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, Editor of the Herald:~

iz —No further  reference to the
- oss connected with Dr. Rand’s
jintment is necessary to convince
simpartial mind that nothing has
w done to reflect on the integrity
ponor of the college boards.
herto the demomination has left
, management of the institutions
o board of governors. Annual
rts to the Convention alone have

o never been sought before action
s taken, not even in movements of

ivanced character,as for instance,
ihe case of building a school for
ng ladies. - If in’ the past the pol-
sid direction of the  institutions
, been left to the governers, there

sdditional reasons why the same
jicy should be Mﬁo at pre-

and in the future.
he original charter of the college
emplated “the body of the ocol-
" to which body a large measare
power and responsibility were to
committed. In the early days of
college it was thought the mater-
did not exist for forming this
. No attempt was therefore
je to do it. The authors of the
ner were ' evidently believers
the development theory. They
ordingly filled it with germs of a
ger and perfected life. Within
 past few years that life has been
gured in the creation of the senate
the body—the real college.
The number and representative
racter of the men who compose.
enate and the board of gover-
are such as to give a satisfactory
mrantee that all educational affairs
il be wisely and faithfully conduct-
Their number (I speak from
gmory) is 85, There are 12 minis-
m 6 lawyers, 1 judge, 8 business
, and 8 teachers and professors.

Bl slumni society, and a part by the
ity of the college. The gover-
yare appointed by the Conven-
5, and the senate by the governors.
llthat is dome is confirmed by the
bovention. The sanction of this
ly is necessary to perfect the busi-
. The names of the gentlemen
lo now constitute these boards may
found in the year book. When
are read, it will be seen that
ir experience and character would
i themselves be a sufficient guaran-
e for the faithful and successful
mnagernent of the trusts committed
b them. '
| Itis simply, amazing that the do-
igi of this large and carefully chosen
dy have been assailed and aspersed
iy newspaper writers. If no more
midence is placed in their wisdom
d integrity than has been expressed
iy the writers referred to, delegated
thority and decency and order in
ness are impossibilities,and should
0t be attempted. But I am not so

ttion, will withdraw

-

m these boards entrusted with its|ed as they
bogh

required, ~ Popular verdiots | 0

part of these were nominated by

wdulous as to believe that the Bap-

. Drs. Cramwp aud Sawyer in this
work of the college

.

mitted to it both by eivil

law and a

vote of the Baptist Convention—a |in all directions. At the same time|trusted the management of their in-

responsibility which. the senate has
assumed and oarried for more than
twelve months. In good faith it was
given ; in geod faith it was taken.

In establishing the nmew professor-
ship the knew that on this
executive board of thejsenate the re-
sponsibility virtually rested. The|
views of the faculty in this relation
were heard by the governors with all
deference. Had the faculty opposed
the movement, I am supported in
saying, the chair would not have been
unded. The senate iteelf depended
upon the executive for advice and
guidance in this matter. It would
have been recklegs on the part of the
senate to have done otherwise. The
board of governors knew that upon

the senate rested the responsibility
of oreating this mew professorship.

They waited to know’ and receive the
decision of the senate in this behalf.
What was that decision? By a vote,
moved by Judge Johnston and se-
conded by the Rev. 8. B. Kempton
'—a vote which passed unanimously—
the governors were recommended to
appoint T.H.Rand,D.C.L.,to the chair
of the principles and practice of edu-
cation in Acadia College. The de-
nomination will thus see that Dr.
Sawyer, Professors D. F. Higgins, R.
V.Jones and E. M. Kierstead have
by law, in virtae of the positiens
they hold, as well as by a vote of the
Baptist Convention, assumed before
the denomination responsibility for
the wisdom and success of the new
chair. In this they have taken ground
held by many distinguished educa-
tionalists on both sides of the Atlan-
tic. On the senate then, from a lit-
erary point of view, and not on the
governors, rests the onus of this ad-
vanced movement. The beard of
governors are responsible for furnish-
ing the funds to meet the expense,
and for taking the advice of the sen-
nate. These bodies will not fail to
bear their full messure of accounta-
bility resting upon them respectively.

