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Halifax, N. S., May 9, 1888, 

IS RELIGION DECLINING? 

An impression seems to exidt among 
some very good zealous workers in 

the Christian church, that the religion 
of the present time is vustly inferior in 
quality to that which marked the earlier 
history of oir provincial churches, and 
it is further thought that spiritaality 

continues steadily to decline. The 
subject is worthy of serious conside- 

There can be no doubt as to the fact 

that a spirit of worldliness and indiffe. 
rence prevails to an alarming extent in 
almost every community, and that 

many of our churches may be des- 
cribed as “ baving a name that they 

live, and are dead.” Bat whether this 
state of things is peculiar‘to the present 

time may fairly be called in question. 

Indeed, the very quotation we have just 
made from the inspired word plainly 

indicates that the evils deplored in con 
nection with our present religious his- 
tory existed widely in the very earliest 
Christian churches. Aad a cursory 
perusal of the written testimony of our 
own pioneer provincial ministers, con- 
vinces us beyond doubt that the same 
evils have prevailed to a lamentable 
extent in every period of the history 
of the kingdom of our Redeemer, and 
in every community in which the gos- 
pel bas been proclaimed. Men are 
prone to forget the disagreeable features 
of their past religious experiences, and 
to preserve in memory the brighter 
events of by-gone days. This may be 
regarded as a characteristic weakness 
of old age. Good old saints have in 
all ages of the world been in the habit 
of deploring the departure of the glo- 
rious days when they were young. 
Each suceeeding generation keeps up 
the practice, and a custom so time- 
honored as this is likely to be handed 
down to the millennium. 

An impartial study of the matter 
leads us to the firm conviction that the 
religion of the past and the religion of 
the present resemble each other much 
more closely than many persons seem 
to be aware. There are many elements 
of difference in the outward manifesta- 
tions of the piety of to-day as com- 
pared with that of the past, but in 
spirit and essentially there is only 
too much similarity. The progress of 
general intelligence, the multiplication 
of churches and Sunday Schools, the 
more frequent and regular preaching of 
the gospel, all have contributed to effect 
a change in the outward manifestations 
of religion. When people heard ser- 
mons but once a month, it was bat 
natural that they should be more deep- 
ly interested in them and more power- 
fully affected by the truth than when 
they are permitted to hear two or three 
sermons every Sabbath the year around, 
not to mention attendance at two or 
three week-evening religious services. 
The times are changed. It would be 
absurd to expect people to think and 
feel now as they used to under very 
different circumstances. Equally ab- 
surd would it be to suppose that, be- 
cause they do not feel at present pre- 
cisely as they or their forefathers did 
years ago, they are therefore degene- 
rate and their spirituality decayed. 
There is unquestionably less ‘emotion 
B modern piety than of old, but there 
is, we think, more stability, intelligence 
and systematic effort in the religion of 
to-day than seem to have characterized 
the great majority of former church 
members. 
We have much to lament over and 

to correct in our present religious ex- 
periences, but we question very serious- 
ly the wisdom or propriety of trying to 
mend matters by making invidious and 
unwarrantable comparisons between the 
past and the present, and by seeking to 
impress our struggling and hopeful re- 
ligious workers with the idea that they 
are all on the downward road to certain 
ruin. Such representations are as. 
suredly false and mischievous if there 
is truth in God's word, which clearly 
teaches that the progress of Messiah's 
kingdem shall continue with increasing 
rapidity until the whole earth shall be 
filled with the glory of God. Such a 
view as this is assuredly more encour. 
aging and stimulating to the toiling dis- 
ciples of Christ than the gloomy pes. 
simism which regards the past as hold- 

ing a monopoly of all goodness and 
piety. There is matter for profitable 
reflection in the words of an inspired 
writer : “Say not thou, * What is the 
cause that the former days were better 
than these? for thou dost mot enquire 
wisely concerning this,” The Pauline 
plan of forgetting the things that are 
behind and pressing on to higher at- 
tainmeats is the very best one for us to 
adopt. 

EE «ut 

THE DALHOUSIE ALUMNI 
MUDDLE. 

