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selves a dishonoured old age, if they ever reach old

tage atall. Only the striCtest temperance can save
you from this, while total abstinence alone can make
you perfectly safe from it I have supposed the
case as that of a man, but women are far from
being without danger, particularly from this second
and nine subtle form of the evil.

The Eighth Commandment enjoins pesfect up-
rightness —*“L'o be #rwe and just in 2/f my dealings.”
Examine yourselves about this. If your conscierce
accuses you of any dishonesty, if restitution is pos-
sible be sure to md®e it. Now, while this Com-
mandment is very far-reaching, we may get one or
two principles which will make it unnecessary to
go into details. In all bargaining, all buying and
selling, all business transactions take this certain
rule, Every honest bargain must be an advantage
10 both parties, and a Christian is bound to consider
the case of the other party as well as his own. (s
Cor. x. 23). 1 might enlarge to any extent upon
this, but it is unnecessary ; try it for yourself upon
questions of prices, wages, rates of interest, and
you will see how it works. To this I will call your
attention. This rule at once condemns gamblng
and betting in every degree. If 1 win a bet, I gain
by the loss of another, and no man who has any
high view of Christian justice would allow himself
to bein that position. The world's sense of honour
is satisfied if a man pays his bets. A keen sense of
Christian honour would make 2 man feel himself
degraded by taking a bet from another.

Another subject comes under this head, viz., that
of debt.  He who wilfully leaves his debis unpaid
steals ; he who carelessly incurs debt without pros-
pect of being able ta pay it when due is not honest ;
he who is carcless and dilatory about paying his
debts is acting unjustly. I cannet here refrain from
speaking strongly about the sufiering and distress
that are often caused by those who, from thought-
lessness or selfish regard to their own convenience,
do not imimediately pay {it may be to poor persons)
what is due to them. A poor woman has earned
Ly a day's work perhaps jo cents, or a poor man
Ly a job has earned a dollar or two. They need
the money for the necessaries of life, and should
have it the very day itis due.  They are kept some
days or wecks without it by persons wno quite for-
get that Ly keeping back his wages from the poor
man they are guilty of a sin specially denounced in
Gon's Word.  Of course. extravagance of all kinds
1s forbidden ; it is that which leads to unpaia debts.
Just as about the matter of temperance I gave you
a command and a counsel, so I would here.  The
comniand —pay your debts promptly ; the counsel
—incur no debts 2t all.  Giving or receiving bribes
is against justice.

Still another subject comes under this Command-
ment, viz., that of a’msgiving (Malachi iii. 8), in
which term is included all giving, charitable and
religious purposes. It is the third of the three Gos-
pel good works.  (St. Mate. vi. 1-20). Prayer is
the homage of the soul ; fasting, of the bedy : alms-
giving, of the substance. Here it is easy to find a
principle. It is this: Give some fixed proportion
of what you have. When your wages, salary, pio-
fits, income, whatever it may be, come in, put to
one side the determined proportion, and feel that
that 15 not yours to spend.  And in estimating what
you have to spend, reckon not your gross income,
but your income less the determined proportion.
The Jews were required to give 2 tenth of the pro-
duce of the soil. No proportion is commanded to
Christians ; that you may decide for yourselves,
only let it be fixed.

We now come to the Ninth Commandment. We
considered truthfulness generally under the Third.
Only one particular form of untruthfulness is now
brought beforc us.

To report to my neighbour's disadvantage what
I know to be untrue about him, is the most flagrant
form of this sin. But we must go deeper than this.
‘Yo report to my neighbour's disadvantage anything
which I do not certainly 4wozr fo de true, is to
break this Commandment. But Christian Charity
will go stilt further than this, and will lead us to lay
down this rule. Not to report to my neighbour's
disadvantage anything, however true, witAout ne-
cessitp.  1f 1 have anything good to say about my
neighbour let me say it. if not I can hold my
tongue, unless necessity requires me to speak,

Now examine yourself carefully about this mat-
te1, and make your resolution against gossipping,
making ill-natured remarks, careless exaggerations.
Commit to memory Philippians iv. 8, and make
that the rule of your thoughts, and out of the abun-
dance of your heart your mouth will speak.

