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close the eyes of a beloved wife, no 

TEE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. & NOVEMBER 21, 1813. 

Sunday Reabing. 
A Word about Words. 

Ah me! these terrible tongues of ours! 
Are we half aware of their mighty powers? 
Do we. ever trouble our heads at all 
Where the jest may strike or the hint may 

fall * 

The latest chirp of that “little bird,” 

That spicy story “ you must have heard” — 

We jerk them away in our gossip rash, 

And somebody ’s glass, of course, goes smash. 

What fames have been blasted and broken, 

What pestilent sinks been stirred, 

By a word in lightness spoken, 

By only an idle word! 

A sneer,—a shrug,—a whisper low,— 

They are poisoned shatts from an ambushed 
* bow; 

Shot by the coward, the fool, the knave, 

They pierce the mail of the great and brave > 

Vain is the buckler of wisdom or pride, 

To turn the pitiless point aside ; 

The lip may curl with a careless smile, 
But the heart drips blood,—drips blood the 

while, 

Ah me! what hearts have been broken, 
What rivers of blood been stirred, 

By a word in malice spoken, 

By only a bitter word. 

A kindly word and a tender tone,— 
To only God is their virtue known I" 
They can lift from the dust the abject head, 
They can turn a foe to a friend instead : 
The heart close-barred with passion and 

pride : 
Will fling at their knock its portals wide, 
And the hate that blights and the scorn that 

sears, 
Will melt in the fountain of childlike tears. 
What ice-bound griefs have been broken, 
What rivers of love have been stirred, 

By a word in kindness spoken, 
By only a gentle word ! : 

—Sunday Magazine. 

Immortality. 

BY PHILIP SCHAFF, D, D., LL, D. 

Life, death, eternity—how vast, how 
deep, how solemn these three words, so 
familiar to us all! Who can measure, 
who can fathom their meaning? In 
the midst of life we are surrounded by 
death and confronted by etersity, with 
its boundless prospects of weal and woe. 
Life on earth ends in death, and death 
is but the dark door to another life 
which has no end. Astronomy cannot 
tell whether. this visible universe has 
boundaries or not, and what lies beyond. 
Theology cannot determine the locality 
of that invisible universe from which no 
traveller returns, nor the direction and 
length of that lonely passage which 
carries the disembodied spirit from its 
present to its future abode. But this 
we do know—and it is enough for our 
comfort—that in our Father's house 
are many mansions, and that our 
Saviour has prepared a place for all his 
disciples. There is an abundance of 
room for all even within the limits of 
this universe, and for aught we know 
the spirit world may be very near and 
round about us. There are exalted 
moments in our life when we see the 
heavens open and the angels of God 
descending and ascending. Life is a 
mystery, a glorious mystery with a 
heaven beyond, but a terrible mystery 
with annibilation or endless punishment 
jo prospect. 
The immortality of the soul is a uni- 

versal instinct and desire of the human 
race. Like the idea of God, it is im. 
planted in our intellectual and moral 
constitution. We cannot think back- 
ward without reaching an ultimate 
cause which has no begiiining ; we can- 
not think forward without arriving at 
a result which has no ending. God and 
eternity precede time and suczeed time 
and time itself is filled with both, We 
cannot conceive that a wise Creator 
should make man in His own image and 
endow him with the highest faculties 
without ordaining him for endless ex. 
istence. He cannot intend the head 
of His creatures, the master-piece of 
His hand, to perish like the brute. He 
cannot allow virtue tosuffer and iniquity 
to flourish without some future adjust- 

ment which will give to every. one his 
due and restore the harmony of charac- 
ter and condition. It seems impossible 
that a rational being filled with infinite 
longings and capable of endless progress 
should be suddenly cut off in the be. 
ginning of its career, like the empty 
fabric of a vision leaving no wreck be- 
hind." It seems impossible that the mind, 
which proves its independence of the 
body and matures in strength while the 
body declines, should be dissolved with 
its. material tent. No husband can 

away down and said,‘ So many fathoms.’ 

and then cried out,* More line I" * More 
line!” He had not line enough to 
measure the depth of the love of God. 

thauk God, you and I have all eternity 
to try our line.— Oct. Pulpit Treasury. 

very atmosphere of heaven with Lim 
whenever he approaches us! —who acts 
upon our spirits as the May breezes 
act upon the first shoots of the tulip and 
the violet ! 

