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Jirector, Proteatant Eduscati on,
Jepariment of Education,

o P
uebecg,

Tour letter of August Z28%h, together with youyr telse
gram of September 4th, was forvae d to me at Strathroy, where
i was spending a drief vacatiosx iy return to the Un versity
was delayed for a few days and I have not replied until thise
morning.

Lot mo in the first place state that MeGili University
cannot hold itself responsible or be held responsidle for caree~
less work done by » member of its staff when employed by another
body, though if any such erratic marking a8 you allege has oce
curred, I am naturally vVery sSorrye Grratic marking may de
due to carelessmess, or it may Dbe enly a mistake. All of us
make mistakes at times - even your Departunent is not guiltless
in this mattor, as we have on more than sne occasion detected
errors in the vosults sent out. Sut such errove are always
easily adjusted, as I believe the errors of which you complain
in the present instance may be adjus tod.

Lot me say most emphatically that if a rrofessor of
this university is guilty of csrelioss marking as slleged, I do
not intond to Sake any action te mitignte his offence. If he
Gannot mark falrly he, of course, Camot be employed ag an
examiner,

Our only desire is to be absolutely Jjust to candi-
dates who whote eélther of the two exsminations. I would re«
mind you that the matriculation marks were sent Lo overy candi-

date and the results announced in the Press gix Gays before the

X8
Revising Seard sat and recommended that marks in certain paperm

be arbisvarily raiscd,




