e b e e never has been, cog- |
‘pected with the Adelsi :

Ermity.--ﬂ:;;;,“_ elaide or any other Uai--
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533 lnS"_H" ing a liking for arithmetic, thougn
|

,/' 0 t arithmetician, T would like bo say I

" _"1

peither Mr. Nortkmore nor * 'Possum"”
‘hasmadetheexamination problem complained
very olear. It appears to me therzis no
aﬁreat difiicalty nor unfsirpess abouatit., It
does not stato that the examiner ha 1 examined
ets of papers in the relation of 7 ta 12, | |
;amournting to 49, buat that 49 have been
examined. It is evident there must have
been some parts of a well-arranged set and
some parts of an illarrapgad sot examined
to make up the 49, for the 49 is divided into
' 100 parts, and 80 of them belong to the wells
arravged sets, while 20 fall to theill-arranged,
The question seems simple:—2% of 49=9¢,
Every 7 and fraction thereaf contaimed in
9% must equal s0 many 12's and parts of 12 of
the well arrarged. hus : =8¢ -7=13,13= |
12+3 of 12, wnich is 16:. Remove the 1ll- |
arrarged (V!) from the 49, supply the well.
t--mmged (161), ard we find 56.—I am, &o.,
YROVISION AL TEACHER,
i - Hundred of Hall, April 16, 1883.
- P.S.—If I am right the only ambigaity in
i the question is in the words, **8) per ceat, of
| the candidates sent up their papers;” 80 per
‘cent. of the 49 sets would appzar more
correct,

=

| o |
f : TO THE EDITOR.

Sir—Arnry one who has had aaything $o do
~with examipations will, I think; agree with
| Mr. Northmore that the examiners have a ||

most felicitous way of finding out what the
candidate does not know, Indeed it seems
that the professors raosacik the text books
from beginning to end to fiad some obscure
/ mote upon which to hinge a question. I have !
before my mind now in particular the paper |
set in graramar for certificates at the Train-
ing College in 1870 and 1880, While most qf
the/questiors were fair, some were abominable,.
as no one ever dreamed of trying to re-
member the absurd notes which aboand |
#in Davidson and Alcock’s grammsar. The |
following 1s a fair sn.:::rla of what were seb:—
What were the original terminations of “*ing”
in the following :—** A wailing of infants w
heard ;” ““Doing good is_better than getting™
vich 7’ “folding his hands he prayed ;” * Hs
is tired of acting his part.” Letany fair
mmarian unfold these knots without lapk— I.
‘ang up Davidson, and I will forgive him. |
These papers were set by a professor, and |
" the studenta thought that neither tator nor I
' examiner was sufficient for them unaided,
' "The problem which Mr, Northmore has putin
~ to-day’s paper does not seem so difficult of
- solution 1f my faculties have not also been
dimmed—for if A gets 80 7, and B the re-
mainder of the votes it seems something like
this :— 40 votes=whole or 100 Ear cent,, and
- 80 per cent. or 39{ are A’s, and B's 9}, for ! or
| #of a man aro of no consequence to those
. #avants, Hoping to see our examinstions
' appeal to the intelligence rather than to
- satisfy the capricious whims of an examiner

| "'_'1 am, &uun J
| INTERESTED,

. Blyth, April 17, 1883,




. ~ 40 THE EDITOX
- Sir—If my memory serves me, amongst
_curiogities of natural history which were im-
pressed upon my youthful mind was the fact
tbat certain species of insects when pursued
and in danger of capturd, possessed and
} exercised the power of discharging a cload of

the

acrid vapor, which partially blinded the

- pursuers, and under cover of which they cu-
eavored to make good their escape. Your
correspondent ‘‘’Possum’s ”’ tactics appear to
me to bave much in common with this
manccuvre of otherwise helpless and de-
fenceless insect life. * Unable to sup-
port his dogmatic assertions by argument
| or facts, and unable otherwise to get out of
the *‘ fix” he is in, he attempts to do so by
throwing out a cloud of acrid aspersion under
cover of which he trusts his flight will be un-
detected, and enable him unobserved to
““drop” what is evidently too ““hot” to hold,
and cover his discomfiture with all the airs of
injured innocence and dignilied disdain. I
thivk there are very few of your readers but
will come to the conclusion that your eorres-
pondent ‘‘’Possum’s” skin would be the better
for a little tanning if even when encased in
the armor of anonymity it is so easily irri-
tated by what he is pleased to term **offen-
sive personalities.,” As ““’Possam”is so very
sensitive to ‘offensive personalitics” of
course he is extremely caveful of Dbzing
nilty of indulgicg in them, and egually of
ﬁnurse there are no *‘offensive personalities ”
" or insinuations in his first letter., In this
matter also a parallel occurs to me which is
. very apropos of a good many other people’s
actions besides “ "Possam’s.” Inanappendix to
 ““The New Pilgrim’s Progress” Mark Twain
says, “ Everybedy knows my liberality in
these matters—that I amalways ready to give
- and take—when it i: for me to give and other

iterary ameniticsz ppear based upon much the
same principle, There is one traitin *’Pos.

- sum’s” letters which commands my ubguali-
tied admiration: it is thecool and unmitigated |
¢gotism with which they are ‘saturated. *“I |

i bave said it” is apparently the Alpha and
i’ the Omega of argument with him. Itisguite
. encugh for him that he assumes he has proved
/ my mountain to be a molehill, and that I hava

cut the throat of my own argumeant; it sig-

pifies nothing to him if others think that bo

it mount or be it molehill it has been too
much for him to ** sur-mount,” or that an
answer to the four questions in my last letter
| would have far more cffectually settled the
question than his bare assertion. By the foot-
note to my last letter I gather that you are
under the impression that I thought your
correspondent ‘‘’Possum” was connected
with the University., If so I am sorry for
it ; I bad no intention of insinuatiog any-
thing of the sort. The concluding =éntence
-of my last letter was intended, in view of the
somewhat ostentatious manner in which
‘“’Possum” paraded the statement that he
was neitber a candidate for University
hooors ““nor interested in the subject,” to

intimnate that I considered the opinion of the

~authorities. quoted by the Saturday Revisw
- quite as valuable as anything likely to gru-
‘ceed from the pen of *‘’Possnm,” even if he
I‘ were a University professor. But why *'Pos-
~ sum”should westéhistimeand yourspaceabout

' asubject he had ro interest in passes compre-
' hension, unless it was to air his nc#nintnnca

- withthecommonrulesofarithmetic jranlribgg
& prcblem which I had edpraviuuﬂy sta
could be very easily solved by admitting an

- impo:sibilityjand ignoring a flagrant misstate-

l ment, In conclusion, I think there can be
' mo difference of opinion that in the cloice of

a pseudonym *‘’Possum’ has clearly demon-
strated that sometimes there is what Yankees
call the *‘etarnal” fitpess of things that

- *“"Possum” is where ’possums gene are ;
- {o use a common euphemism **up a eucalyp-
- tus,"—I am, &c,

JOHN A, NORTHMORE.
April 18, 1883,
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eople to take ;” and *““’Possum’s” ideas of |
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