
OJ6"11/1 ool/o 
F airbairn-Thomson letters. 1904. 

From Dr. Fairbairn to Prof. Thomson. 
(Script). 

My d6ar l:'rofessor 'l'hOHlson, 

60, Wimpole Street, 
London, w. 

J anu <?I.'Y 15, 1904. 

'l1hank you very much for your lengthy epistle, which I and 
sundry others have studied. It makes your side of the question 
quite clear, but it does not make me more enamotr ed of it. I am 
going to tre meeting called for Tuesday next and I hope to hear 
all that is to oe said. Y~u.r · strongest point for so revolutionary 
a change is the dif':t'iculty of obtaining a suitable man, and 
though we've not given UJ"' t~ring, I fear that is a difficulty. 
We are _:trying to get Church to reconsider his decision, but I doubt 
whether tbere is much chance. Payne apparently is not acceptable 
to Oxford though I should have thot:ght he would havebeen very useful. 
He has served on many councils, knows medical educational lines well, 
he was on the Roy. Corn. forLo:ncbon Uni v. etc. He seems to fee 1 that 
he would not be a persona grata so is out of it. One or two of 
the retired Oxo:nians would stand, -but I suppose would not be any 
better, - though we woul Ci sooner see one such in for c few years 
till we agree on what is required and h ave time to thrash the matter 
out. 

Vli th regard to the Board - who are the electors you speak of? 
I certainly think we might approach them. It is not to the presance 
of the preliminary science representatives that I object to but to 
their extraordinary preponderance. What w:it h the Sadleri an Prof. 
of this and the Savilian of that, with the Readers i1~1echanics etc. 
they have far more than tbeir share. Then there is the difficulty 
about getting men to go from tovm. To a junior man it is a serious 
t ~- and he risks losing the small ieems which make his practice, 
while you find the senior men conservative or too busy to attend 
regularly. Still, I think sor:iething could be done. The Board 
have not been too successful in the ,,atter of Exarniners..rlip~etc. 
at times, but these are matters only for nrivate conversation. 

As to the Litchfield Lecturers I suppose that is a fixed 
matter. To some of tham we would have no objection, to others we 
would. There are several I certainly do not consider of the class 
fit to legislate for the University. 

However, I expect to see you later, and we may have some time 
for a private talk. Many thanks for writing so fUlly to us. We 
all appreciate your kindness even though we are going to oppose your 
views. We mustn't allow even University politics to come in to 
spoil oux old relations. There is no one I feel more for than 
Ri tchie, about whose head and bushy eyebrows this storm is raging. 

Yours 
JOHN S. FAIRBAIRN. 
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