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CHRISTIAN VISITOR.

T TSAINT JOIN, FRIDAY, MAY 10, 1850.

ACADIA COLLEGE AND THE DEPU-
TATION IN ENGLAND.

We sincerely regret the occasion of calling
the attention of our readers again to the mis-
apprehension existing in some quarters rela-
tive to eur deputation and especially so, as it
<eems to bring us in conflict with a brother
whom we highly esteem ; but as the judgment
and feclings of many brethren are involved
with ours, and, as we regard it, the credit pf
the Convention also, and the good of Acadia
College, we cannct consisiently be silent.

Our readers will remeimber that a few wecks
since we penned an editorial commenting on
an ananymous commniunication which had been
sent from Nova Scotia and which appeared
in the British Banuer endorsed by its Kditor,

|

The Christian 'Uinitor.‘

——————— ——— SOUE——— . VA i

(right”?
gwe beg to reply, the statement we give is|ment support. Ina note from the Depwutation,
precisely and exactly that given by the.Depu-,’f“*!SSfS; Bill and Franme', thgse_bre.thrgn how
tation, brethren Bill and Francis, in England, |state distinctly that * théinstitution is directed
in several periodicals ; and by other brethren,,aﬂd sustained purely upon the voluntary prin-
as we shall soon show ; so that we are not de-|ciple, and consequently 1s independent of all
fending oar own individual impressions'mere-lgmemmcm interterence or controul,’ this will
ly. Now one very material fact affecting the|do : and now we wish them God speed.”
decision of this question is this: We were| - Let those acquainted with the cool dispas-
[present when these transactions occurred in|sionate manner of brother Bill and with the
the Convention, and took an active part in the power of apprehension ‘of both brethren, Bill
discussion and action, so also were brethren|andjFrancis, and their conscienciousness, both
Bill and Francis, and the others whose testi- of whom were present at the deliberations of
mony we will soon present : we thesefore pos-|the Con\'f:_utiou, aud so personally interested
sess the best possible means of giving a cor-F{l its action, with thé Minutes of the Conven-
rect statement; but brother Crawley (and we tion and their credentials in their hand, giving
hate to mar his elaborate reply) was not pre-|the above statcment to the ‘* Reporter,’”’ judge
sent, did not hear what was said, nor witness whether those brethren are the mistaken ones,

ltransaction : brother Crawley presents quite|this institution, and intimated, that the object!tained ; for,
— ia different one ; and the question is which is/might not find favcr with the English dissen-
ters, if its managers were receivers of Govern-

what was dene, and of course is therefore un-

Dr. Campbell, the purport of which was t.huti
the Baptists of the Province were nnposing
upon the religious publie of Great Bntmu, :IX!d{
that the doings of the Convention bheld in
Bridgetown, N. S. last September were a sham
&¢. TInpublishing this letter in the Christian
Messenger an cditorial appeared in which the
Deputation in England was pronounced to be

an Agency ** under the Convention together)

with the Nova Scotia Education Society.”
‘I'he object of our editorial as will appear to
those who consult it (No. 1T of Vol. 111.) was,
to deny the allegations of the correspondent
of the DBanuner, and also to correct the mis-
statement of the Messenger in regaxd to the
Deputation, which we represented as follows.
‘t The Deputation in England is not the De-
putation of any socicty save only of the Union
Convention of the Baptists of New-Brunswick,
Nova-Scotia, and Prince Edward Island—a
society which never received a penny from any
State or Province dircetly or indirectly, and
pever solicited one that we know of. It is
solictting funds not for the Nova-Scotia Edu-
cation Society, nor for Nova-Scotia as such
but in behalf of « College surrendered to the
controul of « government, ten members of
which arc appsinted for New-Brunswick, and
Zen for the other Provinces by the Union Con-
vention. It is for the promotion of Education
not in Nova-Scotia alone, but in these three