In our article last week on the Dal. 
housie Alumni Dinner it was the 
furthest from our intention to do auy 
injustice to Professor Jones ; and as he 
seems to think otherwise, we are glad to 
embrace the opportunity which the pub- 
lication of his long letter below affords 
us, of trying to disabuse his mind. His 
impressions may have arisen from 
what he has seen in another place, and 
not in the MgssexGeEr. We ‘think 
those who have read only what appeared 
in our columns will agree with us that 
it hardly warrants him in using the 
language he has in his communication. 
The tone and general bearing of his 
letter would lead to the supposition 
that we had spoken of him in terms 
of severity rather than of enquiry. 
A very slight glance at our article 

will, we are assured, lead to a very dif- 
ferent conclusion. We should be doing 
our friend a favor if we withheld bis 
letter from publication, but, it would 

doubtless not be so understood, we 
therefore place it before our intelligent 
readers and ask of them on his behalf 
the most favorable construction of the 
more severe things our friend has 
said : 

For the Christian Messenger. 

Letter from Professor Jones, 

Myr. Editor,— 

Your paper of May 2nd, contains, I 
notice, sundry remarks upon the toasts 
given at the dinner of the Associated 
Alomni of Dalhousie College. With 
the first two paragraphs of this article 
I have nothing to do; it is to the ob- 
servations made in connection with the 
toast, “Our Sister Colleges,” I wish 
to call attention, and upon which I am 
constrained to express my opinion. 
Your readers have, I doubt not, ob- 

served that Mr. E. D. Kiog’s note 
which appeared in the Herald on Sat- 
urday the 28th inst. was the only thing 
that gave that toast particalar signifi- 
cance, and that it was from the last 
sentence of said note that the great— 
to “me unknown “fact” must be 
gathered. So that all may see it for 
themselves we will quote the insinua- 
tive and ominous sentence: “ He’ '— 
t. e. I—* was careful to explain, as 7 
was glad to observe, that he spoke only 
for himselt.” 
One cannot help exclaiming, as he 

scrutinizes this mysterious period, What 
clearness of vision! What power of 
exegesis! What subtlety of thought, 
Mr. King darkly hints something ; 
upcn the strength of this shadowy in. 
nuendo is written a paragraph the 
purport of which is manifestly to 
damage my reputation, and proclaim 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the land that the denomination has 
been . nourishing an ingrate and a 
heretic. The writer of said paragraph 
would fain bring up with freshness the 
case of the reptile which: fleshed its 
fang in the bosom of its benefac- 
tor. Are the times verily returning 
when a significant nod, or a look, will 
be deemed sufficient to consign a man 
to the limbo of despair, or a speedy 
death? Be this as it may, we are 
surely living in strange times. My. 
King was glad to notice that I spoke 
for myself. Was glad to notice! Ye 
gods! if a plebeian had penned the 
phrase, oblivion would immediately 
have covered it. Bat the words, you 
see, appeared in a letter which Mr. 
King caused to appear in the Herald, 
and, therefore, must be invested with 
peculiar and momentous significance. 
My censorial critic’ gets from these 
crucial symbols a whiff of something 
which seems to him to have the flavor 
of heresy ; your sagacious correspond- 
ent snuffs deceit and disloyalty. 

Again: why in the world did not 
the writer of the article which you saw 
fit to publish for reasons known only to 
yourself, go at once to Mr. King for an 
explanation when he found his suspi- 
cions were getting the mastery! Mr. 
King could and would have poured a 
flood of light upon the dark enigma — 
would have explained that for the want 
of a proper close to his note the last 
sentence had been hastily and inadver. 
tently written—would have expressed 
his ‘unfeigned regret that anything 
emanating from his pen and having his 
sanction had caused the shadow of g 
shade of suspicion upon naturall 
thoughtful and incisive minds. The 

y | and enlightenment I could not make a 

her own riddle. Such a course would 
have saved me from feeling the tooth 
of slander, and prevented the Messkx- 
GER from becoming the herald of dark 
and maligoant insinuations. The framer 
of the Dalhousie notes did not adopt 
this course. and it is greatly to be re- 
gretted. The exact quantum of this 
regret time alone must determine. 
Now for the courtesy question, or 