nese into our souls; he teaches us 
patience ; he showers on us brotherly 
kinduess ; he illustrates for us faith; he 
exhibits the true beauty of meekness ; 
be sheds hope by his very presence ; 
and his unflinching bravery has often 
been an inspiration of valour to our 
failing hearts, 
there is no blessing 
like a Christ-like Christian. — 7" Z, 

parent can commit a child to the cold 
grave, no friend can bid farewell to a 
bosom friend, without the ardent wish 
of the recovery of the loss and a meet- 
ing again in a better world, where 
tears of parting are unknown. Every 
consideration of God’s goodness, love 
and justice, of man’s capacities, desires 
and hopes, and of surrounding nature, 
with its perennial renovations of seasons 
and transformations of death itself into 
new forms of life, forces upon us the 
immortality of the human soul. 

But after all, philo-ophy and science 
can lead us only to the probability of 
immortality, and there is a vast step 
from probability to certainty. The 
starry heavens above and the moral law 
within may well have filled the great 
philozopber of the last ceptury with 
ever-growing reverence and awe; but 
beyond the starry heavens and behind 
the moral law lie the sublimer regions 
of faith, which fill us with deeper rev. 
erence and which alone can give us solid 
comfort in life and in death, 

Filled with God’s Fullness. 

BY BISHOP M. SIMPSON. 
—— 

I love the brave fireman who puts up 
the ladder and comes down with my 
child. I can’t help taking that man to 
my arms. He saved my boy. Shall I 
not love God— Jesus—who died for-all 
my children to save them from-eternal 
ruin and rescued them irom that perdi- 
tion to which they are going? I want 
no other proof of the depravity of the 

not love God. If this depravity is cast 
out by taking Christ, getting near to 
Christ, getting Him to .dwell in your 
heart, getting Him to stay morning, noon 
and night, you can then look out on this 
planet and take in the breadth and height 
and one above every surrounding of 
trial, being * filled with all the fulness 
of God. But then, as I intimated, 
there must be love to comprehend love. 
There must be a practical exhibition of 
love to enable yoa to fully comprehend 
love. God did not theorize ; He prac- 
ticed. He gave His Son. He told 
Abraham to take his son and offer him. 
How did Abraham feel in all those 
three days when looking upon Isaac ? 
How did he feel when taking the knife ? 
Could he forget him as he turned his 
head? He looked so much like Sarah, 
shall I slay him ? Could he forget him? 
God gave His only begotten. Could 
He forget us? I hear him saying, Lo! 
I come todo thy will. Even as He looked 
down the future, past the years, past 
the centuries, past the ages, on to Cal- 
vary, saw the pangs, saw all, yet He 
came. There was practical love for us. 
We must begin to work, to do good in 
some way. There is not a person whom 
God has not placed under circumstances 
in which he can do good. God gives 
to us the key to some heart no one else 
can open. It must be done by us or it 
is not done at all. As Christ came for 
our sakes, we ought to go for His sake. 
Now these views come to me suggested 
by the text, yet there is more in it than 
[ know. I have never been able to 
solve it. All see something of this 
mystery, see something of this love, 
know something He has done. But the 
riches of His glory are beyond my com- 
prehension. Thad a friend who preach- 
ed once on the love of God and its un- 
fathomable nature. -He used this figure. 
Brought a sounding line and reached 

Another expression, So wany fathoms,’ 

I am pot able to describe it all, bat, 

Happy is the man who can bring the 

He is a bountiful giver, 
He confers on us light ; he beams good- 

Next to Christ Himself, 
to the commaunit 

human heart than the fact that men do |- 

The Christian Messenger, 

Bible Lessons for 1883. 

FOURTH QUARTER. 

Lesson IX.—~DECEMBER 2, 1883, 

DAVID'S ENEMY—SAUL. 
1 Sam. xviij 1-16, 

Commi vo MEMORY: Vs. 14-16. 

GoLp*~N Text. —~* And David behaved 
himself wisely is all his ways; and the 
LORD was with him.—1 Sam. xviii. 14, 

DAILY HOME READINGS. 
MW. The Lesson, 1 Sam. xviii. 1-16. 
T. The King's Son-in-Law, 

1 Sam. xviii. 17-30. 
W. Dangers and Deliverances, 

1 Sam, chap. xix. 
T. A Prayer of David, 

Psalm lix. 
F. David's Psalm of Praise, 

: Psalm exlv., 
8. Popularity of Jesus, 

Mark iii. 7-20. 
§. Enemies of Jesus, 

John vii. 1-13, 37-53. 

