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HINDRANCES AND NELPS TO Ttk SPREAD
OF PRESRYTERIANISM.
A LRCTURK DELIVERRD BY RRV. T:I.NCIML SACTH AR, (LD, AT THR

OPRNING UP THR FRASAVTRERIAN COLLKUR, MaN ' AbAL, uN
WADNRIDAY, 13T OCTONER, 1870,

Presbyterianism means a form of chureh government, but
it te seldom thought of aphst from the docttinal system, the
creed, with which it hay ‘»ccn assaciated for centuties.

In the present inquiry it will not be necessary to dwell
upon dogma, although we cannot overlook (s value, and the
vast importance of sound scholanthip and bigh theological
attalnments, as well as of vital godliness and practical Christ-
{an activity.

In venturing to indicate some of the hindrances and helps
to the spread of Presbyterianism 1 am deeply «wnsible of the
delicacy of the subject and the danger of being misunder-
stowd and even inisrepresented, but I have unlimited confie
dence (n truth of any sort, and a stronp conviction that the
time has come when the truth on this sulject should be
spoken out. 1 wish it to bie distinctly understnnd, hawever,
at the outsct that in dealing with Presbyteriamsm, whether
in the form of comnicndation or criticism, 1t Is no part of iny

lan to depreciate other forms under which the ¢ hurch of
sod exists.  We chicerfully accord them all a proper measure
of respect, hut claim the libesty to prefer aur own and to
cling to it Lecause, after full investigation, we believe it to
cmbody more truth, and to be instrumental 1n the dissemina.
tion of more truth, than any other system. If any one thinks
otherwise hie is bound in conscience to leave our communion
—and the sooncr hie does so the better for himsell and for
the Church~and 10 join the body which he honestly thinks
sscs these qualitics,

Onc other preluninaty semark.  What is advancal i tius
address {s not intended to be of mcrcl( local application
The hindsances discussed exist, it is believed, sulneet of
course to vatious modifications, throughout tlus liomimon,
and it may be to some extent in Great Brtainand the U nited
States, but I have chiclly in view aur own country

What are these hindrances?

1. Ignorance of the fundamental principles of Preshyter.
lanism. Ths ignorance exius amung vurselves and beyond
oursclves.

It is only jus! to recognize the fact at ance that there are
very many intelligent and scholarly persons beyond the Pres.
byterian Church who know tts lustory and candudly appre-
clate us senptural foundatun as well as its noble and suicess.
ful cfTorts in defence of the truth and of humun ficedam §
but there are also vast and increasing multitwles in this and
in every other country whoe have never made our doctrines
and polity a special study, who have neither read nor heard
discussions of ovur prinaples and are satisfied to scly apen
vague and inaccurate hcam\{ virtual'y amounting to tradi-
tional slandet as to what we held and teach.

They have read in some cheap story book, or popular work
of fiction, or they have been told, and they have taken no
trouble to inquire into the truth of the tale, what P'resbytes-
ians believe.  Hence, to not a few the sum and substance of
Presbyterianism is teally a gross travesty upon a few of the
doctrines of the Church, They have thus been lad to think,
for example, that we hold o doctnne of Predestination,
cquivalent to fatalism and which makes God a cruel, heast.
less despot 3 that we helieve in a doctrine of reprobating
which represents God as creating countless millions of men
for the very purpose of dooming them to eternal torments ;
that we sincetely behieve in the everlasting perditin of in.
numerable mynads of infants who dic Liefore they are alle to
decern the right hand from the 1eft 5 that we delight to limit
the gospel call, the offer of mercy, and the opcrations of

race exclusively to the clect, and actually teach that these
avouted few ate nfallibly destined to unexding glory no
matter how they behave themselves in this world 5 that we
ignore the necessity of vegeneration and conversion, and
openly deny man's fice agency, and thus annihilate lus sc.
sponsibility and the very basis of all human morality.

Such notions as these, such grass perversions of what con-
stitutes our belief are Jamentably prevalent, to be met with
in the workshop, in the street, in the thoroughfares of buss-
ness, alinost cverywhere, and it is not surprising that persons
cherishing such opimuns shiould shun, or cven vigorously op-
pose and denounce what they call Preshyterianism.