The Rev. D. A. Steele, a member
of the senate, in his excellent and
timely letter to the Christian Mes-
senger has, I feel persuaded, expres-
sed the intelligent and'loyal sympa-
thy of that bedy. Did the faculty
feel called upon to speak, there would
be, I am sure, all absence of timidi ty
because of the mistaken views of a
few interested fri of the college,
published in the newspapers. For
what purpose are all these particu-
lars? = To remind the Baptists that
their educational work is in the hands
of a large number of trustworthy

men ; to remind those rashly rushing e

into print that they-are t6 mo paur-
pose disturbing the public mind, aud
obstructing, so far as their influenc
goes, the good work of our in-
stitutions. . &
The part taken in this business by
the president and faculty, the senate
and board of governors,
plainly stated. Whatever may-
said of the faculty and senate in the
sckion taken by: shem, it is evident
were; had no other course
to pursue, than to found and fill the
chair of the principles and practice
of the -writers against this

o
1ir names

y have resorted to the device of

Peter Cartwright,

e enialyn thei | ions.frand a6 8 Mothaclist. catp-

.

 of it by Dr. Rand. | self

night a number of mischiev-

urb the camp. . Pater, after all had
to their beds, stationed hira-
distance from the encamp-

il

SAINT JOHN,

who practised a |

forth fall of pebbles,

he set up a great yelling in a variety
of voiees. The on-comers thi
they were confronted by overwhelm-
ing numbers were ricken and
beat a hasty retreat. It is said that
one writer hds been throwing broad-
oast into the demomination a large
variety of anomymous signatures,
hoping, by this artifice, to leave the
m n that many are writing.
When the truth is found oat it will
be seen that it is only Peter throwing
gravel-stones with both hands and
yelling in imitation of many voires.
Throwing pebbles did frighten
mischievous boys from a Methodist
camp-meeting, but it is yet to be
whether an uaknown Peter can frigh-
en the semate, the governors, the Con-
vention and the entire Baptist de-
nomination. : :

E. M. SAUNDERS.
Nov. 10. :

LETTER FROM PROF . JONES.

To the Editor of the Herald:—

Sie,—What motive prompted Dr.
Saunders to bring my name 8o prom-
inently Lefore. the flublic in connee-
tion with the establishing of the new
chair in Acadia, I am at a loss to de-
termine. I caun say with the utmost
eandor that the senate and governors
ocarried forward and completed their
arrangements without any special re-
ference to my view of their action.
No part of the responsibility which
rightly belongs to the establishers of
the new chair ought properly to be
tramsferred to me. What weight,
therefore, Dr. Saunders’ statementa in
your issue of the 8th inst., relative to

my part in the matter, should have|
with the Baptist constituency and

I leave for the

the public generally, :
and the pablic

Baptist oonstituency
to decide.

PROF. HIGGINS’ REPLY TO DR. SAUNDERS.

To the Editor of the Herald:—

Ste,~—in their new form some of
the statements now made by Dr.
Saunders are doubtless true. But

unfortunately these that are true are
irrelevant, while those that are strict-
ly relevant to the matter in hand are,
I regret to say, mot in accordance

with the facts in the case.
D. F. HicGixns.
Nov. 12. ;

DEFENCE OF THE ACADIA GOVERNORS.

No. XV.

To the Editor of the Herald:—

Sir,—You have kindly supplied
to my letters. The heading
oyér No, 8 is misleading. It is “In
of Dr. Rand.” It should be
se|in the defence of the senate and board
vernors of Acadia College. 1
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|bave written to defend them, for|je

N. B, WEDNESD

Vhﬁh he threw

|light upou the merits of the question.
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AY, NOVEMBER 21,

ﬁ‘ board to which they have en-

stitutions have done nothing to dis-
tirb the confidence which has hither-
to been placed in them. They have
lﬁhds to serve other than those of
@Q:entire denomination. A universal
desire now exists thronghout the de-
momination to perfect and enlarge the
labors of this inmstitution, This is
‘eatnestly sought by every member of
th senate and by the board of gov-
ernors. Had they not\ believed the
sppointment of Dr. .§ would con-
tribute to this end, it would not have
been made. If their wisdom is doubt-
od, surely their integrity ought not to
be assailed. Further writing in de-
fenice of these boards ought to be al-
tojfether unnecessary.

" Tn one of my letters I stated that
the'making ot eduncation a subject for
university training has been discussed
for t):@ last fifty years. A glance at

the history of this agitation throws

. Before calling attention to this
phase of the subject I may say that
what I shall write is not intended to
take the place of public utterances
oeértainly expected from the president
of the college, Dr. Rand and other
educationalists. As a member of the
senate I wish to put on record the
grounds on which I rest my defense
of the “new departure.” The officials
referred to will choose their own time
and place for discharging their duties
in this matter. They hold decided
opinions and will defend them on all
snitable oocasions. They are sure of
'a patient and impartial hearing. The
weight now attached to the views
held by these gentlemen will be
greatly increased when the public

kgow the substantial reasoms by
which they are sustained. A review
of the history of introducing educa-

yﬁw a decision in favour of its

mmdness and utility. In justifica.
tion of this assertion only a few sen-
tenices, referring to this phase of the
question are necessary.