der the greatest possible disadvantage for mak- |
ing a counter statement. Now we ask, how"’
can bretbren and the public generally learn|
explicitly the points in question from one who,
was not there, and who therefore could not|
know, and whorefuses to admit the testimony
oi those who were present, participating in al!|
that was said and done? |
We presented this to brother Crawley as one
reason for decliniug his communication, that
this nconsistency would at once appear to|
every one. The Report relating to the ma-
nagement of the College was brought into the
Convention by the Chairman who had drawn
it up, on Tuesday, . m.; following the report
was a series of resolutions, the latter of which
and they only weré discussed ; they made no |
reference.to the government of the College,
as will be seen by Minutes page G:h. ©On the
afternoon of this day, brother Crawley left for
Halifax. The Report itself was not discassed'
nor any of its preliminaries or details settled
till. Wednesday, a. m., as will appear by Mi-
nutes page 11, when the whole subject of con-
troul and support was brought forward and
fully discussed.  We then were presens, see-
ing and hearing, but brother Crawley was far|
away.
We stated furthermore to brother Crawley
that our chief anxiety in alluding to this sub-
ject in our paper was to exonerate our Depu-

Provinces, cach fully and fairly represented.”

Inreply to this we soon received.a counter-
statement {rom Dr. Crawley—a very lengthy.
epistle, avowing lLimself the authos of what
had appeared as the editorial of the Christian,
Messenger, andlattenipting to show that the ede
torfal of the Christian Visitor had mis-stated
the clse.
Tey informing him of our regret at declining
i communication, giving our reasons at
length, and we think respectfully, upon which
lie expressed his acquiesence, and requested
ns to let the subject rest there, which we were
alad to do. .

In the Christian Messenger of Friday kst
however, our brother has solicited space to re-

nublish our editorial alluded to, and also his|

reply which we had declined.  In bis request
hrother Crawley says, “I had written to the
cditor of the Visitor 1n, April, to give my views
of the case. 'I'his he declined to publish on
the ground that there were several matters in
my letter which he ‘should feel called upon
explicitly to deny.” In this refusal T at once
:wilui,esééd," &c. Now we more than regret,
we complain that this method of representing
the incident does us great injustice ; for no
reader. howeser partial he might be to us, and
“to the view we have taken, would fail to con-
sider us as not only uncourteous to use such
Fanguage o our brother, but unjust to refuse
him the privilegeof prescutipy his view to our
readers.
Brother Crawley says in request ta the Mes-

senger, *“ 1 beg vou thierefore to publish that

“editorial ‘of the Visitor, with my answer to it,
which I'now send you, that.our brethren and
the pablic generally may |
polrits in question.”

We must think if brother €raw!

iey had pub-
lished the letter in which we

* sining which we.employed, that we were
‘ther uh€ourteous nor unjust to him. Th

‘inexpedient to publish our brother's reply.

" Ti regard to thie action of the Convention af
‘Bridgetown, relating to Acadia College, then
;!'é‘t.it'be understond ; we present.one view of the

We imimediately wrote to Dr. Craw~

earn explicitly the

lined his
commuication, he would have presented a
tuller and more explicit statement of the points
in question. than appears either in our former
editorial orin hisreply ; besides dong us ips-
" tice, by showing in the language, style andrea-
heogrted . ¢ inl ke
"substance we proceed to give, and our readers
ke believe will all concur with us in judging it

tation, and relieve them from the difficult po-
sition into which they had becn thrown ; and
that his communication did not do them jus:
tice. We do think that brethren naking the
sacrifice that our Deputation have made, in
leaving their churches aud their families, and
who Liave exerted themsebves so.faithfojly. and,
strenuously on such a mission, deserve every
consideration at the hands of their brethren,
and. it 1s exceedingly hard, in their abhseuce,
and while they are yet spcuding themselves in
our behall, to maie statements derogatory to
them, unless they are most clearly apparent.
In his reply. brother Crawley says, * all
would have been quiet, if it had not been for
the ground too hastily taken by the agents in
Londgn, that the Convention eschew Legislas
tiveard.” * * * < TTheyhave unhappily
been bwrried by the circumstances into taking
thisground and we, noce of us im my judgment,
consult well our own character or theirs, un»
less we as speedily as possible relieve them
from thew mistake, and give our brethren in;
England a frank and full view. of the real state.

l

whether this imputation is cerrect; whether
they hastily took this grouund in London, or
were hurried into it by circumstances.

