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a dead loss from its
amount of £1,000 per year?
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| that the public may lave a fair idea of
the financialfffairs of the Conservatonium
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“ANOTHER TAXPAYER’ DIGS
UP FIGURES.

AND SUGGESTS A ROVAL |

COMMISSION,

. To the Editor of “The Mail.”

Su*——;ln our 1ssue of February 1 “Tax-
Payer” asked the following questions in
connection with the financial administra-
tion of - the Blder Conservatorium:--1.

it a fact the Conservatorium has been
inception to
I1, Is it a
fact one of the masters had only five
pupils during 1012, and he drew a salary
ol £400 for the year? III. Why is the

irector allowed to conduct a society not
connected with the Conservatorivm, thus
drawing a salary that, in common fair-
ness, un outside musician should have a
caance to get? IV. Is a retaining fec
pald the amateur wind players on the
stall, though they have no pupils? V. If
loss, hiow i8 it made up? Do the
other departments of the University make
up the shortage?’  On being approach-
ed on the matter the Registrar of the
University and the “Mail” representative
bad the following interesting dialogue. 1
copy the extract:—

“The Registrar of the .University of
Adelaide (Mr, C. R. Hodge), when shouwn
a'copy of the above lettér by a represen-
tative of “The Mail," 8aid:~'l cannot reply
‘¢ tliese charges just at present, but I
will consider them.'

“Later on Mr. Hodge telephoned for ou;
representatave, . and ‘ururutREd:-—*I hav
given the matter consideration;, and if vo
reler your correspondent to_us -twe' wi

______ & L]

reply to him.

 THE consevaToriuw. [T

-money goes 'T & up t
atorium ?ggﬁ"ﬂ‘??%qﬂ'; e compara
siiall salary lists of the ool of .
eine, £3,034 12/3, and the School of Law,
£1,000, suffer by the drain made on re-
sources by the Cooservatorium? In con-
ﬂluhog. are magnificent publiec benefactions
and Government subsidies to be frittered
away by expengive and overpaid staffs?
Would any private enterprise entertain
the idea of emplovi a staff that not
only absorbed the takings of the firm but
annually made inroads on the capital to
the tune of £2.312 16/17 We now know
that there is a re-shuffling of the cards,
and teachers are being placed on commis-
gion basis with the right of private prae-
tice. Will somehody enlichten the publie
why that was necessary, or will silence
force the hand of public opinion to de-
mand a royal commiesion to enquire into
the recent administration of the Conser-
vatorium?—1 am. &e.,
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d"" ‘Are the charges incorrect?’ was ask |
ed.

“1 will say nothing about it, except
that 1 cannot deal with an anonymou
letter like that.'”

Now, Sir, *as another “Taxpayer,” I,
cmphatically ‘say that the reply given by
the Registrar .was Jame unri unsatisfac-
tory. The pomnt raised by the official is|
that he cannot take any cognisance of
an anonymousd letter written to the press. |
Is that an apswer to the scarching and |
pertinent questions asked by ““Taxpayer?”|
Cannot he say whether these charges are |
shadowy myths or & gross misrepresenia- |
tion of facts. He, or his executive must|
know ‘‘things as they nve,”” and tlie tax-|
payers Lave a right to know just exactly !
the true position’ of affairs,  In order

I quote the balance sheet, contained in |
the University calendar for 1812, and 1
think, Sir, it calls for more explanation
than the authorities see fit to give:—
Credit Side.~Feca mml‘ﬁlli by Elder

Contervatorium, £2,0063 coneorts,
examination in  musie, £300 G/6; total,
£2 456 11/6, _

Debit  Side.—Salaries (one dicector at
L1000 per annum, and 13 teachers and

count, + £137 15/; ndvertising, printing,
tuning, gas, telephone. and sundries, £203
0/3: orchestra, £178 10/6; Mus, Bac courze
(salaries), £000: printing, &e., €17 9/10;
examiners’ fees and expenses, £127 14/5;
advertising and printing, £060 10/10; sun-
dries a u&ennﬂ local centres, £112
14/1; total, J90 777,  Deficit on the
year, £2312 16/1. ] ‘
An ?:n'min:lt-inn uHhhd ltltﬂnenn:t -nl*%
rove interesting, y does it ¢
3 in excess of fees (as £000 ig

t does the item, “Orchestra; £178
}E}ﬁ mean? Why does it cost £1,207
12/8 over and above the fees paid by the
gtudents to instruct them? “Taxpayer”
gays one .ﬂ:?(ml drew £400 per annum
for o half-dozen pupils, If that is cor-
rect. or ﬁbﬁﬁmm s0, the Di:ﬂmt:;r
" ‘to a grave s . Did the
mauﬂ"'rbf the 'cello get four or five

eck salary ag & mem! the
s oW . MARY 'h:-%m_.hg!

ANOTHER TAXPAYER.

A e
R. BARR SMITH’S
MUNIFICENCE.

