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interesting to his audience and where they would find their difficulties in 
mastery. He represented an earlier mathematical generation than a body of 
teachers whose inspiration came from Germany and who insisted on accuracy 
to the last detail. Neither in his textbooks nor his classroom did he carry rigor 
of proof to the furthest possible stage. He felt that a meticulous exactness 
which killed the pupil's interest was bought at too high a price. From Peirce 
he had received inspiration. Through his teaching and writing he passed on 
inspiration in ample measure to a large number of grateful pupils who paid him 
in return with love and reverence. 
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DAVID CLINTON G I L L E S P I E — I N MEMORIAM 

David Clinton Gillespie, professor of mathematics at Cornell University, 
died at Ithaca, N.Y., on October 31, 1935, after but one day's illness. 

Gillespie was born a t Knob, Tazewell County, Virginia, on December 13, 
1877. His undergraduate training at the University of Virginia, centering 
about the sciences and the classics, was completed in 1900. After one year of 
study in mathematics at the Johns Hopkins University, he went to Göttingen ; 
there he received the degree of Ph.D. in 1906, with a thesis entitled Anwen-
dungen des Unabhangigkeitssatzes auf die Lösung der Differ entialgleichungen der 
Variationsrechnung. He then came to Cornell University, at which he spent 
his whole teaching career; he was appointed instructor in 1906, assistant 
professor in 1911, and professor in 1924. 

Gillespie's special field in mathematics was always analysis, though he had 
also a lively interest in applied mathematics. His initial training was predom­
inantly formal; but questions of rigor and logic soon aroused his interest, and 
at an early period of his activity he began to emphasize the insistence on accu­
racy which he maintained throughout his life. Fundamental questions particu­
larly concerned him; he preferred to make deeper inquiry into the beginnings 
of analysis rather than to extend its superstructure; typical of this interest 
are his papers on the equivalence of the Cauchy and Riemann definitions of the 
integral, and on the inversion of the order of repeated integration. However, 
he was easily led to a live participation in the study of more sophisticated 
problems. It was he who furnished the essential ideas which made possible his 
joint paper with the present writer on the uniform summability of a bounded 
sequence of continuous functions converging to a continuous function. He left 
behind him a considerable bulk of manuscript on the solution of an infinite set 
of linear equations in an infinite set of variables, containing some novel and 
interesting developments which it is hoped may contain sufficiently definitive 
results to be prepared for publication. 

Closely allied to his interest in fundamentals was his at t i tude toward the 
process of demonstration. He preferred to think less in symbols than in ideas 
themselves. Preliminary lists of postulates or axioms were for him only to be 
used in a final verification, not to be remembered as consciously formalized 
separate steps in establishing a theorem. He was never satisfied with a proof 


