Bepause P,A.C. does'not give special atten-
tion to * boys of more than average ability,”
therefore the exhibitioners tauglht; at P.A.C,
are not at all indebted to Tt But onlyto the State
schools. Into what syllogistic mood and
fignre will * Argus” this? The re-
warkable successes of exhibjtioners from the
State schools is due mainly heir superior
ability and induffry ; and” ly, to their
training whereverit may haive been. No one
_¢an-decidathe proportion of merit due to the
primary and second: heolsy I happen to
knuwl c:ine case J;lfm a t & .;hqngﬁ;%ch‘:
' greatly distingui nupself, sgent pine montas
?n a State school and thYee yeafs nc{l
The latter institution migh$’

little credit in his cases ol

I- _' to exhibi-

that P,A.C. owes & .

tioners, I may, say tha &he fivst boy in the
primary examination of lasg December was not
an: exhibitioner,” % i “thHe " matriculation
examination’ wé . - of those

who matriculated for the t time 3 and

" further I may Pies . majority of
' boys who pass it | ations from
P.A.C. have ved th m_rr[l:ep part of their
ncation in the l." The only attempt

” makes ¢ chargd of cram-

ming against P.‘A.l(f‘ﬁ 1at§e implies when
Ln;pﬂgn **If the .Ma-d#u@ﬁﬁ!ﬂ&ﬂthﬂr are
to form the basis of an & tion in“elassics
the pupils are kept mhw ding at tiis
author’s works from year's .end to year's end.”
The acts of the clﬁm re that P.A.C. takes the
Greek and Latin books seb'by the University
for the Decemberexamination as the basis of
its study of thoge lan es for the year.
Where 18 any evidence of cramming? The
University authorities consider the amount
sufficient for the year’s work, and are quite as
likely to be right in their - judgment as
““ Arpus,” Even if they were net there is no
gvidence of cramming. Another correspon-
- dent, *‘ Theoretikos,” maintains that there is
' cramming at P.A.C, for a-very curious reason
' viz,—because the school has been 30 successfal
t in the examinations, He asserts that “‘very
L large pergentages of passes In any examination
can only be secured by two methods :—1, Re-
morseless cramming, 2. Remorseless weeding-
out of dull and idle pupils.” He rightly says
that schoolmasters cannot do the latter, and as
“to the former I :E assert frome~actnal expe-

rience as an old pupil of P.A:C. (one ‘who
has sinee uated), and from some acquain-
tance with its methods of werking in later
g%rﬁa.ﬁh remorseless cramming has not been
and 1s not practised at P,A.C, Its methods
of working may De ascertained. by any one
who wishes to know, and those most in-
timate with the headmaster are aware that he
18 & persistent enemy to cram ; that it was at
bis suggastinn that a series of discussions were
‘carried on in the meetings of the Collegiate
Schools Association respecting the differences
between intelligent teaching' and cram  in
various subjects, ' I have & suggestion to offer
regarding. the attainment of great success in
exgminations ; a new,method altogether which
does not seem to_have occurred fo your nume-
- rous ‘edrrespondents—it i3 kmd work on
the part ©f both wmasters and 'pupils, That
may perhaps account for the sucecess of P.A.C,
At any rate it will be only fain to account
for it 1n that wa;i;atill sutficient. evidence is
given to disprove that theory,.—Iam, &o,,
. e AT R B LN *YERUS«r
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- THE UNIVERSITY EXAMINATIONS.

TO THE EDITOR, . -
- Sir—In my Ipreviuus letter anent the troublea
of ** Argus” 1 adopted the role of verbum sap,
and hoped he had taken my word fo his heart,
" However, I regret that suchihas' mot been the
~result, I must therefore diagmose his weal:-
- mess again. A very excellent authority leaves
& good deal to the judgment in the treat-
ment of similar cases, for does not the wise
man say ‘‘answer a fool according to his folly”
~im ong place ; and in anobher; ‘‘answer not a
- fogl agcording to his folly.” "Se “a choice is
 left open. Let me say that when a fellow
- struts around and dubs himselt *‘ Arguns” any
man of. ordinary reading thinks of the pea:
- cock and its tail feathers—while as to Tiresias
the t laureate has- just wunearthed
his ghost. Three . cheers for the blind~
; Prnphﬁt--—_oi; our_ school days! TLet not
* Argus ™ 'deldtle himself into the belief that I
am going to: follow him through all the quag-
mires of evil-thinking that he so madly rushes
into. Like most of the half-demented he
shows much cunning, for he eraftily refrains
from mnoticing the gist of my letter at all. I
gaid that what most concerns the public is how
is it that out of all the candidates sent up to
the University examinations from all the
l schools mf thg*-'mluny—-el. :fwept cin?ef Alfred
ha ege, of whose pupils forty out of forty-six
!ﬁc?uit Efeeﬁt up ‘passed=~two out of every three
. failed to pass. Now this is a very serious
- matter to all those parents who send their sons
~to these schools, as well as to the teachers who
secure no better results. The only reply

. . _GE . SR ..




