
Doctor Coughtrey's consent. This, however, is precisely
what theCouncil of the Otago Universityhas done.To the outside world it is plain that the Council really
wished to get rid of its Professor;and that themeans em-ployed,be the intentionas itmay,border on the shabby,andinvolve an injustice. There is no complaint that the Profes-sor neglectedhis professional duties, or postponed them forthesake of attendingto consultations. Andindeedthiscouldhardlybe, inasmuch as the University,after four orfive years,has been able to muster a medical class of onlyone studentThis will no doubt sound odd to the ears of the general
public;but it is a fact made known at the meeting of theCouncil at which Doctor Coughtbey's resignation wasaccepted. No puccessor to the Professor has been appointed,
andhis offer tocontinue todischarge the duties of his chair!has been declined on theground of there being1 nonecessityfor the discharge of theseduties. On the whole,itmustbesaid, the entire proceedings of the Council in thisaffair are
not creditable, either to its intelligence or its sense of thefitness of things. The credit of the University willnot beservedby these proceedings, which cannot but have theeffectof causingcapable and honorable men to fight shy of abody
which can treat its Professors in such ahigh hauded andunjustifiable amanner.

The Council seems to have beenmade very sore byDoctorOoughtrey'ss.iying that he had been thwarted inhis efforts
to found aMedical School inDunedin, andit appears that itwas this charge more than anything else that determined theCouncil to accept hisresignation. In fact one of the mem-bers of the Council spokein reference to thischarge, as if he
considered himself personallyinsulted by it;so hot did hebecome, and so intemperatewas thelanguage he used on the
occasion. With alldue deference to this gentleman, "irapertinent" is not the word to use when speakingof a deliberate
statement officially made by Doctor Coughtrey in a gravedocument addressed to the Council of his University.

It turns out, however, thatso far from there being imper-tinence in the statement that Doctor Coughtrey had beeuthwartedinhis efforts to foundaMedical School, that it isliterally the fact. The Doctor has made this abundantly
clear in his letter addressed to the Editor of the 'OtagoGuardian,' nnd published in the issue of Wednesday last.The action or no action of the Council in reference to the
opening of the Dunedin Hospital to Medical Classes, and
raising the standard of the Matriculation Examination, both,
of which wereproposedby Doctor C'oughtret,andboth of
which werenecessaryinorder to secure recognitionat homeforstudiesmade here,proves the truthof theProfessor's state-
ment. All things considered, Professor Cofghtrey had noalternative but resignation. He is, however,fairlyentitledto
compensation;for it was the University Council, nothe, whoviolatedthe terms of their agreement, by forbiddinghim to
engage in consultationpractice,a practice to which,according
to the.terms of his engagement,he was fully entitled.

We seldom take'any noticeof that close borough andhighly
conservative institution ycleped "The Otago University."
But there are exceptionsto every human regulation;andourpractice in reference to our chief educational establishment is
notsoinexorable as never to permit any departure from it.On the present occasion, however,it is rather as a matter of
contemporaryhistory than otherwise that -we draw attention
to some proceedingsof this institution.

The Council of the University and Doctor Coughtrey
after aperiod of misunderstanding and cross-purposes, havearrived at an open rupture. The Doctor, some few days ago,sent inhis resignation, and the Council at once accepted it'and ina wayneither dignified, norcomplimentary to its lateProfessor.

Theimmediatecauseof therupturewasa misunderstanding
a3 to the meaning of the words"private practice." Accord-ingto the termsof his agreement, the Professor wasbound toabstain from privatepractice. Inmedical phraseology, thesewords have a specific meaning, anddo not comprehend whatis understood as the practice of consultation. It does not
appearthat Doctor Coughtrey,evenin one instance, violatedthe terms of agreement;on thecontrary,it is plainhe honor-ably compliedwith them. As much, however,cannotbe saidfor the Council of the University. After having engagedDoctor Coughtrey on the understanding that he was to beexcluded from private practice only, this Council, 'withoutconsulting the Doctor, althoughhehad courteously requested
a conference on the vexed question, in what appears to us a
most arbitrarymanner, forbid its Professor to practicemedi-cine either privately or in consultation. This was clearly
ultra vires;it is an undoubted principle of both law andequity that an onerous contract connotbe set aside by one ofthe parties inoppositionto the willof the other.

No doubt the UniversityCouncil could, for a sufficientcause and under certain conditions, dispense with DoctorCotJGHTREY's services;but so longas heremained Professorand fulfilled theconditions of his agreement, the Council wasnot authorised to modify these conditions in any way without

FRIENDLY DIFFERENCES.
There are many subjects on which it is allowable forCatholicnewspapers to differ amongst themselves. We can
quite understand that they should take opposite sides in
various questions that involve no clashing of religious doc-trines. Theremight, for example,be three journals, one of
which wouldsupport the causeof the Bonapartists in France,
while another of them would advocate the interests of th<<s
"Republic, and a third those of llenm V.; and still eachnewspapermight deserve thenameof Catholic.

Every editor is free to propagate his opinions on all
things purely secular, and would beheld accountable by no
ecclesiastic for the arguments that he might advance infavour of them. JNay more, onmatters such as these there
would probably be a body of clerics who wouldside with
each of the journals so disagreeing, and unless doctrines
of religion were touched upon inareprehensiblemanner,the
censure of their spiritual superiors would in no wisebein-
curredby any of the partiesconcerned.

During the late attempts of Don Carlos to secure forhimself the throne of Spain, avery striking exampleof this
was to be observed-; for many of the Catholic newspaperswarmly supported the pretensions of the struggling Prince,
and magnified him into almost a hero of romance, whilst toothershis claims were unjust, aud he himself little short ofcontemptible.

Again, we lately clipped from the 'Boston Pilot' anarticle in which exception was taken to the 'New York
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HOGG AND HUTTON'S ADVERTISEMENT.
lOET WINE,1834 Vintage, 42 yearsold; per dozen,110s.

POET WINE, 1844 Vintage, 32 years old. A bargain. Pc
dozen,755.

BROWN SHERRY,10 years. Justreceived. Rarevalue Per
dozen, 755.

f^OLONIAL WINES, 30s. to 355. per dozen.

IORNE WHISKEY (Genuine), 48s.per dozen.
J .

HOGG AND HUTTON, Octagon.

WANTED Known— The "IRISH AUSTRALIAN ALMANAC
for 1877. Price 19,19,by Post Is 2d. J. A. Macedo, CatholicBookseller,Princes-street South,Dunedin.

NOTICE.
T)HOTOGRAPHSand lithographic portraits of the MostBey. the
JT LordBishop of Dunedin may nowbe had onapplicationto the
Lady Superior, Dominican Convent, Dowling-street,Dunedin. These
pictures arebeing disposed of to aidin the erection of thenew con-
ventual buildings, andorders for themare, tuerefore,solicited.

NOTICE.
Webeg toremind our Subscribers that the continued successof the

New ZealandTablet dependson the punctuality with which
theirsubscriptionsare forwarded to this office. Money Orders
may be made payable toMr. JohnF.Perrin,Manager, New-
ZealandTablet Cffice, Dunedin.

SUBSCRIPTIONS TO ST. JOSEPH'S CHURCH IMPROVE-
MENT FUND:—

JC s dMr. P. Hussey 0 10 0