In the Christian Visitor, October 19th, 1849
we noticed the appointment of the Deputation
to England. The *“ Raptist Reporter,” pub-
lished in London, with which we exchange,
copied our notice into their next issue after
receiving it, adding the following note ;—*+ We
should be very sorry to say a wosd in discou-
ragement of this visit, or of the esteemed bres
thren who have undertaken the mission, and
yet we deem it right to apprise. them that a
similar visit to England, several years ago, did
not obtain favor in the sight ofthe brethren in
England, becauso the managexs of, the institu-
tion were understood to be favorable.to xeceiv-
ing grants from Goverument, for.its support.
The sugcess. of the present depatation, will,
"Pffe.bendg. depend upon this matter bein
‘a .‘-“ﬂﬁh'«;’ ~ 'Lhis of course tell under the eye
of the Deputation, thmaﬁm-mmd,
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missian, to make the'r statement, . In the next
e, K Clg: o St oo

rthenqin{:'.:‘fdloql ..I:;P Last.month we refer-
red to the Dgputation appointed.to visit thi
country 10 selicit, pequniary, aid in behalf

w

|

of the case” Now it is easily ascertainablejand yearly donations? This was given. [t

receipts would nearly. support it, and what
I;i:ht be lacking was to be supplied by some
d

doi :
&l\cge to the: Agent, so that a full statement|

the hasty ones; or the author of the reply.

Brother Crawley ‘may not have known of
the above correspondence when he penncd his
reply, but-he kuew of it before he published
it; for we took the trouble of copying it ver-
batim, as we now do, and gave il as a reason
for decliniug his communication. It is hard-
ly to be expected that the friends of the Depu-
tation, their churches and families will consi-
der it a consistent setnrn foa their sacrifice and
exertions (o be so misrepresented to’ the bre-
thren and to the pablic in despite of this cor-{
respondence which proves the contrary.

In regard to the Convention eschewing legis-
lative aid, we simply ask, was there any occa-
sion or call whatever for the Conveution to es-
chew by resolution er vote or by any action
whatever legislative aid? It never received
any, it never sought any, it never gave any one
the least occasion to think it ever would ask
any ; indeed, its very constitution, covering
the three Provinces, would seem to forbid it
making a consistent appeal to any legislature
for aid.  Why then look into the minutes for
a vote where none was called for!

The question of Jegislative aid is invoived
in that of controul.  Brother Crawlex in his
reply says, “ You know very well, as we all
know, that the question of legislative aid, as a
matter of principle, was never raised at the
convention.”  Yes; as a matter of principle,
it was not raised ; but as a matter of fact the
subject was raised, and discussed ; and we par-
ticipated in she discussion ; and brethren who
were present will pot fonget this feature of the
discussion. : \

The question was fully discussed as to how
the current expenses of the college would be
meét;, and here we may remark. that this whbgle
action ip regard to the College was based on
the presumption that Legislative aid wouldjbe
withdrawn from Acadia College, whether the
Buptists wished itor not.  Few if any had any
expectation that the grant wounld be continued.
This was the oceasionpf the anxiety on the part
of its friends in Nova Scotia, and was repre-
sented at Bridgetown, und the year ‘before at
Freceriction as thie reason why the College
should be adopted by the Conseution. The!
question discussed therefore was this :~1In the
absence of Legislative aid, how is the .College
to be sustained? The question was asked,
what amouut was necessary perannum to meet
the current expenses? And the reply was
£400. The question was then asked, what
i the amount of the one pound subscriptions

was then concluded that with a similas effort
in. New Brunswick to get subscriptions of one
pound ‘each, to be conducted by the Upion
Agent, the balance would be made up for its
carrent expenses; and- that in lack of these
subscriptions for the Academy; its regular

evice of the N. 8, Education Society as the[bore it withiout troubling others. " -

New Brunswick Idueation Society would sus-
tain its own Academy. The prosecution o
this Agency in New Brunswick: for: pound
subscribers was only deferred: till ‘brethren

{Chase and Chipman, who were appointed to|@ new Freasurer for the Co

t, could give a statement of the debt of the|

of its: financial affairs could be given to any
one who ‘asked it. Instead of this being ef-
in 8ix weeks, ‘as was thought it might

, it was not ascertained till @ short time

]

*sary to'change it, to leave thé charteras it w

o Legislative aid is received for
the College, then that, with the pound subscrip-
tions of Nova Scotia, exceed considerahly the
amount of the current expenses.

