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APOSTOLIC SUCCESSION.

The correspondence on this subject which has for
moenths been carned on in the Toronto “ Lilobe,’
scems 1o have exhausted uself.  Rome, Canterbury,
and Geneva, has cach had its say. The bishop.
presbyter view has heen well maintained ; and where
the intelligent reader has felt an interest i the subject,
the Presbyterian view cannot fail to have commended
itsell as in accordance with scnpture and aposiolic
practice  Dean Stanley in a sermon lately preached
by him, refers to Bishop Lightfoot, “ the most learned
of all the living bishops of England,” as having “proved
beyond dispute that the early consutution of the apos.
tolic churches of the first century was not that of a
single pastor, but of a body of pastors wndifferently
styled ¢ bishops’ or * presbyters,’ that it was not ull
the very end of the apostolic age that the office which
we 'Fpiscopalians) now call the Episcopate, ¢ radically
amd stowely made its way in the churches of Asia
Minor + that Presoytery was not a later growth out of
Episcopacy, but that Episcopacy was a later growth
out of P’resbytery; that the office which the apostles
adopted was a rufe not of bishops but of presbyters,
This frank, manly sentence is a sledge hammer blow
at the very utderpinning of High Church Episcopacy.’

It may not bz amiss for our Presbyienan friends to
clip the above extract from the pen of Dean Stanley
and to usc it when assailed by the unscniptural arrog-
ance of their High Church neighbcurs. It will always
decal a heavy blow to ignorant assumption. It may
also serve a goad purpose to ask why in the Book of
Common Prayer, the prayer {or the clergy and people
docs not refer to grelates but to deishops and curates ;
meaning beyond question priests and curates in charge
of congregations and not the rulers of the Jleigy ?
And again in the prayer for Easter Week, it is said,
‘ So guide and govern the hearts of thy servants the
bishops and pastors of this flock that they may lay
hands suddenly,” etc, docs not this imply that to
pastors of flocks belongs the laying on of hands and
not to prefates exclusively? (1 Tim.v. 22,. Notwith-
standing statements in the Prayer Book which assert
the three orders and prelacy, theabove and other pas-
sages show that even 1n the time of Queen Ehzabeth
there were bis/iaps who had power to ordain by laying
on of hands and were not grelules but priests or pres.
bylters. L.

HOME MISSION FUND-"*A SERIOUS
CRISIS."

MR. EptTor,~1 was deeply grieved on reading
your article in the last PRESUVTERIAN on result of
the appeatl to the Presbyterians of this Dominion on
the * Home Mission Fund.” Can it be possible thai
the ministers of our Church are indifferent to the pro-
gress of the Gospel > Do they care nothing about the
missionaries we send out to the distant parts of the
Dominion ? or whether their salaries are paid or not 2
If they care nothing for the missionaries and the Gos-
pel, have they no regard for the ministers and elders
who compose the Home Mission Committee? Surely
they cannot expect these Christian ministers and
elders to meet from time to time, and appoint men
to go to the distant parts of the Dominion to labour
amongst the poor and scattered settlers of the land,
and to have no regard to the promises they make,
If they have any regard for the Committee, or the
missionaries, or for our common Christianity, 1 im.
plore the members and adherents of the Presbyterian
Church, to awake to a sense of their position and
responsibibty.  This state of things cannot last
long. It will »ecorZ upon our Church with a terrible
effect, and in a manner we little expect. We must
either grow or dre. We cannot stand sull. God's
work must be carried on.  If our Church doces not do
it, others will.  Is there a Presbyterian minister or
clder in the Church who has taken any part in the
Church Courts these last thirty ycars, who has had
not to mourn over the want of attention of our Church
to the back scttlements in Ontario, and thereby allow-
ing our peoplc to become absorbed into other
churches? And much as we have condemned our
early pioncers of the Church, we are just going to do
the same thing. Well 1 remember the Rev. Dr.
Burns pleading with, yes imploring, the Synod in
Kingston, to send the Rev. John (Black to the Red
River. And was he sent too sgon? We all know

we should have sent a minister long before.  And are
we now going to draw back? Never! Wemust go
forward, we cannot allow our countrymen to perishfor
lack of spiritual knowledge. Money must be had.
‘The wissionarics must be paid.  The people have the
means, and if those at the helm of affairs cannot de-
vise a plan to gat #t, | beg of them to step down and
out, and et some others take their place. You say

one hundred and ten congregations, and one hundred
missinn stations did not last year contribute to the
fund , and after the Modcrator issued his address to
be read in all the churches, some ministers did nof
readd §f "our minister did not read it} s it any won

der the people do not contribute to the fund > There
is a cause why the people do not respond to the calls
of the Church.  Too many of our ministers never
bring the claims of missions before the people.  If a
servire each month were spent in laying missionary
news and the «laims Jf missiuns before the congrega

tions, the people would take more interest in the work.
If at the next meeting of the different Presbytenes,
they would just take up the question and rind out whu
read the Maderator's circular, and whe did not, 1 am
persuaded they would find vnt there were a goud
many delinquents 1 agree with you, * the remedy lics
langely in the hands of miristers and Scssions.” If
the Session Records at the meeting of Presbyterices
were carefully examined, I doubt if we would have one
hundred and ten congregations negle ting to attend to
the schemes of the Chorch,  Excuse me for trespass-
ingg on your space. | may again, if permitted, pe.at
aut some of the reasons why this and other funds of
the Church arc not attended to. [ can only say the
scenc which took place at the Home Mission meeting
in ‘Toronto at its last meeting, was well calculated to
humble the pride of every Presbyterian in the land.
As one who has done a little to help on our Chiurch
during a sojourn in Canada of over forty-five years, |
implore both ministers and people to see that God's
servants are paid what is their due, who are sent into
distant fields to preach the precious truth,

Ontario, Scpt. 215t 1879. AN ELDER,

HOME AMISSION COMMITTEE,

M. Ep1ToRr,~In your issue of the 24th Oct. “ P'res-
byter * cniases the action of the Home Mission
Comumittee at their recent mecting, and expresses
repret that they “ separated without proposing some
course for the adoption of the Church in order to over-
come the present difliculty.” * Another Presbyter”
writes in the issue of 31st Oct., in much the same
stramn, and hopes “the Commuttee will attempt some-
thing without delay.”