DAVID TRIED BY PROSPERITY 
AND ADVERSITY. 

LessoN OurriNg.—1. Royal Friends, 
Vs. 1-4. 1L Favor with the People, 
Ve. 5-7, 16. III Saul jealous and 
hostile, Vs. 8-15, 

QUESTIONS. —V&* 1-4 — Who was filled 
with love and admiration for ‘David? 
What does this show of the character of 
the two men? How did Saul then feel 
towards David? What did he do with 
him? (Cf. ch. xvi. 21, 22.) Whom did 
David marry? ve. 27. 

Vs. 5-7, 16.—How did David act in 
his new sphere ?. What was the secret « f 
Lis success ? How was he regarded by 
the people ? 

Vs. 8-15.—What excited Saul’s anger 
and envy ? How does God regard envy ? 
What did Saul know about himself? 
How was Saul afflicted? Why? What 
did he try to do? Why was he afraid 
of David? How can a young person 
act wisely ? Psa. cxix. 9. How can he 
have the Lord with him? Eccl. xii. I. 

Scripture Searchings.— What other 
great and good men of the Bible had 
severe trials in youth? What evil 
spiritual powers did Jesus meet and 
conquer ? What did Pilate know about 
the motives of the Jewish rulers? 

Dafd had encountered three perils 
and won three victories. (1) Over his 
own spirit (xvii. 28, 29); (2) over the 
temptation of Saul's armor (xvii. 39); 
and (3) over the giant. But more dis- 
cipline was needed to fit him for his 
future exalted position. Sudden eleva- 
tion had been fatal to Saul, and might 
have ruined David. From the sheep- 
cote to the battle field, dnd from victory 
there to the palace, as the king's friend, 
was his brilliant course. Petted and 
applauded by the whole nation, and 
honored by royalty, he was in great 
peril; but he was called to the very 
trial that was needed to keep him 
humble, and to shut him up to the 
Lord. The Lesson opens with David 
coming with the head of Goliath to the 
king, and his introduction to Saul and 
Jonathan, 

Nores.~Vs. 1.—When David went to 
meet Goliath, Saul asked of Abner: 
“ Whose son is this youth?’ Abner 
did not know. But when David re. 
turned from the combat, Abner took 
him, with the giant's head in his hand, 
to Saul. The king asked David himself 
who he was. And the modest reply 
was: ‘‘ Iam the son of iby servant Jesse 
the Bethlehemite.” It was at this first 
meeting of David and Jonathan that 
that wonderful love between them 
began; a love « passing the love of 
women’ (2 Sam. i. 26). The soul of 
Jonathan was knit with the soul of Dafid. 
That is, was bound or chained to. See 
same phrase expressing Jacob's love to 
Benjamin (Gen. xliv. 30). Jonathan, as 
son of Saul, was presumptive heir of 
the throne ; and if any one might be 
eavious of David's renown, it was he, 
But his was a noble nature that could 
not harbor such a mean passion as envy, 
and moreover, he was one who loved 
God. The two young men were much 
alike, especially in the heroic spirit 
(see Jonathan's grand achievement in 
xiv. 6-11); and in faith in God. Com- 
pare xiv, 6, with xvii. 45-47. Many in 
the king's court applauded David, and 
some may have resolved to learn from 
him how to use the sling; all admired 
his boldness and skill, but Jonathan 
loved him. 5 

Vs. 2.— Saul took kim that day, ete. 
According to xvi. 21, David had been io 
Saul’s service before, as a minstrel, but 
bad not secured the king's attention 
sufficiently to be remembered. It was 
now, most likely, that the latter part of 
the verse referred to, (xvi. 21), was ful. 
filled. 

Vs. 3,4. —Jonathan and David made 
a covenant. Literally, struck a covenant; 
referring to the animal slain in its rati- 
fication, As Abraham and Jehovah 
passed between the pieces of the sacri. 

Cuyler Jonathan did ; and 

enter a heart that is opened to him. 

