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DEýAR Si,\%Vithi your permission 1 shahi -ive you ani
abcO 11 t ofm empts to, finti the correct ansxver to tlie

Vequestioii-atteml-Ips xvbich cioseti just a fewv days
4go 'ri a fiat antd reasonless statemient Ihat the metiai bad
flot been granted.

trrIn the latter part of last Augnst J wrote to the Regis-
trr enqniring if a medai wouid be given ini Physies. 1ie

replidt there woulti not likely be anL award. Il No
recoWîendatioiî bas been made," be wrote, Ilit being prac-

tClyimipossible to discover wvho is the best ina'n. Of

Coursex .o understand that first class mein in the foui ti

Pha .xanmation are ail considered equal. The miedal in

tYShe bas been witbdrawn for next year." Thinkiiî
te,1 imipossibiiity," above stated, xvas the resuit of a

tha wrote 10 Prof. A. C. IVcKay, stating that 1 sîîpposetl
et te txvu of thec ciass w-ho biad leti also on previorîs

f Olin'ations hati been consîdered equal, anti asking ii

h id not think that those two should be bracketed on

'PL onvocation list, even tbough no medal ivas given.
t 0 gentleman promptly replieti that Il No reconxmenda-
Was made Ibis year, because none xvas asked for-as

done in the past." Notwithstanding this, there
a'ppeared on the iist of mietailists, aller the nine of the

medai in Physies, the monstrousiy nnjiist xvoris: Il Not
CIrded as thougli îone in the ciass hiad obtaineti first-

"as honlors. This may not liave been intendetl for a
Iroect snnb, but by many il was considereti sîîci. A short

e fd enqn iry iii the Mail of October 3, and the mildcst
fa rfl0st gentiemnaniy reqnests of Tîi-îe VARSI rv for a satis-

eory explanation xvere -not noticed.
1 On1 the advice of severai friends I petitioned the Seniate.

th argnied that in this case the class-equality regulation an(l

fth~ fin tbe Caleudar xvere iin opposition, antd I asketl

th ern to decide wbich 10 foliow ; but stated mny belief that
ýj Offer of the medal in the Calendar xvas the more just.

foul Pelition was preseniteti on Hallowe*en, and on the
hacl Ong Montlay I received a card saying tuat tue Senate

l'n.u risdiction in the matter. \Vhen J sent niy coi-

whncation 1 aiso wrote to Prof. London, informing imii of
te bath doue, and wlien lie saxv that I liat petitioned

wstbC1a, lie wrote informing nie that teColiege Couincil
tak , e proper authority. J-le continues, Il 1 tbink youl are
cflrg the proper course in view of the offer made by the

t1in1cil ini their C aiendar. They cannot plead that J made

re Commn'endation, lecause I neyer have clone s0 nl

Pr0 'ous years. The point is if tbey gave the miedal iii
ionUs years on the advice of the University Examiners,

a hy did tbey not do so tbis year ?" Prof. McKay, wvriting

few, daYs afterwards, also stateti tuat lie thonghit 1 was
kIrig the right course in demanding a definite reason.

th 1 thien wrote to ask the Registrar how J siiould approacli
woelellIcland wben they met, lu reply be said hie

the State bhe reasons wby there was no award, and as

Y are very interesîing to the University public J give
1~i fnIIY: "lThbe medals are at the disposai of the

ee C ouncil, and in other departments wbere medals
asgvnthe recommendation of the professor xvas taken

reite soie ground of the award. No reference to, tbe

làiv ntestanding of candidates at the Exams is possible
ile;dind the indications of relative menit given by the ciass
ho ,rWhere the only distinction is that of the ciass of

