMr, Edward Howard lasg  Lad his
btde fling, and has sneeeaded wonderinlly,
well—in mnking hiroseli ridiculous. . On
“hailine dowen” the column and u-half of
complamt with which bhe Iavors ua in your
e of Devember 27, tho facts of the case
Appear 1o h-c-—{n‘,l That, Mr. Edwurl
[{mnm'n enferad the names of cerfain of his
pupils for examipation during November ac
thie “associnled  Dboand'" examination; (h)
that the examination bappened along in due
eourses (e} that Professor Ennis, a personal
friend of the cxoominer, wigshed to ask him
pbont having a eup of ten, and did =o; (d)
thiae it bhappenced that one,of Mr, Edwnrd
Howard™s pupils was exunined immediately;
liefure Profgssor Ennis entered the exam’-
aation room for the purpose nidmed, and
another inmedictely afwer he left: (e) thas
bath of Mr, Edward Howard’s pupils men-
tioned (the cnly two examibed) passed
tthe examination: (1) that Mr. Edward
Howand, thereupon, for some obscure rea-
sotr, withdrew his three “advanced” can-
didates, and woald pot allow them to be
examined; {g) that he on that account ap-
[plied for @ relund of the fees paid for their
examination; (h) that he didn’L get them
refonded: (i) that it served him nght, (L
think 1 have gone far evough with the
alphabetical tabulation of oy remarks; and
1 will now adopt another system in ar-
ranging any further anes),  The dedoctions
ta be made from Mr, Edward Howard's
outhursts and the accompanying circum-
siances are:—First, that he lns r'ITw*lunl];l;
‘bitten off his nose 10 wpite his face;
secomml, that he has proved himself overs
suspicious: third, that some of his *“facts™
are quite wrong, as Mr. Howells' lotler cons
clusively -ihum: fourth, that, not conlent
with the degree of abwurdity reached in his
me—.:ppmnn:u o, print, ll;i:mm'lt necds ats
mpt a greater one in to Mr.
Howells; hith, that in dﬁmn:ﬂ: Fup-:m tho
“policy™ af the Conservatorium Ii‘I-.r.- forgets
i “&H‘ﬁ’,‘-"ﬁ‘-f' or anything else, |
6 what i pleased 1o call “the
de tewchers:'" sixth, that, in a word,
» whole question piised by L is une
rthy of werioua  connideration.—~1 am.
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etkone tﬂSpp A regal Mlq ,
convert, Mr. Howells says:="1ho Conser.
vatorium authorities did not interfere ex
oept as regards one of thelr numbers, whoss
sarvices wero required the same evening
the University Bnakespeare Bociety," wf:i

b
sorvices he prosumos they bad n et
right to have. Yes, the ﬁllu h&:m the
might—the might to prevent the carrying
out of a kindly act to a [folow-singe:
{which conld have been done without detri:
ment to themselves), uuwltll:ltuudmi' any
disappointment or inconvenience  which
might arise .i erefrom, AMr, Howells arked
me, “Why Jdid they nol cxercise their an
thosity im:! prevent Lthe otber five awdst
ing¥* " My rep y wans thal “oo institution in
an ¢nlightened community dare aet In a wa
Lhat would canse iteelf to be exceriled.” |
Mr, Howells refers to this
I{gn. 1t was wdirect reply to!
ou. Tiome man out of wix
tated by an enemy, woukl v

a contradio |

el qups |

ere decaph
spenuible |

1o assume for that redson the héads of the

other five were safe? As regards the second
instance, Mr, Howel's avoids my argument, !
“Why not a eontralto¥' A wvariety of
voices ab & concert is always appreciated by |
the publie, If a singer is nol chosen, it as |
sither becsuse there are too many voices ol |
the clugs, or because the one in question
not good enough, When geither of these |
reasons operates It ix a queéstion of poliey,
In exe'uding Miss Felstead, Mr. Howells |
carried -out the poliey of the Conserva. |
torivm. Evervbody knowa that her assis-
tance ab the conecert in question would not
have been palatable to the Conservatorium.
[ chould, however, be very soriy (o attn
bute any bnme to Mr. Howells for the
above, as he was only doing his duty to
those for whom he was acling.  In con-
clusion, may I correct a wrong quotation?
iy letter reads—"lt would be interesting
to know [nnt “I am eurious to know™] |
what vocenlists there were among those ‘who
were far better known and more popular
than Miss Felstead' " (Mr, lHowe'ls omils
the word “vocalista”). The public know
the names of all loeal popu'ar singers, and
the public are the final arbiters of popu.
larity. With regard to the communication
gigned “Commoneense,” I am sorry 1 can
only characterise it as wpiteful, rude, and
untrue, and therelore unworthy of repy.—~