¢ A rgus*has tothis important question 1san
owl.like silence, and Minerva was wise. To aid
him I suggested, after Huxley, that thepapers ;
~set might be too hard—in proof whereof onl
one candidate out of three was ableto mas
themr, To an unsophisticated mind this looks .
¢ prammin g"-“.....a rocess that usually fails when
bronzht ¢ the test. (Conversant, agne Joubl
“ Argus” s, mth‘l'&g,_Pr?ﬁm of the, 394
versities, I was & 1113 Bll!']}l!‘lﬁﬁd.ihﬂtlbﬂ OEE'.'.
not trot out the more resgectable word ‘‘coach
from  his vocabulary, Mr, “Routh, of Cami
bridge, has-the unfortunate Babit of getfing”’
tlﬁe student: who lfttféelﬁlil;:' K 2) his
charge o the tqp 1555 ROTISTRAS
Eeop%e think that §fr. Roubhsanceéys
usiness, but if he happened blong
Prince Alfred e he would beffinkéd" by
‘““Argus” o friends as” tHECERIE Epint of
“*eram, "whéadded tobis other wickgtnpsses that
- ofsurreptitiously gettin§holdof theax Aination
papers beforelands. .1 bave long obeen: -of
opinion that the doctrine of *!cramiuiguam
an ignis fatuus that alternately atracts ahd
. pursues weak minds. They fry Itg3 ect, afid’
1t fails them {h the hour of need, . They hear
of other schools’ success and they eéry—*° Ah,
that cram agam.” If the thesflmaster of
Prince Alfred College and his- staﬁ happen to
understaBd’the business of p KNow-
ledge to-the-minds of the. bowsiander their
- charge in. sych manner that tirey can appro-
priate it, Tet the detractors of $hat mstitution
“go and do likewise ; they will then deserve the
\ thanks. of the community, »*5A4wgus” refers to:.
~his knewledge ' of the waysitf ce Alfred.
- College a long time ago. TFo-das T ericountered
" an old scholar .of that 1 fion who re-
membered ° that the ~‘headmaster
- succeeded in introducing imto“the’ e¢olony ™
' for the first time local*™examinations
in connection with the Melbourne University—
the gentlemen who took charge of the examina-
. tion papers -here being Revs. Read, of
Mitcham, and Field, of Glenelg. ' There were
. six candidates from Prince Alfred College, all
of whom passed, and two others who did not
pass ; 80 it seems to be in the air that Prince
--Alfred boys should succeed. Cannot “Argus”
and *“‘Theoretikos ” get up a ring to suppress the
. offending institution ? In my previous letter
I suggested that the other schools should profit
by their own failures, calmly doing their best, =
and hoping that the next eight.er ten years
that “Argus” looks forward to will be less?®
favorable to Prince Alfred. College than the-
last fourteen or fifteen years'have been, It
was not till Sir Wm., Jervois: with his
chivalrous English idea of fairplay agpeared
on the speech-day platforms of both %riuce
Alfred and St. Peter’s schools that the mag-
nates of the latter institution-ever let it pass
their lips that there was a eompeting high
school in the colony, I have éVer held myself
to be a friend to higher education” everywhere,
and have-been specially pleased fo hearof the
successes of " St. PEtEI"H. Ithei‘éf[ﬁ*e ‘much
{"Ei'et that such ill-advised .advecates as
rgus” and ‘‘ Theoretikos® showld mislead
the public by affording them—gaunds to thinlk
that envy, malice, or uncharitableness finds-an
abode within the time-honoréd walls of the |
ﬂl_dpr hlgh school, et * -Tﬁﬁferﬁ,to 1 di\fi- |
e worag F humen who qught %0 be divine .
the words"of Virgil may too often be applied—

Tantaene animis  cocleshdbagy trae? — while.
snakes hidden beneath the graétr;t; sI;ill.mftil:l.lll.ttiEI
gerous to wayfarers,—I am &o.," . -
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- P.S.—Since the above was written the able
reply of *“ Verus” has appeared; the only fault
I find with his letter 1s that.im expends too
guéch powder and shot on such small game,—

To THE EDITOR.

Sir—I should mot again trouble you upon
the above subject were it not for the letter of
‘your correspondent ** Theoretikos,” referrin
to a previous communication of mine, o
says—*'The suggestion that Prince Alfred
College owes its success to the fact that Mr,

Chapple 15 warden of the senate is a senseless.

one. The Buggestion is worthless except to
prove the meanness of the person who makes
it.” Such are the strong expressions of your
correspondent, Individually, T am not con.
cerned whether Mr. Chapple 1s warden of the
senate or not, but I do thunk that it is not

desirable but much to be deprecated that the .

bead master of Prince Alfred College or any
other like school should occupy such a position.
The charge of meanness I hurl back with coa-
tempt at the head of *‘Theoretikos”—I pre-

sume I have-as mwmch right (with your kind

permission) to give expression to suggestions
as your correspondent without rendering my-
self liable to his impertinent charge of
meanness.  *‘ Thoretikos” briefly touches
upon another point. breught forward by
me—that is the desirability of having more
than one examiner for each subject, e Says
(and he informs us that he speaks from ex-
‘perience) that *an examiner who has the pros-
pect of ploughing through some' hundreds of
ex_aml_natmnxn s before him"is in a frame of
mind 1n which little room for pity or favoritism

1s' found—and once he has looked carefully .

through a set of papers he 1s indisposed
to pack and alter his dﬁﬂl&ﬁgﬂ.”
Surely 'in these remarks of *‘an expe-
rienced examiner” we have the strongest
argument in favor of the necessity of there