the * fraternal eourtesy.” * We think 
Mr. King as President of the Associ- 
ated Alumni of Acadia College would 
be the proper person to respond for 
Acadia College.” It is just possible 
others m 'y take a different view of this 
great question, a different view certaia- 
ly was taken. If the toast had been 
* Sister Associations,” Mr. King would 
undoubtedly have been the man to 
respond, but ss it was in point of fact 
* Sister Colleges,” perhaps it was not a 
monstrous transgression of civility to 
call upon me. Further this is the 
proper place to say that Mr. King’s 
name was. associated with the toast, 
“ Sister Colleges,” and he would un- 
doabtedly have ben called upon, had 
he not as if under the influence of 
some sudden suggestion suddenly and 
unexpectedly left the room. 1 may 
also add that Dr Trenaman, President 
of the Alumni of his Alma Mater, I 
believe—made a hearty and happy 
responte for King’s College, and did 
not deem it a slight that others had 
preceded him. Mere order of time 
was not a matter of any .aoment, as 
some one must necessarily be first. 

In the light of these facts, then, 
may I not ask where is the mystery 
that baffles the efforts ot your thought- 
ful correspondent to solve? I was 
called upon to speak first, I pleaded 
with my friend who sat by my side to 
excuse me. He was inexorable. I did 
not know till just before leaving for 
Halifax that 1 would be expected to 
speak. I spoke first in order of time. 
O the mystery of this! Your corres- 
pondent does not pretend to solve it. 
His mind recoils at the very thought of 
it, so deep, so stupendous is the mys- 
tery ! 

Bebold yet another mystery. It is 
this: I *‘was careful to explain that I 
spoke only for myself.” Mark and 
inwardly digest the foregoing. I was 
present simply as a guest. The College 
did not send me to represent it, I did 
not want to do as the venders of quack 
medicines do. It is best to let our 
works praise us—our friends praise us. 
I might have pronounced a panegyric 
opon Acadia. If I had, nobody would 
have thanked me, nobody would have 
been benefited. In my judgment 
I deemed it better to speak for myself. 
It was easy for those present to con- 
pect me with the College. They 
knew I was one of the Faculty of 
Acadia College. Perbaps they did 
not know that I have been teaching in 
the service of the denomination for 
twenty-three years. I might have told 
them this and sundry other facts— 
talked shop by the bour. I pre- 
ferred to speak upon the general 
subject of education. Where, then, is 
the mystery ? Do my friends thiok I | 
bad any private ends to serve? Do 
they not know me well enough to feel 
sure that I detest and abominate deceit 
and hypocrisy ? but not more than I 
abhor sneaks who make lunges at me 
in the darkness of ambiguity and in- 
sinvation. 

Your correspondent’s closing remarks 
sound like the first staves of a threnody 
over frail and peccable humanity, and 
as you listen you can without much 
stretch of the imagination see the last 
resting-place of one who promised 
well, but ultimately disappointed the 
hopes of bis friends. I am spoken of 
as one ‘‘ whom the friends of Aca ia 
have trusted,” as one “ who has 80 
long continued to enjoy their confi- 
dence,” but now—think of the bursting 
heart 7—We fear disloyal, seeking plat- 
lorms on which to preach heresy, and 
hunting up occasions and places to 
express hetergdox views of education, 
O, what a fall there has been, my 
country men ! 

In conclusion lét me say that I do 
not plead guilty to what is tantamount 
to a charge of disloyalty and beresy, 
I did not on the night of that dinner 
utter one perfidious sentiment. I most 
respsctiully ask my ecaluminators to 
furnish the denomination with any 
views, ideas, or sentiments that smack 
of disloyalty or heresy. It will be 
easy for Mr. Kiog, at least, to re. 
member the gist of those remarks 
which so profoundly impressed him, 
and perhaps brought the blush of 
shame to his cheek, whether they do 
80 or not, I will, if necessary, give a 
digest of my speech, or enumerate all 
the points I had to treat so briefly, 
Whatever I do, I will do above- 
board. I offer to do this for the sake 
of the friends of the College, when I 
do so all who have read the damaging 
statements respecting me will feel sure 
that the words I speak for myself— 
which I frankly acknowledge 1 used 
were prompted by the sherest mo.esty 
—that they have no dark or double 
meaning. Let me be fully heard be- 
fore my detractors even crack the de- 
nominational whip. It seems very 
bard indeed that in this age of freedom 

little harmless educational speech with- sphinx would in that case have solved 

sive and dictatorial way the limits 
set to Professorial duties, and, what is 
far worse, made the subject of mis- 
chievous and slanderous remarks, 