The Tenth Commandment teaches, in one word,
“contentment”—*“To do my duty in that state of
life to which it shall please Gop 1o calime.” Guard
carefully against thinking that if your circumstances
were different, your opportanities greater, your
hmdrances less, you would better ; ysu would do
nothing of the kind. Gop knows better than you
do what is best for you, where you can do best,
and He has put you there. ‘Don't sit idly down
and regret that you are not in other circumstances
than those around you, or that you are not different
from what you are’; but-being where you are, and
what you are, “work out your own salvation with
fear and trembling,” and yet with hopeful confidence
in that “Gop which worketh in you” It may be
asked about worldly matters; Ought not one try and
get on? Yes, in' the right way; and that is-to
think very little of getting into a higher place, and
very much of doing faithfully your duty n the Place
in which you are. This last is trus. Chrisfian “amh-
bition,” and the-only conclusion of genuine success:
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LIBERALITY.

(To the Edizors of the Church Gaacdi1n)

S1rs,—May I respectfully ask on what authority
the Rev. Mr. Hill, in his recent speech on Univer-
sity Conselidation, states that Sir Alexander Croke
was a man of narrow, bigoted, and illiberal views?
Was he more so than his colleagues in the trust of
the Governorship of King's College, and in what
respect? The gentlemen associated with him were
the Lieut.-Govemor, Sir John Wentworth, Bishop
Inglis, Chief Justice Biowers, R. ]. Uniacke,
Speaker of the Assembly; I. Stewart, Solicitor
General ; B, Wentworth, Pravincial Secretary. Are
we to understand that they were all controlied by
the “intense cleverness” of Sir Alexander? “T'hongh
aman of great learning and distinguished ability,
whose dectsions as Judge of the Vice-Admiralty are
held in respect by British and foreign tribunals, he
was probably not free from some of the prejudices
of the times in which he lived, and may even have
held the opinion which many yet ¢ntertain, that the
39 Articles should be subscribed by all who seck to
otrtain the benefits of a collegiate institution sustain-
¢d by Churchmen, founded by the joint™ction of
the Legislture in 1789 and the Crown in 1503,
when the great body of the people were of one
persuasion, but is he or any man o be branded
at this day as bigoted or illiberal on that account ?

Dissenters had not contributed, and were not
asked to contribute, to the support of the nstitu-
tion ; but, right or wrong, the requirement 1o sign
the Articles conld not then be deemed  unreasona-
ble.  Approving of the concession since made, dis-
pensing with that requirement in the case of seenlar
students, L do not regard as illiberal the man who
may entertain a different opinion.  Roman Catho-
lic Emancipgtion was opposed, and the Corn laws
were upheld for a long peried by the Duke of Wel-
Iington and 3ir R. Peel.  The great and good Sir
M. Hale believed in witcheraft, Bonaparie was
superstitious, and many men of enlarged minds have
held opinions to which few educated persons would
now assent,  Arc these eminent men te be stigma-
tized as illiberal and narrow-minded? 1s it not
somewhat Pharisaical to pronounce any man's
views narrow or bigoted since they concide not
with our own, it may be, in religion, politics, or any
of the many questions on which intelligent men (lif-
fer?  Am [, Mr. Editor, to arrogate to mysclf
and deny to you the appellation of liberality be-
cause I'Uo not, and you, perhaps, may regard sub-
scription to Articles essential under some circum-
stances?  There is a spuriousiiberality which looks
less at that which is true than that which is popular.
What is the Rev. Mr, Hill's test of that which is
genuine ? It is quite possible that some may con-
sider his views on certain subjects illlberal or bigot-
ed; but what would be thought if, some eighty
years hence, when he had passed into the eternal

world, a person yet unborn and unknown
to him personally, in the presence and
hearing  possibly  of  surviving  relatives,
fricnds or admirers, at a Jarge assemblage

of literary men, should apply to him the disparaging
terms in which he has spoken of Judge Croke?
Until better informed, as I wish to be, I must
regard the statement as an assertion without proof.
If any should be offered, I may, with your permis-
sion, have something further to say on the subject.