As early as 1828 a number of edu-
cdtionalists in Great Britian saw the
deficiency of the unscientific mechan.

| methods employed in schools of
grades. To their minds, teaching

as more than an art; it was a science.
Paking their stand on this principle
they began to agitate the question of
ing teachers a professional training

pom a rcientific basis. This they
ontended was work for the colleges.
frominent among the advocates of

this new dcotrine was Professor Pil-
;'s. A general interest was awaken-
in the subject. The good will and
p-operatien of many able thinkers
secured. Even ministers of the
own were favorably disposed.
lopes were entertained that the pro-
st would be soon carried into opera-
but radical measures de net

gard to the short notes of Dr. Higgins | Bhickly succeed in conservative Eng-

bas been|and Professor Jones, challenging the ||
be | correctness of my statements regard- [#ve:
ing themselves, I may say that the i
correctness of all my references to
these gentleman can be verified or

disproved by others cognizant of th

facts. I would therefore refer th

gentlemen to the hom. Dr.P

. H. Eaton, Bsq, E. D King, Bag.,

Rev. J. W, Manning, and others wik
eetings of the joint commi ittee 0

The concurring recollections of the
gentlemen ought te satisfy both D
Higgins and Professor Jones. Bei
in accord with my memory of wh
took place, they are perfectly sat
R B iu aites T ;

In previous letters 1 have giver
plain recital of the business j‘q
tions conneoted with the appoint
of Dr. Rand to the ehair of edue

3

d. The hopes thus raised in 1834
not realized fill many years af-
Ty The zealous educationalists
Ad ample opportunity for the discip-
o of their patience if not for the
fight instruction of teachers. The
ipple of popular opinion that had
[¥eached the government of the coun-
ry was followed by no practical re-
jults. But the pioneers were not

\\\\\

, MILZOG to| know what was “ﬁmd d.QnO & ; B4 T e
number | the senate and the board of governors.

3 -

aced in public. opiniom, and they
new its diffusion through the masses

o u only a question of time. In 1862

of the realization of early
ms were revived. Professor
now the venerable author of
he new doctrine, became so assured
that the time had come to commence

ork that he went to Londeun and
jignified to the government his inten-
jon of giving five thousand pounds
terling towards the fouading of a

11lans
X

en | chair of education in the University
#loi Edinburgh. But his plans were
dashed to
the ground. The scheme found no

frustrated and his hopes

favour with the government. Instead
of the deference paid to his views in
1884 there was positive opposition.
Mr. Robert Lowe contemptuously de-
clared that there was “no sciemce of
education.”
ness of the new doctrine was chal-
lenged by the highest civil authority

battle had to be fought over again.

to the curicula of universities

18883.
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Thus even the sound-

in the department of education. The

On the one side were the supporters
of Mr. Lowe’s dogma, and on the
other side the believers in the scien-
tific method. All the ordinary means
for educational warfare were laid un-
der tribute and the discussion went
forward. The advocates of the ad.
vanced theory would not allow the
matter to rest. The world bad in
them anether illustration of the irre-
pressibleness of the authors of fresh
doctrines. They regarded themselves
as the discevers of something new and
important in the department of edu-
cation. It was, so they believed,
their duty tq create public opinion
in its favour and to give the public
the benefits of its practical results.
Their pet scheme had indeed been
struck down by the powerful hand of
a minister of the crown; bat that did
not discourage them. They were in-
spired by the genius of discovery and
the hopes of pioneer labour. They
therefore went forward courageously.
In 1869 public opinion again turned
in their faveur. At this time the
country was agitated with the discus-
sion of modern schemes for the educa
tion of the masses. This lifted into
prominence the subjects of seientific
training for teachers; and gave the
supporters of this doctrine a good op-
portunity for pressing their views up-
on an awakened public sentiment.
Expressions of regret were heard on
all sides that the golden opportunity
was allowed to pass when Professor
Pillans offered to endow a chair in
the Edinburgh University. It was
argued that the work contended for
could not'be done by training schools.

