CUSL/H//G/ P
(Mg tvamns, 50 lZetfmn

"ﬁ’a.gd.alen Gollege, ;
Uxfor_d.. LY.

i 3

Confidential

&

Dear Mr. Balfour,

You have kindly allowed me from time to tims to write to you on
matters of moment to the University, and your kindness smbeldens me to
write again nowe. It isg I think possible that my letter may neot be
needed, for you may have taken action already. But if so, you can dis-
regard this letter. It is about the filling up of the Regius Professor- |
ghig of fedicine, which has been vacant so longe You have heen I know ,{
only too familiar with the difficulties which have beset this appointment. |
I have been spscially interested in it but must say I have not seen my
way to a raally gatisfactory seolution, until within the last few days
when I think the possibility of one has appeared in the person of Dr.
Osler of Baltimore. I believe you know all about this gentleman, and as
I say I think it mefiimpossible you have already thought of recommending
him and commmmic&ted with him.

#hat I have to say is this. Dr. Usler has been here this last week.
I had some little talk with him. I found that the idea cof his coming
had been mooted to him by Sir John Burdon Sandsrscm. He gave me the
impression that if he were offered the post he would take it. And if
"he did ~come I helieve he would really practically umite parties as mna
one else would. Sir dohn Burdon Sanderson, Professor Ge¥ch and Arthur
Thowpson who wanted Dr. Ritchie would now all welcome Dr. Osler. So,
I have reascn to believe Would Sir ¥willigm Church, whe represented rather
thé¥s “0xford Graduates® and anti-Ritchie party. Over and above thig I
uwnderstand Sir Victor Hawley would approve this appointment. But I have
in rartim:lar one very strong and interesgting plece of evidence.
Sir William Broadbent who 1;, of course a man of special eminence and
standing and has the advanBiadge of belng quite outside our Schools and their
interests (and prejedices) Was as it Rappeaxed staying here a s my guest,
lagt week. He told me he thought this appointment of Dr. us‘ler would
he a magnificent one for us and full of advantage for the caunse of med-
ical education and Science in this country and would he recognized and
welcomed as such by the medical world generally.

Further tham this I could not but be struck by the very
gbod recepticn and welcome which Dr. Usler received both when he spoke
on several occcasions and when he came up for his Honeorary Degree at-the-:
Theatre. His speeches too impressed me very much. He is a phllQSOphlG
and cultivated man 2 student and lover of Tocke and Burtom and so far
the kind of man whom Oxford generally L believe would welcome.

Ttwould also-L think he a very interesting and pleasing thing from
the Imperial peint of view just now te appeint a Professor te Uzford,
who is s Canadian by birth and a Professor of the United States.



A From Sir H% Warren. te ir. Balfoure.

1 might say more, but will not trouble you with a still longer
lettear. If you have not yet decided te prefer Dr. (sler perhaps you
111l let these comsiderations have what weight in your own exhanstive and
deliberate estimate you think they are entitled to. g |
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I would be a great thing for us to have this Question well settled
and as to Dr. Ritchie I believe we shoul& be in a hetter position te
take up his case and get' something done for him, if we received Dr. Usler. ;
48 te Dr. Osler coming, there is reason I believe to think that he might |
cormand a consultingpractice here which would add to the scanty Fmoluments |

of the Chair.—

~With apologies for 'writing sa¢ rmuch. I hope not more than the
Situation deserves.

I have the honour to be
Yours very faithfully

T« Herbert w ArTele;

Py ot P

¢ (Re of 13.)

P.S. I happened to see Sir Wm. Anson
yesterday and told him I thought of writing
to yourself. I have also told the Vice
Chancellor. A
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