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against a mania,” yet it is worth while to make the
attempt, when that mama is, as in this instance, of o
kind not at all divorced from responsilulity, however
tmuch it may be utterly anconnected with reason,

PRINCIPAL GRANT AT THE PAN-
PRESBYTERIAN COUNCIL,

[We lose rot a single moment in making room ‘or
the following communication [t was with some ¢ i
tation that we inserted the letter of * Philalethes,”
but as it was from a very evcelient minister of the
Church, and indicated a kind of uneasiness expressed
to us by others, we felt that upon the whole it was
better to give it a placs in our colwnns and have the
matter scttled at once and for all.  Nor can we, with
all vur tespect fur a * A Love: of Truth,” say that the
“violence™ of language rests particularly with the
correspondent whase paver is here crticized.  So far
as we have heen able to understand * Philalethes,” his
language is moderate and very far trom disrespectful
to Dr, Grant. 1le quotes, more in surrow than anger,
what he arid others believed that Dr. Grant said, and
draws frota the language thus thought tu hive been
used certain cvident and unassalable conclusions ;
but he at the same time adds that he would be pro.
foundly thankful «f Dr. Grant should repuaiate or
even modify both the sentence and the sentiment.
Some will more than doubt 1f the version given by
“A Lover of Truth” cither shakes the logic of
“ Philalethes ” or improves the position of Dr, Grant.
But we very willingly leave the matter as it stands,
while most gravely convinced that such a question
comes fqirly within the scope of a *“religious family
paper,” because a small amount of explanation can
sometimes obviate much misapprchenst nand icmove
a great deal of uncasy anxiety, We have not
thought it desirable to modify any of the language in
the letter of *“A Lover of Truth,” for we have no
doubt that it was not meant to be “violent,” Batit
does look semewhat grimly whimsical as a homily on
Christian moderation and nuldness all the same.  If
some f{ricnds could only sce what we dos'? publish
they would perhaps find still greater reason for both
astonishment and anxiety, and would thank us all the
more.—ED, C, P}

MR. EviTuR, -Anonymous writing on public ques-
tions has itsadvantages, and no ane could complain of
it so long as personalittes are avoided. But when an
attack, and a vivlent attack,1s made upon a Chris.ian
brother by name, the wniter should have the courage
to sign his own name lLike a man, or else, as would
probably be far better, let it alone!  And [ think that
letters not complying with a rule so obviously right
should not be admnut:d into a Chnistian family paper.

The preposterously violent language used by your
correspondent, ¢ Philalethes,” in his anomymous attack
on the Rev. Principal Grant should be sufficient 1n
itself for any thoughtful reader. But as there are
many who will swallow any amouat of misrepresenta-
tion, if it be only vchement enough and directed
against a good and able man, I think st is worth while
to expose the mistepresentation, whe _h 1s inexcusable
inany one who professes to have been present at the
discussion he undertakes to relate. Instead of giving
his people kis own impressions of the debate, he sun.
ply quotes werdarzm from the very inadequate report
cf a Philadelpla daily puper! Now every one who
knows anything about newspaper reporting, knows
ne. hule rellance 1s to be placed on ordinary news-
paper reports 1n matters requiring spectal mental train-
g and dehicate discrimination,  If your correspon-
dent has to fall back on the * Philadelphia Press” for
an account of a discussion 1n which he appeais to
have been so deeply nterested, he might as well have
stayed at home, and he might. much better have let
other people alone.

Now, [ happened to be an attentive listenes v the
discussion n question, and 1 unhesnaungly assert,
and am sure Pracipal Grant would bear me out in
asserting, that the sentence quoted by your corres-
pondent was not uttered by Principal Grant as it
stands, 1t 1s simply the reporter’s attempt to con-
dense two ot three rapidly spoken sentences into one,
and, taken by itsell, it does not fairiy represent his
position. It wae sof uttered ‘““1n the face” of any-
thing said about the * duty of the Church to exercise
disciphne,” for it referred, not to zie Chwrck at all,
but to the sndividual minister. It had been said by
a representative ot a “strictly constructionist” branch
of Presbyterians, that whenever a minister found him-

self out of accord with the written formularies of his '