The good maxim, ‘De mortuis nil nisi bonum, is
one that on such, as on other occasions, it would
be well to remember and observe.

Justrria.
27th June.

THE REVISED VERSION.

(To the Editors of the Church Guardian.)

Strs,—I think that many of your readers will be
interested in the subjoined short speech of the
Bishop of London, delivered in the Upper House
of the Convacation of Canterbury on the occasion
of the presentation to that body of the Revised
Version of the New Testament. The Rishop of
London's words are wise and timely, and it will do
us all good to ponder them.

1 notice some correspondence in your paper with
reference to the introduction of a Revised Version
of the Holy Scriptures intqe the public services of
the: Church. There may be somé doubt on- the
subject in England—though I think there can be
very little after the letter of Lord Chancellor Sel-
bome—<but there can be none in the Dominion.
‘The Canadian Church has legislated on the subject
nmost distinctly in the 13th Canon of the Provincial
Synod. “That Canon enacts -that “no alteration
‘shall’ ‘be' made -in the version of the Scriptures
-authorized to be read in churches, unless the same
shall be enacted at one session of the Provincial
Syhod,. ald’ confirpied ‘at another session of the

‘same " It ig Worthy 6f notice also that while the

-Synod- has: given . permission for the adoption in

Canada of alterations inade i the Prayer Book by
one authority in England, by the action of one ses-
sion of our Provincial Synod, it has distincly refsed
to allow this to be done m the case of a new ver-
sion of the Authorized Version of the Bible, In
order that such a version, after being adopted (sup-
posel by the 1wo Convocations of Canterbury and
York, and aathorized by Act of Pacliament, should
be legalized for wse in the Canadian Chureh, it
must be adopted at ane scssion of the Provincial
Syned, and confirmed by the vote of two-thirds of
cach House at anather.

With reference o the merits of the Revision, it
would be going against the Bishop of London's
advice 1o prononnce  dogmatically, without the
tullest and wmost carcint stidy of the eatire Book, )
may, however, say, as the result of the examination
which 1 have been able so far to make, that, in my
judgment, it is altered v a vast mumber of places
unnecessanly, and in a2 great many places and re-
speats for the worse,  “Vhere area great many blots
in i, which must prove fual to its aceeptance
unless they are removed.  One thing, too, 18 evi-
dent @ that mauch of the rythm and sweetness of the
old Book is gone ; there is a haldness and harshnes
about the new to which no one who knows the old
could ever be reconciled. 1 trust it is not impossible
to hope for a further revision of the Revision, by
which all the excellences of the new version (for
this it is) may he retained, and the nmsic and
sweetness of the oid also,