Brother Crawley says: It would be quecr
enough, however, for any denomination of
Christians to repudiate as on principle (as our
brethren Bill and Fracis have donein a letier
to the Patriot newspaper) a source of income
for one object, which the same denomination
of Christians in the same place is at the same
time reeeiving and smugly enjoying for another
similar ebject.”  Again, hesays: ““ Thev have
been plainly bewildered, or they néver could
have penmed a sylable disparaging to the prin-
ciple of legislative aid, &c.” Now we have
read over and again their note-in-the Patrrot
newspaper, and what they have written for
other ‘periodicals, and we do not see a single
line or hint on the principle of legislative aid.
So far from disparaging- it, in the very note
in which they state that it is to be. dispensed
with for the College, they state explicitly that
it 1s continued for the Academies. Does any
one judge that brethrert Bill and Francis could.
be betrayed into such an act, to denounce a
thing on principle and then profess to the very
same public and in the same note that they
continue to act uponit. No, they represented
the matter correctly. It was an experiment
with the College, they hoped it would succeed.
. But.now, to the main fact of the transfer of
the controul without expectation of legislative
aid for the College.

First : Our readers will notice thelanguage
of the Report itself, as drawn up by Hon. J.
W. Johnson, who, by the way, cannot well be-
charged with using generally equivocal or am-

biguous language.  (See page 6 of Minutes.)

** The Commiittee recommend that the support
and government of "Aeadia College should be
separated from the Academy ate%lorton. and

that Acadia College should be adopted, sup-
ported, and governed as the collegiate institn-

tion of the Baptist denomination in the. three

Provinces, and be placed under the direction.

supervision, and controul of the Convention ;

and that the Theological €hair be in like man-

ner placed under the controul of the Conven-
tion.”

““That in carrying this object into effect the
Committee further report that Acadia College
be separated from its immediate connection

with the Academy at [lorton, and its constitu-
tion be modified and altered in such a manner

as may be tecessary for placing it in the pro-
posed relation to the denomination of the lower

Provinces, and bringing it under the contron’,
of the Convention.” "y

How there can be any misapprehension

about the meaning of language so simple and

terms so explicit we cannot conceivé.

See again page 11 Minutes : *“ 2d, Resalved,

T'hat in the opinion of this Convention it is

inexpedient at present to interfere with the
Charter of the College, but that Goyernars be
appointed by the Convention from both Pro-

viuces to take in charge the College in its be-

half” *
Could any fact be more intelligibly express-
ed?™’ Brother Crawley in his reply alludes to
this resolution to show that the Government of
the College still rests on the Education Society
because it avas deemed inexpedient to inter-
fere with its charter ; in othér words, he would
show by the first line of thé Resolation that all
the rest of it was fulse and thdt'the Resolution
had no meaning ; whereas, ‘at the instance of
Hon. J.'W. Johnson who drew ‘up the Report
and this Resolution, and whose advice in re-

gard to legal objections we all ‘considered com-

petent, we conicluded, as he thought it unneces-
as;

for who would think of disturbing us, i we took
our own burdenh upon our own shonlders

|
!
|

ers, and
We now ask how else, but upont the assump-.
tion of an aétual transfer ' of government and
controul could the Convention ‘take it upon
itself to appoint a full Board of Governors and
: ' llege '—-to appoint
an’ Agency inits behalf, and a Committed to
suptrintend the Agency? On what' other
ground would they assume the amount due to the
"njusors'gf Acadia College as the debt gfﬂe

Convention'? " ,
*The way in ‘'which this action was regarded.

since, afier this controversy commenced: In[by tliose present may 'be inferred from the
less than a week however after this statemient|course adopted N‘}&W*ﬂ? land,
made in St. John a few brethren subiscribed|2s we have stated; a ﬂ;byﬁwd?bﬂ’gpg{ oinci-
£50, to be paid anuually for five years; this|dence of on the part of thé three bre-
was not a general move, but orie of a very few ;|thren for New Brunswick to'super-
and an effort generally in the City and Pro-|id ¥; Who perfectly accord with
vince would of course give it a respectable in- the D ®a. > X

crease. This however is based on the condi-

tipn hat the actipn of the anm 18 sus-

e

each
,
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officer of the College, Wiﬂl]

other
i ¥ : §oi ve
2sted in lho,-wmm, Wwriting to us soon.