Church, it was his duty to walk cut.  Punctpal Grant,
on the other hand, maintained that the Living Church
of God is 2t all times the pillar and ground of the
truth, that it is she who must be the judge as to what
deviations she can or cannot tolerate from her written
standards ; that a true minister’s ordination vows are
taken primarily to the Great Head of the Church ;
that so long as he fecls himself fathful to these it is
his duty to temain at his post unul t4¢ CAurdch Aerself
shall refuse to endorse him any longer as one of her
teachers. 1 do not profess to give one sentence ters
butim, but 1 am sure that if Prncipal Grant shall
read this abstiact of his posttion, he will recognize its
correctness, But had your correspondent put 1t thus,
it its true Jight, he would have had no pretext for his
declamatory tirade, for it is a position to which 1
think no reasonable Christian man could 1ake excep
tion. And “in _he face ” of your correspondent’s as-
sertion to the contrary, the burst of applause which
followed the ciose of Principal Giant's bricf and stir-
ring speech shewed that he " carnied to a remarkable
extent the sympathies of the brilliant assembly that
listened to” it.

1 think your correspondent has acted very unwisely
in introducing into your columns any controversy
regarding the discussions at the late Council. There
exists amony the readers of your paper quite as wide
a divergence of opinton regarding some unessential
matters as there existed in the Council; but why, in
the name of all that is Chnstian, she ..d we waste
tume and excite irntation by wrangung over them in
punt? These Presbytenian Councils are insututed for
the express purpose of free and open conference, and
for the frank expression of different opinions on all
subjects affecting the wellare of our Church, and the
assembled wisdom of such Councils may be safely left
to take care of their wn discussions. There were
other Canadian delegates to somne of whose remarks
others of us might be wnchined to take serious excep-
tion, particularly where very gratuitous cniticism of
brethrmn was indulged in without much respect 1o
good taste or Chrnistian courtesy, But the columins of
a Christian family newspaper should be occupied
with matters more practical and more profitable, mat-
ters on which we all profess to agree, but in which we
do not all act up toour protesstons.  With a sceptical
woild watching to say, “ See how these Christians
Aate one another,” and a .eathen world waming for
the manifestation of a moure Christ-like spint in
Chuist's Church, 1 do not envy the man who can
spend time or strength in denouncing a noble and de-
voted Christtan brother on the ground of a newspaper
report, the correctness of which he could so easily
h. . venfied by private inquuy before commuung
huaself to « pubhc attack, and 1 hope, Mr. Editor,
that you will skus down on all controversy which has
not an immediate practical beanng on our Christian
work. But, after your correspondent’s attack, I think
1t 1s but bare justice to say, on behalf of a large pro-
portion of the intelligent Chnistian Jasfy of our Chusch,
for whom I speak more especially, and wunhout dis-
paragement to ather able delegates, that we rejoiced
that, at the late Council, our Chuich was so worthily
represented by & man go fully combining evangelical
earnestness with enlightened Chustian hiberality, as
dons Prncipal Grant—aman who could fearlessly de-
nounce s 1dolatrous all usmdue bomdage o traditional
forms and formulanies, however venerable, and who
50 ably vindicated one of the prinuiples most distinctly
laid down 1n our standards, that *the Word of God
which 15 contained i the Scnptures of the Old and
New Testaments is the ondy rule to direct us how we
may glorify God and enjoy Him forever.” Yours (in
plamn English), {A LovER OF TRUTH.

Dec. 6, 1880.

THE Foreign Mission Board (Eastern Division)
met at New Glasgow on the 23rd ult. Afier mature
dehiberation the Rev. J. W. Macleod was appoinred
as the fourth missionary to Trinidad, Mr. Macleod
will be ordamned by the Presbytery of Halfax, and
will probably proceed to his field of Izbour in a few
weeks, Of his fitness for the work to which he has
been called there is every reason to feel confident.
He s an excellent student, an acceptable preacher, 2
very industrious worker. The Church will follow him
with earnest prayer and cordial support. The Tnm-
dad mission 15 becoming increasingly imsportant, and
r. Macleod’s appointment will serve to strengthen
and encourage those who are already in the field.