Professors in colleges, head masters
and educationalists of various types
gave their influence in favour of the
new scheme. About this time the
trustees of the Bell fund intimated
their intention to give ten theusand
pounds sterling toward the establish.
ing of chairs of education in the uni-
versities of Edinburgh aand St. An-
drew’s. The proposal met with gene-
ral favour, but for a time it was held
back by the opposition of civil author-
ities. In 1876, however, the educa-
tionalists conquered, and victory
crowned their long continued and oft
defeated labours. The universities
of Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s each
established a chair of -the art and
science of education. Since that time
the London and Cambridge Universi-
ties have made provision for this sub’
jeot. It contimues to gain ground
year by year on both sides of the At-
lantic. It is now on the curriculum
of the University of Michigan and
has become the subject of courses of
lectures in Harvard and Cornell
universities. Educationalists in the
maritime provinces have not been
inattentive to this revolution in the
literary world. Its progress has been
carefully observed. The first man to
bring it to the attention of the public,
go far as I know, was a resident of
Halifax. The Rev. Robert Murray,
a governor of Dalhousie college and
editor of the Presbyterian Witness;
submitted the matter in an excellen®
paper to the teachers’ associations
which met im Halifax about a year

. Mr. Murray's views after a
thorough discussion were adopted by
a unanimous vote of those present. It
is scarcely necessary to say here that
Mr. Murray advocated the introduc-
tion of the subject of the science and
art of teaching into provineial col-
leges. Mr. Murray has the reputation

thing new in the departments of
morals, letters and religion. He

of being a careful observer of every-

cipal Ross, whose administration will
be remembered as the period of great
enlargement of
which he presides. As a matter of
course the discussion was continued in
the columns of the Presbyterian Wit-
ness. There the subjeot rested, so
far as I know,—till last spring, when
it was taken up by Dr. Rand and the
president of our college. They and
others, I assume gave their attention
to it during the summer.
known our theological work was re-
moved by the late convention to Tor-
onto. Many bad believed for years
in the utility of this movement, but
so long as it could not be carried out.
I with others wae convinced that
theological work should be done at

the college, over

As is well

Acadia. About the time it was de-

cided that Dr. Welton should ge to
Toronto, Professor Tufts retired from
the college to take charge of the aca-
demy. Enlargement, therefore, of
the college staff became a necessity.

At a meeting held for considering this
matter, the president commended the

chair of education and the appoint-

ment of Dr. Rand to the favorable
consideration of the Board of Gov-
ernors.

This brief and imperfect sketch of
the history of this question isin justi-
fication of the acts of our president
and the governing authoriries of our
institutions. In subsequent letters I
shall consider the merits of the new
chair, and the possibilities of its great
usefulness inthe educational work we
now have on hand. When this shall
have been done it will be seen that
the grounds of ‘action are not vision-
ary, but sabatantial and worthy of the
impartial examination of an interested
public. = Truly yours,

Nov. 14. E. M. SAUNDERS.

MORE ABOUT ACADIA COLLEGE.

To the Editor of the Mail:—

Sir,—Since the establishment of &
chair of education in Acadia College,
some two. months ago, the act has
been pretty thoroughly discussed
both in private and in the Ppublic
press. One feature of this discussion
seems worthy of note. Not a single
letter has yet appeared in support of
the movement jfrom a disinterested
source. Mr. B. H. Eaton, whe was
the first to enter the lists as the
champion of didactics, is a governor
of the eollege; Mr. King, who esquired
the first named valiant knighs, is also
a governor ; then we had the logical
and argumentative (?) production of
Rev. D. A. Steele who tells us that
he helped to put Dr. Rand there, and
he intends to help to keep him there ;
and lastly, Rev. Dr. Saunders comes
to the front -and promises a ‘“‘series”
of letters on the subject. The last
two gentlemen are members of the
senate, and were, therefore, with the
governors, a party to the movement.
In attempting to excuse or defend
the appointment they are, therefore,
simply defending their own action;
they are special advocates pleading
their own cause.

Two letters of Dr. Saunders’ prom-
ised “series” have already appeared
—two letters which, if he will excuse
me, I must characteriza a8 most re-
markable productions. So much do
they contain about John W. Barss,
Esq., Rev. Dr. Sawyer and others,
and so little about the real question
at issue, that any sttempt to discover
io the three columps he has written,
any justification of the new departure
is like searching after two kernels of
wheat in tweo bushels of chaff. Three
objections have been urged to the
appointment of Dr. Rard, (1) that
such a chair is not needed at Acadia
while certain others are; (2) that
there are no funds to pay the salary;
and (3) that the larger salary is un-
just to the other professors. Let any
one examine the learned doctor’s let-
ters and I am sure he must admire
the skill he has displayed in ayoiding
all reference to these three points.

doubtless reflects the polioy of prin-

¥
*

(Continued on fourth page.)



