244
Our Contributors.

CONCERNING DATIVE CASE
MEN.

BY KNOXONIAN.

We have all heard of the dying linguist,
who said he was sorry that he had not given
his life to the study of the Dative case.
Who that man was, and why he selected
the Dative case instead of any of the other
cases, are questions that we cannot answer.
The one thing clear is that the man was a
speclalist. Had he been allowed to live
his life over again he would have been an
expert on the Dative case. Had he been
called to give expert evidence against a boy
who had injured tbe Dative case in any way
his evidence would have led to the punish-
ment of the boy.

Speclalization is one of the features of
modern life. In every department of human
activity labom divides and sub-divides and
divides again. Advanced civilizatioo de-
mands specialties,. Not one man in a
thousand who rides in a top buggy has the
slightest idea of the number of experts re-
quired in the making of a modern covered
buggy. Medicine has sub-divided marvel-
Jously within a few years. There is a
specialist now for every part of the human
body from the hair of the head down to the
bunion that adorns the foot.

Educational work of all kinds is belng
cut up into specialties.

Whether so much specialization is a good
thing or the reverse is not a question that
ueed be discussed. The specialties are
aere in every line of human activity, Sen-
sible people deal with men and things as
they find them.

Has specialization come to stay? We
cannot tell. It may be nothing more thao a
craze. [t may pass away and come again
like wide trousers or small toed boots. One
thing we know, the trend is here and there is
no more use in arguing against a vigorous
trend than against a mania.

The trend towards specialties in theo-
logical education nominated two professors
in Knox College the other day. It goes un-
said that any member of the College Board
would rather have nominated a home man.
Indeed, it might be said witb perfect safety
that a large majority of the Board would,
other things being equal, have preferred a
graduate of Knox College. It was a clear
case of the good, all-around home man,
against the outsider who had given his time
and labour to one or two lines of study.
It was the generally well-equipped man
against the Dative case man and the
Dative case man won. If Kaox is to
keep in line with other theological institu-
tions and retain her hundred students the
Dative case man had to win.

It is easy to ask do Dative case profes-
sors turn out better preachers of the gospel
than high-class all-around men who have a
fair knowledge of their specialty, and fair
teaching ability combined with the breadth
and strength of character that moulds the
character of students. Personally we do not
believe they do. It has never been shown
that Princeton and Union with all their
specialties have turned out better preachers
than the graduates of Kaox College—an in-
stitution in which each professor has for half
a century been expected to do the work of
two or three specialists. But what is the
use in arguing against a mania? Thereis a
universal demand for specialists in theo-
logical as well as in every otber branch of
education. The college that does not try
to meet that demand will soon have no
students, and a college without students is
made in vain. Let us hope that the new
men aloog with their expert knowledge in
certain lines, may have the rare power of
kindling enthusiasm in students for all

branches of theological study, and above all -

bave the power to stimulate them to become
enthusiastic preachers of the glorious gospel
of the blessed God.

Why have we not more specialists among
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our own ministers and students? Mainly
because the conditions in which speclalists
are produced do not exist in this young
Church and young country. To pursue a
special line of study up to the point at
which a student becomes fit to teach his
specialty in a college he needs money, and
comparatively few Canadian students have
money or rich friends willing to give them
money. A post-graduate course is expen-
sive, and entirely beyond the reach of a
student who has had hard work to pay the
expenses incurred before graduation,

But supposing 'a student has finished his
course with a decided liking for some special
line of study, how many congregations have
we in the Church in which he can pursue
bis studies up to the point at which he is
qualified for a professorship, We know of
only one kind of congregation in which the
thing is more than barely possible. It might
be done in a small, quiet, rural congrega-
tion, composed of Scotch or Ulster people
who go to church as a matter of duty, and
consider it a privilege to do so. To expect
any man to become a specialist in any line
of study, and at the same time meet the de-
mands of a large town or city congregation,
or of a rural congregation, composed, per-
haps, of three stations, and scattered over
one or two townships, is to expect that
which is an utter impossibility for most
ministers. One pastor in five hundred may
do it but certainly the number must always
be small.

Of the thousand ministers in our Church
how many find time and strength for any
work over and above their pulpit pastoral
or professional duties. The number can al-
most be counted on one’s fingers. The de-
mands on a minister's time and strength in-
crease every year. Asa rule the unreason-
able demands do not come from his own
people. They come from people who have
no more right to his time or labour than
they have to the small change in his pocket.
But the fear of being described as *‘ un-
sociable,” or branded as a ** bigot,” or de-
nounced as being opposed to “* the caute,”
coupled too often with the fear that his own
people may not stand by him if he does not
go to all the meetings, sometimes leads
ministers to squander precious hours that
ought to be given to study.