R. V. Jones. 
The Professor spreads his shot so wide- 

ly that it is not very clear at whom he 
is aiming. We copied the letter of Mr. 
E. D. King, which had appeared seve- 
ral days before in the Herald, and no 
reply was made by our friend to that, 
He now animadverts upon it, and in 
doing so also sends a shot or two after 
“ your sagacious correspondent,” and 
“your thoughtful correspondent.” and 
some “detractors who crack the de- 
nominatidnal whip.” It may be that 
our friend does not mean that his piece 
shall conve anything obnoxious tb 
ourselves, seeing that we hold no such 
position, and have no desire to any such 
office. It must be some one else he is 
castigating over our shoulders. We 
may just suggest to the Professor that 
he seems by his-own intuitions to have 
been conscious of its not being just the 
proper time for him to speak, when he 
cays, “ I was called upoa to speak first. 
I pleaded with my friend who sat by 
my eide to excuse me. He was inex- 
orable.” We understand that the 
managers of the dinner allow that the 
whole matter, so far as their treatment 
of the President of Acadia Alumni is 
concerned, was a blunder, which, per- 
haps, in a dinner as well as in war, is 
equal to a crime. 
The toast “Sister Colleges,” must 

have meant “the Alumni of Sister Col- 
leges.” What had the Alumni of Dal- 
housie to do with “ our Sister Colleges.” 
They could not. surely, assume to be 
the College. 

Ra 

CONCERNING WILLS. 
It has become a serious question with 

those who are possessed of large fortunes 
to determine how their property can be 
disposed of, so that when they die it 
may be distributed in accordance with 
their own wishes, and become a blessing 
to their families and friends, and not a 
bone of contention and a seurce of 
quarrels, often resulting in expensive 
litigation, and family scandals of a most 
shocking nature. 
The suggestion that men should be 

their own executors has many ad- 
vantages, especially as regards chari- 
table gifts. One cn thus - see 
not only that his wishes are carried 
into effect, but he may also have the 
pleasure of seeing and enjoying the 
results of his benevolence. But it is 
generally impracticable for a man to 
distribute his whole estate among his 
heirs during his own life; »nd if it were 
feasible few men would be found wil 
ling to do so. The tendency of human 
nature is to hold on to possessions until 
compelled by death to give them up. 
The great need hitherto has been some 
method by which a man’s wishes as to 
the disposal of bis property after his 
death can be ensured of being respected 
and also save his estate from waste and 
his memory from oblogiy, 

This need has apparently been sup- 
plied by a suggestion which we have 
seen advanced, that it should become 
lawful for a man ta prove his own will 
during his lifetime, and thus establish 
the fact that he is of sound mind, and 
aleo that no undue influence has been 
exercised over him in the important 
matter of disposing of his property. 
The cases would be few in which the 
relatives of a rich man who has been 
able to control and manage his fortune 
with skill would appear in court through 
his lifetime to contest his will. The 
risk of being disinherited would be 
amply sufficient to deter them from such 
action, except in a case where there 
was manifest evidence of the unsound- 
ness of the mind of the testator suffi- 
cient to convince an ordinary jury. 
The suggestion appears to us to be a 

good one. It would, if carried into 
operation, doubtless prove of benefit in 
abating public scandals, and thus serve 
the interest of good morals. 

i 

GREAT advancement is being made 
in the drying of fruits, and so of pre- 
serving them for winter use, and for 
transportation. It is found that the 
artificial mode of evaporating fruit by 
means of the American Fruit Drier or 
Poeumatic Evaporator, made by the 
American Manufacturing Company at 
Waynesboro’, Pa., hes great advant- 

out hearing expressed in such an offen- 
ages over that of drying by exposure 
to the air and the sun: 

3 

About 1870 special appliances for 
evaporating fruit were introduced, -and 
from that date the subject bas received 
growing attention and interest, and has 
made wonderful progress, not only in 
the amount produced but in the revolu- 
tion of comparative values. 