“prophet, but it is not likely that he had 

mony bound themselves in a covenant 
of love. Jonathan stripped himself, A 
sure evidence of hia great love, So 
Christ stripped himself for us (Rbil. ii. 
6-8). Of the robe. A mantle worn by 
men of rank. His garments. (Coat). 
His regimentals—here including his 

Even . . . to his bow. Love stops at 
no sacrifice.; This was Jonathan's favorite 
weapon (2 Sam. i. 22). And to his girdle. 
A costly thing, doubtless set with 
jewels. The rustic suit of David was 
not fitted for court life; but in the 
splendid drees of Jonathan he is ready 
for his'new position.” 

Vs. 5.—David was now made a general 
of the army, and: went out on different 
expeditions against the enemy, whither 
soever Saul sent him. In this exalted 
place he behaved kimself wisely, and 
his elevation neither turned his head, 
nor excited the jealousy of the people, 
nor, what is more wonderful, the envy 
of the court. o : 

Vs. 6.—Takes us back to what hap. 
pened as the army wae returning after 
the slaughter of the Philistine, and the 
destruction of the Philistine army. The 
women came oul of all the cities of Israel, 
singing and dancing, after the manner 
of Miriam and the women of her day, 
as they rejoiced over the triumph over 
the Egyptians (Ex. xv. 20, 21). The 
dancing, as well as the music, was an 
expression of joy ; was a religious ob- 
servance ; and was generally confined 
to the women. There is nothing here 
to favor the dance of modern society, 
which is for a far different purpose, and 
conducted by a commingling of the 
sexes. 

Ve. 7.—The singing of the women 
was responsive, with a refrain which 
praised a subject at the expense of his 
king. David his ten thousands. The 
giant had been more formidable than 
many thousands, and had kept the 
whole army of Israel in terror. See 
2 Sam. xviii. 3. 

Vs. 8, 9.— Saul was very wroth. His 
vanity was greater than his gratitude. 
Like many a one who hears the gospel, 
he was angry with the truth. What can 
he have more but the kingdom ? Perhaps 
he remembered Samuel's words in 
1 Sam. xiii. 14, and saw in David the 
one of whom the prophet spoke. Saul 
eyed David. A most expressive saying: 
Henceforth he had the evil eye—one 
full of suspicion, envy, and hatred. 

Ve. 10, 11.—=The devil is quick to 

The evil spirit from God came upon Saul: 
Evil spirits are uader the Lord's control, 
and are his messengers to accomplish 
his purpose. He prophesied, raved. He 
had the frenzy or agitation of the true 

the true prophet's message, David 
played with his hand. Upon his harp 
to exorcise the evil spirit, as in xvi. 23’ 
Javelin. Rather, spear, which served 
4s a sceptre, and was a symbol of royal- 
ty. Cast the javelin (spear). Envy 
and hatred had developed into murder, 
as they so often do. He said, I will 
smite David, ete. Yes, but the Lord 
was his keeper, and the Lord had said 
far differently. Twice. Having avoided 
the spear once, David went back, faith- 
ful to his post of duty. 

Vs. 12, 13.—Afraid of David. One 
would suppose that it would have been 
David who was afraid of Saul. But the 
wicked have cowardly hearts. 

Vs. 14-16.—Whether in prosperity or 
adversity, David behaved wisely (pru- 
dently). The people loved him, and 
the Lord was with him. The very efforts 
of Saul to destroy him, but increased 
his popularity. 

—-— 

Help for Parents, or for the 
Teacher of the Primary Class, 
Give special prominence to Saul 

rather than to David, 
~ The Golden Text so clearly presents 
David, that for various reasons Saul, the 
reigning king, is really second to David, 
the subject, whether the latter be shep- 
Lerd-boy or warrior. 
The first act of Saul towards David 

was one of confidence in hig wisdom 
and strength. He found David capable 
and worthy, Elevation to honor did 
noi spoil him. Success attended him 
for two reasons: 1. The Lord was with 
him. 2. He behaved himself wisely. 
The plaudits of the people would not 
probably have disturbed Saul, had 
there not been comparisons made that 
were not in his favor, 

Saul's enmity did not lesson. But 
David was wise “in all his ways,” and’ 
all the people loved him, Meanwhile, 
though Saul feared David, he had mur. 
der in his heart, which often showed 
iteelf in his acts. David was prudent 
in keeping out of Saul's way, and 
guarding himself. 
~— Abridged from the Baptist Teacher 

Co —— -— 

fice (Gen. xv), so, it is likely David and 
by this solemn cere- 

good ought to be cons 
do it. 