When the conditions under which Can-
adian ministers and students work are im-
proved there will be no difficulty In fiading
within the Church suitable professors for
every chair.

THE CHURCH SERVICE SOCIETY:
4 REJOINDER.

BY AULD KIRK.

Kindly permit a few words of frank
criticism on the article from the pen of the
Rev. G. H. Smith, entitled ‘‘The Church
Service Soclety,” and which appeared in a
late issue. At the outset it is to be feared
Mr. Smith has confounded two entirely
distinct organizations, viz., ‘* The Church
Service Society ” and “ The Scottish Church
Soclety.,” Both exist in the Church of
Scotland. The former embraces many of
the most famous divines in that body. It
has existed about thirty years and judged by
its fruits has been anything but iniquitous.
Its best kaow publication is "Evy oloyiov—
A Book of Oommon Order. This book, it
is well know, has been favorably received
everywhere and is sufficiently indicative of
the aims of the Society. The Society has
never advocated vestments, though many
clergy in Scotland wear their degree hoods
in addition to gown and bands, nor has it
ever advocated prayers for the dead. A
Society oo exactly similar lines also exists
in the U.P. Church in Scotland. The
Society has disowned any sympathy, and
refuses to have any association, with ‘ The
Scottish Church Society.”  This latter
Society, one likely to pass into well-merited
oblivion, was organized, Ithink, less than
ten years ago by a few cranks, not one of
whom is well known. lts aims are some-
what ritualistic and a few of its members,
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not the Society as such, have advocated
‘¢ prayers for the blessed dead.” It is not
falr because of the vagaries of this obscure
association to hold up the older one which
was never more vigorous than to-day, to
ridicule. I may say I question very much
whether the Charch Service Society publish-
es any perlodical literature.

With regard to the pulpits adorned with
carved images I presume Mr. Smith does
not wish us to belleve such images are
worshipped. If they are not what more harm
is there in having figures carved on the side
of a pulpit than having them ina stained
glass window, such as may be seen any day
in many a Presbyterian Church in this
country. If Mr. Smith sees such terrible
danger in a stone communion table, does he
see any in a stone baptismal font? If we
can have a stone church, a stone font, why
not a stone table? What worse ritualism
can there be than to believe that the
material a communion table is made of af-
fects the nature of the service ? If it bea
wooden table the service is a sacrament, if
it be a stone table the service is a sacrifice
akin to themass ! Surely this is too much
to be asked to swallow ? Mr. Smith seems
to have hunted for altars. He found six of
them. Was he told they were altars or did
he assume because, as in St. Giles, Edin-
burgh, the communion table was placed in
the ancient chancel of the church, it was
therefore an altar and was called such?
Where did he find crucifixes and crosses
common ? On communion tables ? I doubt
it and would like definite information as to
the position of such common objects.

As to old Grey Friars, in which end of it
did Mr, Smith worship ? Two separate con-
gregations meet there. Perhaps the
spiritual ague which Mr. Smith felt there
was owing to the investigating mood he
seems to have entertained as much as to
aoything else. Because he feit the service
chilling there, need we assume it is the same
everywhere in the Old Kirk? Three state-
ments of Mr. Smith’s I emphatically deny.
He says there is a visible hastening of dis-
establishment. Perhaps the wish may have
been father to the thought here, but if we
look at the result of the last general election
in Scotland the hastening seems to be the
other way. Scotland, judged by that test,
was never truer to the National Church for
over a century than to-day. Mr. Smith says
the spiritually minded are being driven from
‘the Old Kirk. Who told him that? Itis
too sweeping an assertion to be accepted on
his simple authority. More than that it
cannot be established by the facts. In mis-
sionary activity, in the care of her young
people especially, in the preaching of such

_men as Dr. Matheson, Dr. Lang, Dr. Flint,
etc., there is ample proof of the spiritual-
mindedness of the Kirk. Whatever be the
case with the Anglican body to say that
there is a suspicion that Jesuits are in the
Church of Scotland Is a statement worthy
only of contempt. If such statements, or
rather misstatements, are to pass for
the truth about “ The Church Service
Society,” it will be a pity. If argu-
ments foror against the positions taken
up in Mr. Fleming’s communications are to
be based on calumnies on the Church that
is the mother of us all, it will be a still
greater pity.