Evaporated fruit is worth from two 
hundred to four hundred per cent, ad- 
vance over the same fruit sun or oven 
dried. 
The labor of preparing the fruit (one 

of the greatest items) being the same 
in both cases, the actual cost per 
pound of finished products, without 
regard to quality or value when pre- 
pared, is about the same. 

in the metropolis, the unequal exchange 
was the rule—two or three pounds of 
dried apples for one pound of figs, dates, 
currants, raising, or prunes, while our 
dried A —— exchange were scarce- 
ly at par. Every pound of efhporated 
apples offered, has a value in American 
markets equal to about two pounds of 
tropical dried fruits, while evaporated 
peaches readily command from three to 
four pounds of their currants, figs, dates, 
raisins, or prunes, thus practically 
reversing old customs and values. It 

di-couragement attending the manu. 

American men and women by old pro 
cesses lor centuries, at such compara- 
tively contemptible figures, without 
realiizng to some extent the value of 
evaporating machinery. 

The pamphlet before us on this 
machine says: 
The entire fruit crop of the country 

is immensely enhanced in value there.- 
by, oa account of =0 much perishable 
fruit being withheld from temporarily 
overstocked markets at certain gather- 
ing seasons, By 
have attained a high repute and market 
value abroad, limited only by the supply’ 
and has greatly increased the interest 
in fruit-growing in this country, and 
the further development of the  evap- 
orating business is assured from the 
profitable returns earned ‘by those now 
engaged in it. It is fast sspplanting in 
popular favor the canning process over 
which it has many marked advantages 
in economy, wholesomenese, safety, and 
profit. 

.oro 

AN INJURIOUS cuUsTOM and one 
which should be discontinued, is that 
which requires us when attending the 
foneral of a friend to stand with our 
heads uncovered during the burial 
services at the grave. The origin and 
design of this practice are somewhat 
obscure. If it is intended to be a 
mark of respect to the deceased—it is 
certainly a singular way to signify such 
sentiment, and one fraught with very 
great danger to the health of those who 
are expected to comply with the un- 
seasonable custom in all seasons in 
such a climate .as ours. Why should 
it not be considered to be quite as re- 
spectful to keep our hats on at such a 
time and place? Besides, what differ- 
ence can it possibly make to the 
deceased? It may be supposed how- 
ever that it is respectful and reverend 
to have the head uncovered during the 
devotional services. Why should it be 
so considered ? The Israelites were 
véry punctilious in observing all devo- 
tional forms and ceremonies, and with 
them to uncover the head during re- 
ligious services would have been con- 
sidered irreverent and improper. The 
High Priest always wore his mitre 
when he entired the Holy places to ap- 
pear before God either for himself or 
for the ‘people. 

As an instance of some of the ano- 
malies which arise on the observance 
of this custom, we notice that during 
the session of our Parliament, in a well 
ventilated and comfortable room, it is 
considered dignified and proper for our 
worthy M. P. P.s to sit with their hats 
on while listening to} the speeches of 
that eloquent assembly—they have 
even been known to sleep quite com- 
fortably with their heads covered dur- 
ing the delivery of an extended ora. 
tion, But if it should be their sad 
daty to attend the funeral of one of 
their number, they are expected so 
soon as they have arrived upon bleak 
Camp Hill to remove their bats and 
expose their venerable heads to the 
cruel frosts and biting east winds which 
sweep mercilessly over the North 
Common, 

We were forcibly reminded of the 
discomfort and danger to health which 
this unnecessary and irrational practice 
entails, when attending the funeral of a 
prominent and much esteemed fellow- 

| citizen a week or sowgo and observing the 
painful efforts of the large congregation 
to conform to the custom, The minis- 
ter boldly took his hat in his hand, 

At the village store or the warehouse | 

is difficult to comprehend the loss and | 

facture of a product by intelligent. 