Others again know Presbyterianism nnlj- through distorted

representations of certam features of our discipline and wor.
ship.
{thy have heard of austere and Puritanic views in favour
.« a sort of Jewish obsesvance of the Sabbath and apainst
innocent social customs and indulgences being ngid f en.
forced—personal liberty being rudely and uuwarrantably in.
vaded and crushed in the sacred name of religion —manly
sports and virtucs being discouraged and canting hypoerisy
being upheld and cultivated, and inquisitorial scrutiny being
made by Kirk Scssions, Preshyteries, and Assemblics inte
what is In no sense their business, into the beliefs, the opin-
ions and practices of men for which they are sesponsible to
God alone,  They have read garbled reports of lmir-scliling
discussions, angry debates and tyrannical decisions by cc-
clesiastics, and these they take to be the bone and sinew of
T'resbyterianism.

Then as to worship, as to matters under the head of the
qus liturgum, they take us to be a people strongly addicted
to Psalm-singing in a way of our own, to the exclusion of
nearly all C?nristi:m hymns, and these Psalms readered in
rupged and unfinished verse scarcely distinguishable from ifl-
written prose and set to barharous music rendered in a most,
discordant maancr ; a people of inexhaustible patience and
boundless capacity for Yislcning to long, dull, doctrinal ser-
mons, and withal stubbornly opposed to culture and the fine
arts cspecially in the house of Ged, and yet not pre-eminently
deveut inasmuch as we are said to be oot a little given to
gazing in all dircctions while the minister is anguing out
some theological (uestion in his disorderly extemporancous
prayer.  These, and such Jike items, constitute to their
minds Presbyterianism,

Now it would Le folly to claim for our Church infalli-
bility on all the points thus caricatured, or to saythat we are
in no measure responsible for such- perverted conceptions,

that we have done nnthing to give occasion for them, and
that those who entettain lﬁcm ate wholly to blame ¢ it might
be unsale and unjust to assume this posdtion, hut it is per
fectly safe to say of such persons that they are, from what-
cver cause, profoundly tgznorant of the st prnciples of our
Church and of the sipritual life and activity of our people,
and, of cnurse. such Ignorance i a formidable hindrance to
the spread of I'reshyterianism,

But Ict us look at home, among our own ranks; here the
same evil prevails toa very consitderable extent And we neerd
not be sunprised if peaple shnuld geent heartless in upholding
and dilatory in cxlcml‘n;: o system which they do not under.
staml,  Led us nnt fear to ook cach other i the face and
{rankly ask the question, du out people as a whole know and
appreciate our priaciples?  1e there not a large number who
are 'reshyterians by force of hahit, by the accident of birth
or circumstances, rather than by conviction and intelligeny
tnvestigation 2 Their attachinent to the Cliurch 18 traditional
and even superstitious to A great extent.  The matter is casily
testel,  Ow !\nnrlplcs are arcurately and admiably formue
latesd in certain books, in * The Westminsier Canfeasion of
Faith ” and Latechisms, but are these works understood and
mastered by the rank and fife of Fresbytenans?  flow many
househulds possess a copy of them ? N ery many 1 grant do.
hut very mnay do not xro they in the hands ofall aurelders
anid deacansand Sabbath school teachersand heads of famitics
who mould the character and opunions of the nsing genera.
twon and are suppused in lorally to theit own convictiuns, to
their historic past, and to the truth of God to teach the doc.
trines and the polity of the Church?  ‘The hooks, with per-
haps the exception of the Shoster Catechism, have a very

| {united circulation.  No Canadian publishing house, so far

as known to me, has issucd an cdition of them. There is a
growing feeling which is already strong and dominant in
many instances that these books are too dull, and hard, and
antiquated for cur progresuve age and that il they ate to be
looked at at all they os‘f\ould be relegated to the hbmnes of
winisters and colleges  Some go cven the length of pionsl?'
deploring the very existence and the dissemination of such
works. | read not very lonp ago in a rehgious paper which
1s not Presbytenian but largely patronized ﬁ)' them anexpires-
siva of gufuund segret that our ¢* Confessinn of Faith * nad
bieen rendered acoeseible to the Chinese, beeause it had ale
ready sufficiently listurhed and distracted the religious world,
Are there not wany who sccreily and very hearuly sy
pattize with such absund and ignurant notivns, and even with
cpen attacks and ropraaches <o frecly directed of late agalnst
aur standards?  They have not read them, they have no
time or patience to do so ; but they know that they are bad
and deserve to pensh,  Others again are greatly in love with
the thought of bemng Bible students.  They have quilc out-
grewn the nisdom of the Westmineter divines  They are
sure that it is infinitely better to go direct to the fouptain-head
than to strecams polluted by human touch. Our principles,
they say, arcallin the wond of God, and we ignore and despise
mere human vention  we are free to determine our own
biclief«  we are bent upon propress and refuse 1o hie ruled
and fettered by any hm‘; made by a set of ceclesiastics two
centurics ago.