Hixry Rox, DD,

Bishop's College,

Lennoxville, 2gth June, 1881,

Tue Biswor or loxoax's Seeven,

1 should just Hke o say one or two words in re
gard 1o the Revision of the New ‘Testament, ]
hope it will not be misunderstood by the clergy and
Wity, as it appears 10 be misunderstood by some,
and, ndeed, by many writers for the public press.
{t has been spoken of as i itwas a revision which
any clergyman was authotized 10 use in s place
on the Sunday or other day ir he thought i, As
vour lordships know, itwas decided by Convocation
that when the contract was completed it would go
out to the public, but that it could come before the
Church for its consideratton and, @f2er tfose wmend-
ments fod deci wade w0ich approved Yhemselves to
the Cirurchy that it should be recognized as such;
and that the time will come (how soon we know
not) when it will Le received as the Authorized
Version, and by some authority (I know not what)
be permitted to be read in churches. 1 think
would be a great misforiune if it should be thought
by any clergyman that he was at liberty, mercly be-
cause he had the BBook in his hand, to introduce,
according to his own will and judgment, such parts
of the Revision as he happen to have approved.
Many of these alterations at first sight may startle
the old prejudices and feelings of a large number of
Church people, and any clergyman who, at his own
option, mtroduces it as the revisgl edition o be
read in churchies, takes a liberty which he has no
right 10 take. I rather hape, taa, that it witl not be
made the subject of frequent discussion for the
next two or three years, especially by young clergy-
men, who, perhaps, can hardly construce the original,
and that they will not preach to their people as to
the differences between the old version and the new,
and express their opinions and draw lessons from
it. A great deal of patient study is required, and
all should go through that necessary process hefore
they ought to jronounce or press the claims of
superiority of onhc version over the other.  Atten-
tion is sometimes given 10 portions to which it has
not been given Liefure, and the thought strikes them
that they ought to give it to their hearers. The
real value of this Rewvision 1s to lay before the
Church, dlergy and Jaity the result of the study and
the mature scholarship of the bust scholars of our
day, and of those who have read the opinions of the
ancient Church.  The result may be an extremely
valuable one, but we cannot give our opinion on it
at present, because we may be entirely ignorant of
it as a work —a work for which we are very thought-
ful indeed, but a work which those who have under-
taken it feel needs the cespecial supervision of the
Great Author of the Holy Scriptures, Who, in His
mercy and goodness, has permitted them to carry it
out to the end, I can only express the hope fhaf i
@ttt not be assSimed too readily and o hastily that
it is o supersede the version which has been in use

so leng, and which all English speaking Christians

so much esteem, love and reverence.”

PRESENTMENT 'TO PARISHES,

(T the Editors of the Church Guardian,)

Sirs,—In your last number (16th inst.}, “D. C.
M." proposes to put me through a catechetical course,
and asks a series of questions, I think he is travel-
ling away from the subject he started with. He
began his contributions to the GUARDIAN with sug-
gesting how much better the affairs of the Church,
and especially the Presentation to Parishes, would

be managed if the rights of nominationand election,
were removed from the parishioners ‘and conferred °

tipon the Bishop and a Clerical Board. T joined

issue’ with him by endeavouring to show that the -

tw, ,the customs of society, and ancient Church
precedents were in favour of lay action, even to the’
appointment to the Apostleship ; and instead of his
showing that I was wrong: 'or imistzken, and, évert
without” raising 2 demurrer to” anything’ I"have
stated, he draws up a’set of articles which he asks:

I

me o answer,  Even this I am willing to comply
with, and will consume as little space as possible it
doing so. 1 take his questions as he numbers
them, . S

v Whether T belicve the same method's showld be
nied in sclecting Ambassadors of Christ as reprosen
tatives of the people )

Ans. Yes, as a general rale; the Chureh in
some of her ardinances pursues a somewhat siniilar
practice.  What is the “ 87 Owis” but 2 nappeal to
the public to approve of the proposed ordination of
a candidate, or ift objection 1s had to him to declare
itat once. 1t is a notice read out publicly, calling
fer approval or ehjection ; and has not any person
who hears it the right w reply to it i he has any
reply to give ?

2. Whether the 120 disciples of
bady conivalent 0 our parishioners.

Ans.  Yes; except that the parishioners of the
present day are a better onmnized body than the
carly disuiples  were, vesulling from  the highae
developrient of the Churel’s system and discipline.