An ability and an Sppesidoliy to do 
ered as a call to 

sword, ‘bow, and girdle attached to it. | 

| farthing, did more than they who cast in. 
of their abundance, [ may humbly claim 

 Gosvespondence, 
For the Christin Messenger. 

The New Chair. 
Mgr. Epiror,— 

I am sorry for my own sake as well as 
for that of Acadia, that I am bot able to 
clags myself among those who have nobly 
given theirthousande,noryet even among 
those who have given their hundreds. But 
going on the principle that she who cast 
into the treasury “two mites,” making a 

the right to say a few words in reply to 
the letter of Rev. D. A. Steelein your 
last issue 

I bave first of all to complain of what 
Bro. Steele did not say. There are three 
points especially which I, in common 
with many others, would like to have 
cieared up by those who attempt to jus- 
tify the creation of the new chair. 

1st. We want to see it made clear that 
a chair of Didactics or of the principles 
and practice of education is the most 
pressing need of the College at the pre: 
sent time ? If Bro. Steele will make this 
point evident it will be 80 much in favor 
of said chair, 

2. We would have been greatly re- 
lieved and hence greatly obliged if Bro. 
S. bad informed us where the money is 
lo come from to pay the salary of the 
new professor. Is it to come from the 
Eadowment Fund, or do the personal 
friends of Dr. Rand and of the College 
propose to-raise-it-by private subscrip- 
tions ? 

3. We would feel much better satisfied 
if Bro. 8. had justified what he frankly 
admits to be an “invidious distinction” 
made between Dr. Rand and the other 
professors. It is true that Bro. Steele 
notices this point, but, as T shall show 
before I close, he does by bo means clear 
it up to the satisfaction of his readers. 
But I have next to complain of what 

Bro. Steele kas said. It is, of course, 
not necessary for me to say here that 
Bro. 8. has the very highest place in my 
esteem and confidence, as he justly has 
in the esteem of all his brethren and 
the denomination he so ably and faith. 
fully serves. But still I must humbly 
beg to differ from him on this question, 

1. Bro. Steele complains that those 
who bave written letters on this new 
appointment did not do so over their 
proper signature, claiming that if they 
had done so they would have com- 
manded more respect.” However that 
may be, thero are often the best of rea- 
sous for a writer's withholding his name 
from the public, and most people will 
see nothing disrespectable in so doing, 
if what is written be true and to the 
point, 

By the way, how would it have been if 
‘all this bundle of anonymity” had been 
in favor of the new chair? Would Bro. 
Steele have felt inclined to complain ? 
At all events, a number of anonymous 
letters did appear in favor of it, and I 
am not so sure but that some of them 
were from Bro. Steele himself, but about 
these letters we hear no word of com- 
plaint, nor is there any reason why we 
should, for it is perfectly proper for a 
man to say what he believes ought to be 
said without giving himself credit for it 
before the public. 

2. As to the mauner in which the 
appointment was made. Ido not believe 
that any of the writers of the pamphlet 
could have so far forgotten themselves as 
to suspect Bro. Steele or any other of 
the Governors as being a * party to a 
plot.” Men, however, are often uncon- 
sciously influenced by strong personal 
friendships. As for myself, I feel free 
to say that it bas not yet been shown 
that the whole affair was not-kept by far 
too secret. Bro Steele tells us that the 
matter could not possibly have been 
brought before the late Convention. He 
asks us to look at the circumstances, 
which he gives as follows: “ Here is a 
gentleman holding a high office under 
the New Brunswick Government, in 
whom the Govervors of Acadia College 
saw a possible candidate for the new 
department. How else could they have 
treated with that'man except with the 
utmost privacy ”” The answer to this is 
obvious. There was no need that Dr. 
Rand’s name be mentioned before the 
Convention. The Governors could have 
said to the Convention; Brethren, we 
think it desirable to establish a chair of 
Didactics in the College, provided a 
suitable man can be found to fill it.” If 
the Convention had agreed with the 
Governors that the thing was desirable, 
the matter of selecting the man would 
have been cheerfully entrusted to the 
Board. Hence Bro. Steele's argument 
on this point is not happy. ; 
Nor is his poeition strengthened by 

saying that there was not time. It was 
a watter of sufficient importance to 
claim a few hours of the time given to 
other subjects. At the Convention in 
Yarmouth, when grave questions were 

they-were found quite willing to remain 
and discuss them until midaight, ang they would willingly have doe the sap in Halifax if’ this matter haq been 
mooted. Yes, there was plenty of time 
but even if there had not been time, Acadia has lived a good many years 
withour a chair of Didactics, and, no 
doubt, could have struggled along f0me- 
"how until next Convention, wien there 
would likely be time for a fair discussion 
of the matter. 