Precisely so, we answer. Down with mere ccclesiasticism.
Pensh every dogmaand every book which onntroverts the
Book of God, Let the Bible be supreme and let us search
it through and through.  But do the persons thus carried
away with the peand thought of onginal Bhilical snvestiga.
tion attend to 1t 2 They strongly asseni their independence
of all helps and of al} amiquit{ and frecly dennunce formu.
lated crecds ; but after that what do they produce? 1f they
determine their own principles with suﬂ'!c:cnt accuracy to
deserve to be recorded what are they doing but preparing
another man-made book perhaps far inferior to those they
discasd At any mte, my observation is to the eficer that
those who on the score of liberty and projress keep them.
sclves intentionally ignorant of the small manuals now with.
in their reach are the very persons, however much they may
clamnous for direct appeals to the Bible, who make very in-
different and unsuccessful students of God's Book: 1 donot
say that we have many within our pale of the class now re.
ferred to, and ! have no wish 10 press the charge of ignor-
ance unduly. The ‘)coplc of other denominations often
generously volunteer the apinion that we are better read in
Divine things than they are themselves, and perhapsatis
unwise 1n us to cast suspicion upon what s thusso S:racmusly
asserted,  We have certamly a sort of traditional glory fn
this respect which it would be well to vindicate by couvine.
ing all of our ion of solid attainments; and I should
be delighted to think that ail our people, young and old,
could pass a scarching cxamination in the fundamental

rinciples and even the minute detauls of our scriptural polity 3

ut T cannot ventue to believe that they possess any such
knmwledge. My fear is that proper scrutiny into the matter
by ministers and elders would disclose lamentable ignorance
on the part of vast numbers as to the doctrines, the constitu.
tion, and U ¢ discipline of the Church, constituting, as is
self-evident, a most formidable hindrance to the spread of
P'resbyterianism,

11." A szcond hindtance arises from the failure of our elders
to come up to the scriptural ideal of their office, and heace
comparative inactivity among their ranks.

Probably we all fail-~both ministers and people—~to take
in the full sigmficance of the fact that ours is a Presbyterian
Church, and apostolic in this respect—a church instructed,
cdified, and ruled, under Jesus Christ, by Preshyters or
elders.  Let us try to understand for 2 moment the status of
our clders according to Scripture and the practice of our
Church, that wemay see wherein .-m{ of them scem to come
short of it. Our clders are not mere laymen but ccclesiastics,
as truly so as was the Apostle Peter, who said *the clders
that arc among you I exhort who am also an elder.”  They
arc clected by the voice of the people, according to apostolic
practice, and solemnly ordained not to a secular but to a
sacted office—an office which we are accustomed to desig.
nate the highest in the New Testament Church, It is well
known, accordingly, that in seeking to check the pretentions
of prelacy we triumphantly establish the identity of Bishops
nn& Elders. We do s0, as you are aware, upon several valid

. grounds.  We show that the terms ¢piscopos and presduteros

are {n the New Testament used Imcrchan§eal\ly. used to
designate the same persons, and therefore Scriptural Bishops
and elders are the same—a position which s now l’mnk‘y
conceded by candid and sc ml:nlr p wnl;all:\m, such as
Dean Alford, 1r, ;ncob. Bishop Filicott' anl others.

We show that the duties and functions of bishops and
clders, according to the apostles, are the same, or, in other
words, that the elder 1s officially qualificd] to do everything
which ULelongs to the lishop, and, therefore, we have not
two onders of cerleriastics but one.  Hence the purity, the
dfficial equality of all Presbyters, and the unscriptural char.
acter of “nc practice of allowtng nn{ one of them to lord it
over the rest by claiming authoritatlve jurisdiction, ar uswep.
h;]g the sole right to ordain or set apast others to the sacred
oiice.

We go further in this argument.  We show that in aposs
tulic churches, whose rmclicc we are bound to follow, there
were a plurality of elders or bishops - -a single conpregation
having had not_onc, bul possibly a dozen bishops, all hold.
ing the same oflice and rank and exercising the same author.
ity within that congregation.  Hence the New Testament
Chutch, in the days of the aposiles, knew nothing of Diocesan
fopiscopacy  This again is granted by candid Episcopal
wiiters who plead for diocesan jusisdiction merely on the
greund of expedicncy and human convenience, and who do
not presume to deny the lustoric fact that in hundreds of in.
stances, as in the case of the I'uritans in England and the
founders nf EpiscopncY in Scotland, their ownchurch most
uncquivocally acknowledged the validity of Presbyterial or-
dination.