it American fruits | 

others essayed to do likewise, but the 
majority of the bats-would involuntey. 
ily return to the beads, some of them 
went quite on again, others were half 
on, indeed the effort required in main. 
taining the battle between the fashion 
and the cold April wind seemed to 
engross the attention of a large num. 
ber of people to the exclusion of the 
religious services aud solemn surround- 
ings. We thought that a blessing 
would have been conferred upon the 

would have been rendered much more 
impressive, if it hud been intimated by 
the friends of the lute Sheriff Bell that 
they would consider it a mark of respect 
for all hats to be kept on during the 
services at the grave. 
We have heard of instances where 

severe illness has been occasioned, ang 

posure incident to the observanee of 
this unwise custom. Why should it be 
continued ? 

We wonder if one in twenty of those 

reverently as they passed through the 
cemetery gate on the day noticed could 
give a good reason for doing so. Was 
it a mark of respect for the gate, or 
the consecrated ground, or the bodies 
of the good people who rest therein ? 
This custom was a mystery to us, until 
we observed a funeral procession 
ing-iato the Roman Catholic Cemetery 
—we then saw that as each devout 
 mourner came before the large gilded 
cross which sarmounts the entrance 
gate, he raised his hat, and the 
more devout ones piously made 
the sign of the cross. Have our 
protestant neighbours been unwittingly 
‘following this example? We know of 
no other explanation of the custom 
referred - to, and as it is meaningless 
under the circumstances it could well 
be dispensed with. 

SP 

Catalogue and Price List from T. E. 
Smith of the Nova Scotia Nursery, 
Church Street, Cornwallis. In addi- 
tion to the list of prices, &e., it gives 
valuable information, derived from ex- 
perience, as to the proper management 
of the flower garden, the green house, 
and the vegetable garden. 

Emam ER CR 

Ir appears from an 'article in the 
Chronicle that a letter has been received 
by Lieut. Governor Archibald, warning 
him of an expected visit to Halifax of two 
suspicious American vessels, manned, it 
is believed by Fenians. Special vigi- 
lance will be taken by the police, and 
the military and naval authorities. 

—- 

Personal quarrels are unseemly, 
whether between children, ordinary 
men, or Christian people, They arise 
from an unlovely state of mind in either 
one or both of the parties concerned, or 
from a misunderstanding which may be 
corrected by the use of proper means. 
Our Lord bas given a very simple process 
for their correction in Matthew xviii, 
15-17. Noencouragement is there given 
to a hasty putlication of the case to the 
world. Efforts to expose such matters 
to the public gazs, even in an enigmati- 
cal form, are to be deprecated. The 
publication of an ex parte statement 
calls forth the counter statement, and 
the world ts not edified, but prejudiced 
more or less agsinst both parties to the 
quarrel, and the shurch suffers, 

The “ withdrawal of fellowship” by a 
church from a member is the scriptural 
form of expression for his exclusion, or 
the more objectionable term, expulsion. 
2 Thess. iii. 6; 1 Tim. vi. 5, The effect 
is the same. There is'no such thing as 
the withdrawing of fellowship for a given 
length of time, or until ‘he acknow- 
ledgment of an alleged fault. 

-. 

It is humiliating to be obliged to record. 
as a truthful historian of current litera: 
ture, that the most successful book of 
the day it Peck’'s Bad Boy. In three weeks 100,000 copies were sold, and the 
presses have been running night and 
day to keep up with the demand. We 
picked up a copy the other day in a book- 
store, and spent a half-hour in turning it over. A worse mess of sickening vul- 
garity we never saw. But it is popular. 

TE o_o 

TEE POPULAR PREAOHER.——The Bos: 
ton Journal has a capital, short, sarcastic 
article upon the elements entering into 
the character of a ular preacher. The old-fashioned preacher, it says, was 
the product of the seminaries, the 

papers. lar preacher of the news 
formula for making 
one-third voice and personal pres: 

iter. sensationals seleotiod of topis : 
and one-third heresy. These a 

be a little varied to suit | 
communities, | 

living, and also tbat the sad services 

even deaths have resulted from the ex. 

gentlemen who doffed their hats so = | 

We have received the [Mustrated 
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