It would seem that in his sojourn in
Scotland Mr. Smith bas imbibed the spirit

of the reckless school, whose chief lnmin-
ary is the notorious minister, Rev. Jacob
Primmer, of the Townbead Church, Dun-
fermline. Perhaps in his church, if he visit-
ed it, Mr. Smith found his ideal realized.

March 27th, 18g6.

A young woman Endeavorer of Santiago,
Chili, the president of her society, last year
raised more than a thousand dollars by her
own eftorts, for missionary and benevolent
purposes.

A Christian Endeavor society of ninety
members exist among the soldiers at Fort
Sam Houston, San Antonio, Texas. Oat of
it have come a Sunday schnol, and a mid-
week gosgel meeting. Many conversions
have also been affected,

.

THE HOME MISSIONARY:
SUGGESTION.

BY RRV. D. D. M'LEOD.

With regard to the prosecution of
Home Mission work would you allow "“ e
make a few observations, ¥

The summer session was adopted, ¥/
or unwisely, not I understood as a P°
ent measure, but for the present dl’“‘*".
If it is not accomplishing all that w8s%
pected, we should not regret {t. Becat®® i
may be found there is a better way of gett"
the work done, I have always tho%’s
there is ; I believe that better way will
be discovered by the Church and adop"&
That way is pointed to in the int
letter of Mr. Buchanan in your last issob :
It is to place the home missionary 08 *
equal footing with the foreign missio
Equal in this respect, that upon the B
Mission Committee deciding that a €
petent missionary is needed at such a P
they shall ask for such missionary, and ’f}i
him there as well provided for and secur®”:
his salary as the ntan that is sent to I ‘-f'
The Church would support them in suck
policy. The present policy of layinﬂz*'
burden on the students of propagating®
building up our Church will never &%
successful as the employment of ordl‘::;
men would be. It injures the student®
it iojures our future ministry. :
missionary appointed as above would l"ﬁf
some hope and comfort in his work, %
lieve also that he would be much more "“'
cessful. It is necessary to have regard ¥
the contributions of the stations. Bot™
apportion a grant in proportion to these cof"
tributions isnot in every case a just Pﬂ’d' "I
ple. Becauseit is when a station wok
needs supply, that it is often least able *
pay forit. I have myself labored in such?:
field, and speak not from theory, but L
perience. I would therefore respecti®?:
submit that the Home Mission Commm“fv:
should look into this subject still furth®
and claim for our home missionaries ¥
standing as well provided for as is clli“‘d‘f‘f
for our foreign miissionaries. | feel ,
fident the Church would respond to such _:
claim. Send a man like Mr. Buchana® ™
others of our able home missionari®®.
through the Church to speak to our peo”
and the people will respond. We will#%:
do less for foreign missions, but B
more would be done for our home missio®*
and with ordained men placed in a positi®’
to work with a measure of domestic
fort, with some sense ot security as to the¥
livelihood, our Church would advance 8
more satisfactory manner. I have long
we exact too much from, and do too little fof
the comfort of our home missionaries, Wb’ -
labors and sacrifices for the cause of CB* :
are quite equal to those of our foreign i
sionaries.

Barrie, Ont.

THE CHURCH SERVICE
SOCIETY.

BY R. O. S,

Inalate number of the THE CANADA PRE®
BYTERIAN a paper on the Church Service 5%
ciety appeared, which is grossly unfair to t¥
praiseworthy association, which has m®'
sympathizers, and some members in the '
adian Church. What I most strongly obiec‘:;
is the statement, ** It is acknowledged bY *
that the intellectual men of the Church do0 % -
belong to the Society, but a few aftected s
dists.” This I denyin toto. The Society oot ‘
a large membership, and he must be & ¢
of prodigious intellect, must be on a Pl‘o,
which is simply out of sight to us poof
dinary mortals, when such men as the 18t
Very Rev. Prof. Milligan, the late P‘O;'f
Dobie, the Very Rev. Marshall Lang, “:,(‘
Right Rev. Dr. MacLeod, Dy, Coop®’
Aberdeen, Dr. MacLeod of Inverness D:;
McAdam Muir, convener of the Colod} f

Comnmittee, and others appear to be me? ei';
‘“.‘e

no intellect. I have no doubt there are
tremists and faddists in the St:ciety—"'h