" herst College.

_ Books anp VAcAzings,

CASSFLLS 1 .MiILY MAGAZINE for November. (To-
ronto ; J. P, Clougher.)—\We have often spoken of
of this magazine, and in language of strong but de.
served cominendatiun, The present number is quite
on a par with those which have precededit. In.
deed, all Cassell's publications are of an exceedingly
attractive character, and all such that they can with
safety Le introduced into the family circle,  We can.
not too strongly express our earnest desire for their
ever widening circulation.  Inferior injurious publica.
tions will never be driven out of cisculation by mere
denunciation. They must be supplanted by others, of
a higher and more attractive desctiption, We are
astonished that in so many families not at all pinched
by poverty so hittle provision is made for the children
in the way of having them supplied with healthy and
attracave reading.  Parents are heard continually
mourning over the fact that their young people are
“ continually going out.” How can they expect any-
thing else? They don’t make home attractive. A
few dollars a year on such periodicals as this are
grudged, and home life is made as dull as it well can
be, It is an awful mistake.

PRINCETON REVIEW for November. (New York :
37 Park Row. London, Ont.: Rev, Andrew Kennedy.)
—The * Princeton” still holds on its way in this its
56th year, with, we think, all its old vigour and effec-
tiveness. Nobody would even expect that every state-
nient in such a publication would meet with his ready
and absolute endorsation, but upon the whole, most
of our readers will be inclined to think that the gen-
cral tone and drift of the “ Princeton ” aie still of the
right character and in the right ditection. There are
some articles in the present number, all very well
worthy of a careful perusal. The * Sabbath Ques.
tion ” is discussed very ably by President Scelye of Am.
Principal Dawson of Montrea!, comes
out on his favourite subject, * The Antiquity of Man
and the Origin of Species.” Professor Fisher of Yale
College, dwells upon the ‘¢ Historical Proofs of Chris-
tianity,” and President McCosh has a paper on
“ Criteria of the Various Kinds of Truth.” Weshould
think that in the absence of any native publication of
the kind, the * Princeton ” ought to have a very con.
siderable citculation in Canada. where there is an
cver increasing class of people who could appreciate
and profit by the discussions found in its pages. The
Rev. Andrew Kennedy, London, Ont., still, as for a
long tune past, cont.nues to act as agent for this and
other publications in the western part of Canada.

IMMERSION PROVED TO BE NOT A SCRIPTURAL
MobE o¥ BAPTISM BUT A RoaiSH INVENTION, etc,
By Rev. W. A, McKay, B.A,, Woodstock. Second
edition, revised and enlarged, with a “ Reviewer Re.
viewed.” (Toronto: C.B. Robinson, § Jordan street.)
—\We are glad to see that Mr. McKay's pamphlet
which we noticed some time ago has been insvch de-
mand as to warrant the 1ssue of a new and enlargee
edition. It certamnly “ carries the war into Africa.’?
and with a good deal of vigour and plainness of
speech.  We hope to see this editiun also go off very
rapudly. We quite sympatluze with Mr. McKay in
his introductory statement that “ Christian baptism in
its nature, design, mode, and s..ojects, does not res
cewve the attentivn 1n our Presbytenan pulpits that its
unportance demands, especially in view of another
fact that our peuple are being constantly assailed as
to the scriptural warrant of our practice.” It would
of course be exceedingly undesirable for our ministers
to dwell as much on the subject as Baptists do, but a
Iutle more teachiny; and discussion on the point would
be opportune and profitable in no ordinary degree,
Many find themselves in perplexity when they come
into discussion with Baptist neighbours and acquain-
tances, and there is no need that they should be. The
literature on the subject 1s botk large and varied, but
very many have not access to mu. b of this, and these
will find the prominent points in the < 3otroversy over
both the mode and subjects of baptism put very
clearly and very pithily in Mr. Mcsay's vigorous
and timely pamphlet.

A CORRESPUNDENT writes us to say in reference to
a dissent taken in the London Presbytery with refer-
ence to the call from Delaware, that the reason was
“that Delaware congregation furnished no guaran‘es
of stipend.”