3. With regard to the value of the 
departmettt, Bro. 8, diffors in toto from the views of the pamphlet, Yes, and | 
think he will find from the large majority 
of his brethren composing the. Baptist 
Convention. [He wonders why Eduea- 
tionists have come to this late day with. 
out seeing the necessity of teaching 4 
man how to express himself, Or, in 
other worde, he wonders that the great 
and wealthy institutions of Great Britain and the United States have not long ago 
established chairs in the department of 
Didactics. Well, that is the very ques. 
tion that has been puzzling many others 
besides Bro Steele. Jt is most remark. 
able that if this department is so essen- 
tial to a college course that some of the 
world’s great and wise Eduacationists 
have not come to see and feel its 

of I am inclined to think that the 
absence of this department in the great 
Universities of the world can only be 
accounted - for by supposing that after 
careful thought on the subject the 
world’s Educationists have concluded 

‘My own opinion is that when a man 
finds much difficulty in expressing him- 
self the cause is not to be found in the fact that he has not had a course in 
Didactics, but far more likely in the fact 
that he has no.hiag to express. 

above that Bro. Steele has not cleared 
up this point to the satisfaction of his readers. Bro. 8. says he felt the respon- sibility he wae incurring, but he reasoned thus: “ How can Dr. Rand come down from his position in New Brunswick and accept half the salary at Acadia 2” 
Dr. Rand not offer to come down with- out being asked? Let some one who ought to know better than me answer, 
For my own part, I fail to see that there would be any more impropriety in asking Dr. Rand to come down from the higher position, than there is in asking Drs, Sawyer and Higgins, and Prof, Jones to stay down from the higher and more remunerative position to which any one of them might lon & ago bave gone up, “ What would then be said,” we are asked, “if Dr. Rand had accepted the situation at a lower salary? Why, that there were reasons for such a descent, that Dr. Rand was glad tohave an excuse to get out of an uncomfortable position.” If to prevent. this suspicion was the ob- Jeet in giving the higher salary, I can only say it has utterly failed, for that 
very thing is abroad. 

Bro. Steele believes that the Senate have the best of reasons for this new departure, which they will put before the people in due time. That may be, but the good reasons seem not to be in the possession of those who have written in favor of the new appoiatment. If 
there are good reasons for jt now is the 
time to put them before the public, and 
thus bring to an end a discussion which 
ought tocease here and now if the recent appointment is a desirable thing. 

E. J. Grant, 
Dartmouth. Noo. Oth, 1883. 

( Continued.) 

Dr. Saunders’ Letters, 
IN DEFENCE OF Dr. Raxp, 

NO. 111. 
To the Editor of the Herald : 

Sir,—~No further reference to the 
business connected with Dr. Rand's 
appointment is necessary to convinge 
every impartial mind that nothing has 
been done to reflect on the integrity and 
honor of the college boards. Hitherto 
the denomination has left the manage- 
ment of the institutions to the Board of 
Governors. Annual reports to the 
Convention alone have been required. 
Popular verdicts have never been sought 
before action was taken, not even in 
movements of an advanced character, as, 
for instance, in the case of building a 
school for young ladies. If in the past 
the policy and direction of the institu 
tions have been lefy to the Governors, 
there are additional reasons why the 
same policy should be ered to at 
present, and in the future. 
The original charter of the college 

contemplated “ the body of the college,” 
to which body a large measure of power 
and responsibility were to be committed. 
In the early days of our college it was 
thought the material did not exist for 
forming this body, No attempt was 
therefore made to do it. The authors 

ho 

claiming the attention of ‘the brethren, 
of the charter were evidently believers 
in the development theory. They ac- 

importance before Acadia was thought 

that it is a-matter of little importance, 

4. As to the matter of salary, I said 

Did 
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