Thus in argument, at least, we virdicate very fully the
Seriptural rights and functions of clders; and practfeally
we go a preat length in the same direction.  Our clderscen.
stitute the loeal or congregational Presbytery commonly
known as the Kuk Scssion, The{' sit in cqual numbers
with ministers, or lc:\chmf: clders, in all our other courts.
They are appointed commissioners to the General Assembly,
or Su&ncmc Coust of aur Church; and there no distinction
is made between them and ministers except that by long
established custum they are excluded from the Moderator's
chair, and are scldom called upon to lead the devotions of
the house. They speak, to be sure, nat so much as clerical
members, they move and sccond resolutions, they vote, they
act on Committees, they present reports—do everything that
munisters can do.  Thus it is in mectings of the Assembly,
cliers bieing in no sense denuded of the functions of their
oftice, Pres {tcn‘a! purity being most fully recognized, the
Moderator himself being only pramus snter pares.

It 18 cvident, therefore, that the difference between the
teaching clder and the ruling clder is not as great as is often
supposed. It amournts just to this much. ‘The ruling elder
is usually ordained by the Kitk Session without the imposi.
tion of hands ; but tlus mode has been called in question
and 1t has been urged that in strict conformity to apostolic
practice all elders should be ordained by pm{cr and the lay.
ing on of the hands of the Presbytery. Be thisas it may. I
cnter not upon the discussion of the subject here, but venture
to think that the ordination of the ruling and the teaching
clder as now conducted is virtually identical. In the one
case we have the congregational Presbytery, or Kirk Ses.
sion, composed of a company of clders residing in one place,
belonging to one church, in the other case we have the dis.
trict ’resbytery composed of a company of elders drawn
frum a wider area {rom several churches conferring the office.
‘The ordaining body in bath cases is made up of Presbyters
and the office they confer, whatever form they follow, is that
of the cldership. ~ 1t appears to me therefore that the only
thing really clauned as sxclusively belonging to the teaching
clder is the formal act of dispensing the sacraments.

And cven in this act he does not exercisc arbitrary power
and is not strictly alone or left to his own wil), for accord.
g to the seemly usa;ic of the whole Presbyterian Church
teaching and ruling elders act together and upon terms of
ofiicial equality in determining who are worthy to receive
the sacraments; and in the dispensatinn of the Lord’s supper
the teaching clder is assisted by his co-elders and it K:s
always been understood that his presiding in this service im-
thies no usurpation whatever of sacendotal office and power,

t is true that the work of public instruction on the Lord's
day falls chiefly upon the teaching elder, and it is right that
it should e so, becausc this is hus vocation to which he de-
votes hus life and energy and for which he is supposed to be
preeminently qualified by grace and natural ability and edu.
cation. Iut he is hy no means to have a perfect mono’goly
in this respect, or in the exercise of this function of his office.
He is the r ized teacher, but not the enly teacher, of
the flock—all the elders should be, and were in the days of
the apostles—'*apt to teach,” and it is greatly to the edifi
cation of the church when they heartily engage'in this work,
if not from the pulpat certainly in the class-room, the prayer.
meeting, and from house to house. Dut is this Scriptural
distribution of authority and work always cantied out prac-
tically ? Have we not in many instances a sort of autocracy,
a1 onc-man-powcet, in congregations? The minister, accord-
ing to his own wish it may be, is expected and allowed todo
cverything and to be the sole ruler of the flock.  Is there a0
clerical assumption—yes, and youthful presumption on the

att of Sunday school boys and teachers and others who
ignore the very existence of the bench of Presbyters insome
churches? It may be said that clders in such cases have
themselves to blame.  That they are persons fit only to be
superannuated, destitute of culture and religious activity and
the elasticity of youth, behind the age in all respects, chosen
only on the ground of their peculiar quictness and sup
&c(ll) I am not going to discuss this point: I leaveit to
ccided by every one for himself. It may be that suffi
cicnt care is not always taken to draw the youthful talent and
sanctificd business power of the Church into the eldership ;
and it is certain, at any rate, that in very many congregma.
tions eldersarc not distinguished for activity—~they have no
special work in hand—therc are no districts allotted them
which they are expected to visit and in which they are to
conduct praycr-mectings, catechetical services, and classes
for the instruction of the young—they do not even believe
that it belongs to their oftice to be thus ¢h with the
care of souls, and hence many of the baptised children of the
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