3 Whather St Matthias was chosen from thes
already ordained to e a parechial minister )

Ans,  Matthing was not chosen from a body of
ordained persons.  There were none sueh at the
time. St Mauhias when clected to be an apostle
was an ordinary lay disciple,  Whether afice his
clection he was ever ordained or not there is no
evidenee to show,  All we are told is he was -
bered with the cleven,  Whether he underwent any
ceremaony of ardination, as we understand the word,
ot what his subsequent career and work were, is not.
Enown,  The Sernipuures never mentian him agin,
and tradition is alinest equally silent. Whether he
bad a lacal or parockicl charge only or travelled
abiout like the other apostles o otl er places is o
where recorded.

3 Wacther I fgnore the Agostles guuerv, 2oz
SAGl they preack execpt they de senf 17

Ans, The only seatiment 1 have ignored is “1),
C. M5, that a clerical or any outside boards is
superior 1o the great body of parishioners in the
choice uf an Incumbent

5. Mow much more influcnce can the laity haoe,
§c. ?

) Ans.  Tn asking this question, “I), C. M.” has
enumerated those influences which he conceives the
laity alrcady possess, ¢ g, (1) two te one of the
clergy in Synod, (2) the veto, (3) power to compel
institution of their nominee, (4) choice of wardens
and delegates, (5) power of the purse. ‘1o the
several couwnts of this indictment 1 plead natural
right s apperiaining to the Taity.  {1) ‘I'wo to one
over the clergy is but a very modcrate representa.
tion on the principle of population and interests
involved. (2) The veto is uothing more than the
lay vote ; conterchanging “D. C. M.'s" words, the
taity can equally say “the Bishop and clergy can
veto the daity on all points.” (3} Institution is
regulated by law, and rightly so, for if the Incum-
bent or Rector who should be chosen by a body of
parishioners shiould be one already at work in the

Hots siere o

| Diocese, or one who should he Lrought in from

another Diocese, with the proper letters dismissory,
why should his institution to the Parish which
clected him be refused.  Compulsmy institution in
such a casc ought not to be losked upon, 1 should
think, by any cleric as a grievance, and it cerlainly
cinnot be reckoned as one of the rights or privileges
of the laity. Hasnot “}). C. M."” gumption vnough
Lo sce that the law Lo compel institution is g profes-
tion te kis own order? Ihe laity do net care
whether a Rector is instituted or not. (4} The
thoice of wardens and delegates is one so naturally
helonging to the laily that 1 will not place myself
in the ridiculous position of attewpting to defend
it. (5) The power ol the purse, in the only sense
in which “D. C. M.” can use the phrase, means
that people who have money can give if they choose
to; butas far as controlling the funds of the Church,
it cannot be said that the laity hald the power of
the purse.  “1). C. M. asks finally “swhat more can
they have?’  Like Oliver I would ask for more.
I would ask to assimitate al} church business to the
rule observed in national and political matters. At
the Board of Home Missions and in the Synod |
would have all money grints and expenditures
ongmate with the laity, who are ‘the Commoners of
the Church. The Committee (Cabinet) of each
body should, like the Chancellor of the Exchequer,
or our Finance Ministers, bring in 2 budget each
year of proposed expenditure and probable income,
and grants should be made accordingly, and all
expenditures should be mercilessly kept within the
possible income.  If Dy so doing it should be found
that some. Missions and.Stations have to be given
up, then give them up until the funds ave provided
to sustain them. Itis no more creditable. to the

Church than to an individual to gb: into debt for
righteousness sake, and ‘the great. bulk. of . the laity

think this, and many speak of it, and ‘the
created by indebtedness is real . ofie of

which helps ‘to- create. the: deficiencics Wall are . -
continually presented to us‘from _dklﬂbiig, Afund
of the Church. - If 'we wotld - only" cofiditet ' ovr. -

‘church business on the principle of pay as you go,
and incut ‘obligations only as they can be mét, with -
certainty, for a few: years, gur position would soon

change for..the better, - :This; howeyer, can.qnly be

accomplished by the business men among ‘the laity -
insisting upon it, and this is one of the points I had
in mind when I claimed for the laity more influence -

in church matters.- - ., ¢ ..

“Yarmouth, zothJunc, 1881,