0 |
THE QUESTION OF EXPENSE. |

i+

PROMINENT PUBLIC MEN,

—_——

REPLY TO DOUBTING
THOMASES.

“I think,” said Mr. Thomas Ryan, who,
when M.P. in 1908, moved a motion for
University = extension, which, at the re-|

uest of Mr. Peake, was defeated, but on
the return of the Labour Party of 1910
succeeded in carrying a resolution for the
appointment of & royal commission ‘to en-
quire into and report upon the Universily
of Adelaide and higher education, whic
he, as chairman, visited every University
imm the Commonwealth, *“that Mr. Barr
Smith's offer and the request accompany-
ing it will mean the exgendttun:- of at
least £60,000 to '£80,000."

“Can you tell us why?” .

“Mr. linrr Smith made it on the condi- |
tion that the requests of the Umversity |
be acceeded to. These requests made pub- |

00,000 to £70,000, to which we are to
add another £10,000 in going cash.'™
“1t 18 doubted in some quarters whether

Mr. Barr Smith’s ofter on the ground of
expoense,”

expenditure is obvious, think the time
has arrived when it i3 not a matter of
Low much we can afford to spend, but
how much can we afford to do withouty
As I pointed out when asking for a special

irit of ' on th m%
Barr Smilﬁ and .t;'ﬂlndn :Ilpwr .

‘uor Government can spend too much”

. il

for myeelf, I am of opinion th i

of a mte like Tuml’i:k oul

teen a hundredfold valuable
will anchor the

the %oulﬂhnn ?thwh ¥ .
versily where 1t is. IHowever, now that

s, those of us that feel it is a i o
will be the first to realise the |

can to enco the people of South A i
tralia to thm: lhilhpng.pl There ara thre
:‘mﬁﬁﬁtﬂ the g_eﬂln‘g:amn_t‘uf lfouﬂn
cul:inn-—m’d on’these three neithes. oot

Mr. Lewis Cohen preferred to reserve
nis opinion, ak he had not studied the
aatter. “However,” he said, “it is a
most munificent gift. The Universty is
regarded as one of ths prest natitu-
tions of this State, and this donation,
rupported by a promise from the Govern-
ment, must necessarily extend the influ-
ence of this institution.” _ .

“We have not the nght,” said Mr.
Smeaton, M.P., “to look a gift horse in
the mouth, r. Barr Smith never gives
¢ gift without thought, which means more
than the average man thinks. 'Those who
talk about not nmpht:'? te pft are not
thinking of the future of the city. People
do not scem to realise that Adelaide is
cnly in its infancy, and that the Uni-

¢ atitution has its

lic a few days ago mean the spending of

the Government is justified in accepling

“l think the advantage of University |

vote for the Umversity in 1900, the at-
tikans and the men who make our clothes, |
‘the men who carry us-on our railways, are
asking for University help, not to enable
them to be transferred from the condi- |
tiona of life in which they find them-
selves, but rather that they may ' be
.te]pmi to overcome the troubles they are
faced with. We quite nnderstand that the
University has only up to the present
been beneficial to a few, and ‘The Mail’
1 to be commended for &rm\"gsg attention |
to this nspect; but we are hoping, as 1
bave always hﬂaﬁd, that the University
would, from within, help those who are
struggling fromn wilﬁuut, to make it a
University of South Australia situated in
'Adelaide rather than a Unjversity for
Adelaide situated in South Australia. Pro-
fessor David, a big University .E?um of
Australia, in giving evidence, laid down

as an axiom that a scheme of UnUlversity
povernment, which 1 proel in my
¢lectioneering campaign of 1 was os- |
lﬂl‘- Part of E? a8 n
carricd out, by which five members of
Pa ent are electen - %ﬂhf vt n:iﬁtgﬂ
: overnment, but no provision
yet bse:n mu‘f: "to. _'mm:ﬁﬂt& the
TR o

e

tures \pi
des and Labour Coun-
‘will be done before

vergity so planted may not be in the cen-
tre of the ¢ity opne hundrod years hence.
'And we must think of one hundred years
hepce. People jndge Adelaide by its park
lands, whereas in the future thoss lands
will only be parks in Adelaide.”

“Then you think the Government is
justified in accepting the offer? _

‘,',I think they are ) in l.meptlngl

it ; &
‘“‘Would you sooner see the University
out of Adelaide?"”

“Yes, T would like to se¢ it moved out
to Torrens Park, because a fame comes
when the cxtension of a city uires cer-
'tain land to be taken advantage of. As a
case in point, I might mention that the
old University of Glasgow was in the
heart of the city for some bundreds of
vears, but the time came when it had to

moved out several miles, as the site
was wanted as a central station. Do you
tsce we have examples of older “cities &0
save us from making mistakes.

“And what is your opinion of the peo-
le who believe that &:het £1E;EIGD could
spent to better advantage. :
“I ‘don't think that people have a right
{o express such an opinion. Such an in-,

special claims. It is folly
ke a comparison—a piece of imper-
the part of any one to suggest
be not accepted.’

W

to ma
tinenceé an
that the offer