'lr,1,the Department of Pbysics there are three
.dI~

dZC tesbesides yourseif piaced in first ciass in both
QOleslîrs Of Pbysics. It is therefore impossible for any
1he p a wbicb of the four is the best man by the test of

as Prof. London declined ho recoimend anyoîie

is t elferst on class-work during the session. Tiiere
tberî0i

re ere notbing by wbich the Couincil miay be guided"
safid therefore ail were snubbed. This letter requires

j OIlle
retae laatory remarks. In the firsî place, if tbe

'ldation of the professor is taken as tue " soie

gronnld," 1 think the professors should be so, inform-ed
l)ut in conversationi Prof. London said that if sncli ivere
the case this was the first yeav: of the arrangement, and
tiîat hie knew nothing, of it. I igh-t ash, Whbo mnakes tht'

recommnendation in Modemrs ? Agrain this rcference tw

those in thie saine ciass beingf considereci equal 1 think

littie remnoved froin absurdity. The very essence of a

ieal is dis-tiniction, whiie the effcct contemrplated in the

class-cquality statute is Illevelling-." Moreover, if ail i

first class arc to be considered eqnal why slîotld a

professor or anyone cise procliîm that it is ail a hioax, that
they are not cqual at ail ? Also, if ail are considered
equal, should flot the one wlio started, perhaps i second
ciass, and gradriated equal to the best, be given the mnedal ?
[Jas lie flot done the miost creditable work?

But Jet us take Physics. In hoth 1888 andtiS189, the

xinner of the medal did flot receive first class bionors in

Pmactical Phivsics, thus taking precedeiice of those who
wvere ini the first class in both departments. Ini 1889, botb
i Modemrs and i Metaphysics the miedallist received

solne second class lionors, tlitns siîowing thaI the class iists

were not considered at ail, andi that the average first class,
necessary for a medal, munst have been obtained behind
the printed lisîs. This samne tbîn g occurred in i890, whien
Mr. Kerswiii was in secondi class in Philosophy, anti yet
receivcd the mietal. I thinkl this shows that the ciass iist

was not the final authority (except perhaps in Physics)
even in 189o. J mighit say, right hiere, that the exact per-

centagres in Physics coiil( easiiy have been olitaineti as the
Lxaînîiners reported tiîer to the Registrar. \Vby were

they not consulted ?
B3ut there is soîuething more serions. 1 xvonld ask, you

0 compare Prof. Loudoîî's words above îvith those of Ibis
letter. Anti further, Prof. Lontion told nie that lie xvas
not consnited in the matter !But the above staternent
abouît Ilclass-xvork of the session Il is al)surcl on the face of
it. There is no sncbi thing. In some subjeets nio lectures

at ail were given ;and in those iectured uipon there was nio
attempt to mark the candidates.

1, therefore, prepareti a petition to the Council. After

statingysoine of the above facts, J saiti thaI 1 thiougbYt there

hiad been sortie misunderstantling ;and so 1 asked that

body to Il determine whiether the miedal wvas reaiiy won or

not ;and if it bo found that it was, that it be presented to

the xinner." This wvas presented on the flrst Friday ini

Decemiber, and the Registrar informed mie that it was

referred Il to the Professor, with a request that lie would,

if possible, make a recommendation for the medlal." The
Counicil met again on the 16th inst., and the resuit is that

ail the Il communications oni the snbjýect were referred ho
the Professor of the Department, bot that no award of the

miedai bas been madle." Vhy ? Did the Professor so

decide ? He toid mie that as hie xvas not consuited before

lie declined to be consnlted now. He did not say that no

award shoitld be nuade; lie simply declined the Council's

Icourtesy." When the Council referred the malter to

hlimi, witb the request above-mentioned, did they not

acknowledge that an error hiad been made ? The Regîs-

trar says J miscontrue that action, but from my other

information J cannot but think otherwise.
Now, Mr. Editor, wby xvas thiere no award ? 1 have

stated the case as fairly as 1 can. I hiave mnade every effort

10 flnd a satisfactory reason ; you see the resuit. And

froni con sidering the aboya facts, as thev were given me,

do you tbink 1 speak without suffiÀýent reason wben 1 say

that 1 consider the action of the Councii-and I cannot

naine two mernbers of it-ini withholding, the miedai in

Physies last year xvas unprecedented, barbitrary, and

unjust ? Very truiy yours, C. A. CHANT, '90.

Ottawa, Jannary, 21, 18gî.

A plan is on foot to establisli in New York city a

national university on the European plan, with an endow-

mient Of $20,000,000.