1 am, &c., !
EDWARD HOWARD,

January 1, 1006,

[1]“ the letter [rom  Mrp, Howells, pub-
lished yesterdoy, hewrote:~""Theslatement
that [ reccived a commission from the Con- |
servatorinm to arrange the concert in nl'.vfcr-
lutely incorrect.”  We regret that, owin
to a printer’s mistake, the word “incorrecs
appeared as *‘correct.”’—Ed.]
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Sir—Thanks are due to Mr, Howard for
his letter deseribing the mode in which
the associated board conducts its examica. |
tions nt the Adelaide University. These
¢xaminntions  should be without reproach, |
but evidently they are far from being|
entisfactory nt preszent, The  Umiversity
merelv act as agents, collect the fecs from
people who have the examination —eraze,
charge & commission, and remit the ba'ance
to London—merely n money-making trans-
action. Their troubles as to the value of
these examinations! Why will the public
waste {heir money and their children’s time
in practising all the year to pass? As to
the letter from “Commonscnse,  in  your
rasue of January 1, it is biassed in favor of
the Conservatorivm, If Mr. Howards
complaints were so ridiculous, why should
Mr. Hodge athn registrar) and De. Eunid |
ithe director) take the trouble to call on
AMr. Howard about them? Unhapp'ly th's
ie not the first time complaints hive been
made concerning these examinations, and
there is an uneasy fecling among a  large
number of teachera and the publie. The
Trinity College examinations have never
heen questioned: why should the axsociated
board’s be? The difference is that the
former are controlled by a gentleman who
i not a teacher, or in any way conmected
with teaching: the assoeiated hoard s con-
trolled by lgm Direelor of the Cons'rva-
torium. T trost Mr. Howard wll continve
his protest, and the South Avstralian pub-
lie and teachers will appreciate his el

: is a gtranger to me.—1 am. &e.
[xta il s B A LOOKER-ON.

EXHIBITIONS AND BURSARIES,

Fvery year the Education Department of
Soulh Anstralia confers npon boya and girls
under the age of 14 years & number of ex-
hibitions and burgarics. These are all
The six boys and
the six girls placed at the top of the re |
spoative lists have the right to weleot any |
secondary school in the State, approved by
the Minister of Education, at which to con:/
tinue their studies until they have passad,
the senior examination al the Adelide
University. The holders of the other ox-
hibitions and burearies are provided for
either at the Pupil Teachers' Schosl or the
Advanced School for Girls, and there, too, |
they are prepared for' an academic carcer
 should that be their ambition, Hoth the
Rhodes scholars wn far chosen by the Sonth
, Australian selectors are State school ex
' hibitioners, while othera have dist inguished
hemsoiven in the. walks of st Tt
‘has been suggested that now the entmance |
"-.'! at the Adelaide Univemity |
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MELBOURNE STUDENTS ROR

1 articl e N E

0 oan e an “New Courses of Study
at the Melbourne University,” the “Arg
writes:—"It is to be regretted that the U

and fourth years of thal course, pro-
vide proper truiniog for the students s
cach of those years would iovolve a capital
expeaditure of about £4,000, and an annual
outlay of about £800, Untd, therefore,
cithex the Gavernment, or, a2 in the carg of
1| the Sydney University, some wealthy pablis
¢pirited man provides this amount, st
niust continue (o ccmplete the' third s
fourth years of the courss of electrical enge
lll':l‘l'in; Mhm‘n -
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To the Editor. h
Sir—The letters of Mr, Edward Howard
and “A Looker-On" in “The Advertiser” of
January 2 are very funny reading! Me.
Howard says that my former lesicr was
“spiteful, rude, and untroe, and thenefore
unworthy of réply.” A very easy, and ak
most the only, way out of 4 nasty corner,
certainly, for 1 am atraid Mr. Howar
would have had almost ns much difficully
in answenng or confutng those “sielal,

rude, and untrue’ remarks as he has had

dealing with the University gqunal and Mre.
P. A. Howells, From what'gas besn pab»
lished (and presumabl Edwara

Howard. bas let us have . |
“complaint™ against the (8 atunum,
such ng it is) it Js quite apparent Lo amy<
one in an unbiasscd, non-suspicous [rame
of mind, that all the circumstances in eons
neetion with the examunation in questin
were absolutely usual, and such that »o eX:
ception cou'd reasonably Le taken o them.
In fact, it is pot too much to characterise
complaint of any sort as eatirely anj usbill-
able—more parficularly coming from  Mr.
Howard, both of whose pugm'[u_mng
[

I:u'eﬂ- This, 1 say, hoii“w' m what
as been published. courss if Mr.
Howard hax in reserve soms real tangible
gricvance in connection with the m:hlinl-
tiunﬁ, let him out with it, so that the “pul=
lic,” whose opinion and symMpa he +¥is
dently couris, may know where they are!
I think, however, that I am fairly safe m
wesuming that Mr. Howard bas put Mnn::
us all the facts of the case from his tidey

and going on that basis his “complaint™ i
mere l:rsivitl. All the way throagh hu:
remarks appear to be the result of an overs

whelming prejudice againat the Conservas
joritm, and .n'llimitun} connected therewith,
athough this little question of the “asmso
siated board” examination (rather discon-
certingly for Mr. Howard) cannot be in-
cluded 1n such a category. The ucdhee
referred to he has evidently allo ove
yuls his common sense and mtéifihtﬁ;hﬁn
into print about nothing in pa cular; but
the rvatorium is nob mnnﬂ.tﬁyﬂﬂ
obloquy, nor Mr. Howard the sympathy,
desires, a8 the public have nn_mqnnm!m:,
habip of lmkuﬂ;. at things from a sensibile
standpoint. e will, however, gt a
tain amount of advertisement lrom

l efforts, and a little kudos, ema
mWI’mm such as your mn-upang_ & ih
“A Looker-On,”" who 18 very sy
with, | He sars 1am *P%he only direetion
the Sieh T am. bitmed s tha




