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They meet shortly, and I shall bring the matter
up againe L am more than s y 42 by any action of
ours youw have lost the pes m of Dominion Agrosteologlss.
This is the first tive I heard of this particunlsr
resition; in fact, I will acknowledge that I never before
gaw the word until I read it in your letter. Vhat was
always my intention was to meet in every the revised
séalaries which were $o be put intoc affesct a8 a result
6f the recommendations of the Beatty report. Of course,
that report wss mever approved by Parliament and the
Gttawa salaries were not revised.

Nay I point out to you that the majority of proe-
fessors in the University are not as well Uui& asyou
ares Tou receive your house at a remtal of $725 a yoear,
which includes heat and light, etc., and of course there
are mo taxes. I feel quite certain that even had you got
the position im Ottawa at $5000 a year you would not be as
well off as you are at M acdomald at 34200,