I confess ] do not sce what the Comnuttee could
have proposed or done. They could not have pro-
posed a special effort bemng made towipe out the debt.
The General Assembly by its action in June last
forbade any movement in that direction.

It was quite unnecessary for the Commuttee to urge
upon the Church increased hiberality for Home Mis-
stons, for that had already been done by the Assembly.
And, of an appeal from the Assembly, backed by a
Pastoral Letter which all mimsters were enjoined to
vead from the pulpit, would not secure the desired end,
an appeal from the Committee was not likely to be
more successful. Then how could such an appeal
have been made? * Presbyter ” says there have been
circulars enough sent out in the past. ‘That is true.
‘The Committee have long since found out tha: circu-
lars issued by them, setting forth the urgent needs of
the fund, have been treated with indifference, almost
with contempt.

Sending deputations to stir up Presbyteries was
not to be thought of. The Committee has been
found fault with for doing so on former occasions,
Even if deputations had been sent, what was the pro-
bability of their doing much good? 1t has been said
again and again, that there are Presbyteries in
which, if a member interested in Home Missions in-
troduces the subject and urges the importance and
claims of that scheme, he soon finds himself speaking
to an audience httle larger than the moderator and the
clerk. Deputations to deal with the large number of
defaulting congregations could not be sent.  Had the
Commattee proposed such a course they would have
been met with an outcry about interference with the
nghts of Presbyterics. Even if such deputations
could, without objection, have been sent, would they
have effected any good? After earnest effort on the
past of the deputation to arouse the people to 2 sense

rd

of their duty, the extreme probability is that the min.
ister of the congiegation would get up and tell his
people that they had been doing very well, dolng quite
as much as could be expected of them. It was vain
for the Committee to ask Presbyteriss to sleal with
such defaulting congregations. Th2 Assembly has
again and again, enjoined Presbyteries to deal with
them, Haveithey generally doneso? 1€ Presbyter-
ics in thishmatter systematically disobey the express
command of the Supreme Court of the Church, were
they likely to undertake the duty ot the request of the
Committce?  Whatever might be the feeling of some
individual members, 1 do not think the Committee, as
a Committee looked on the situation with despair,
There was, however, under the circumstances only
one course open to them and they took it.  The
Church had in the past faled to provide sufficient
funds, and on the most rehiable data at the command
of the Committee, the prospects of there being suffi-
acent funds i Apnl scemed exceedingly doubtfu),
Had the Committee then gone on to make grants for
the conunglax months, they would have been doing
what, if done by a business man, in the ordinary busi.
ness of life, 18 a fraudulent act, they would have been
incurring liabihtes without reasonable expectation of
paying them, ~

The only remedy for the present staté of things is
that every mimister should bring before his own con-
gregation the importance of the Home Mission work,
and urge tts clauns,  The present lamentable state of
things will continue just so long as a large number of
the muusters, afraud lest their own interests should
sufler, neglect to do this, even where they do not, as
is too often the case, positively discourage their peo-
ple from contributing. T. W. TAYLOR.

HOME MISSION DEBT, .

Mr. Epiter, Having read Dr. Cochrane’s reply
to the stricturcs of * Presbyter ” and “ Another Pres-
hyter” on the management of our Home Mission
Committee’s work, I thinkit is as clear as daylight, that
like a man living beyond his means for a scries of
years, finding himself at length a bankrupt, so the
Committee at the 'last meeting could no longer shut
their cyes to the inevitable. No matter how urgent
the appeal, or how clamant the case, they should long
erc this have taken the stand which they are now
taking, and have ceased to vote away funds which the
Church was not placing at their disposal.  Had they
taken such a stand somne years ago, individual locali-
ties might have suffered, but a denominational crash
and calamity would have been avoided. But the
Genera! Assembly is not faultless in this matter cither,
in allowing itself to be led to its decisions by the elo-
quence of those who devote so little of their energies
tothe schenies of the Church, beyend what they expend
on the floor of the house. A vigorous attempt was
made last year to reduce the expenses of Knox Col-
lege, and the atteinpt was eloquently and successfully
resisted by a minister of a prominent town congrega-
uion, of nearly three hundred members, whose contri-
bution to college purposes for the year amounted to
to the magnificent sum of six dollars! At the
same time ! do ot think that the case is so hopeless
as the Commiittee seem to regard it ; it is only a little
worse than it has been for some considerable time
past. The General Assembly’s decision did not re-
quire that cvery congregation’s contribution for the
year should be in Toronto by this time, but “ as early
as possible,” and as m~st congregations have a Mis-
sionary Association and take up monthly contri-
butions for the schemes of the Church, and divide their
funds at the end of the year, clearly they cannot and
will not send it before it is collected and appropri-
ated, but are no doubt intending to send it “as eaxly
as possible.” And when thetimehasarrived for such
congregations to hold their annual missionary meet-
ings, liberal appropriations will no doubt be made for
Home Missions. Congregations of this class under-
stand themselves as complying with the Assembly’s
directions, although the Committee may think other-
wise. 1f the Assembly’s meaning was that every gon-
gregation sedd its contribution by the 15t of October,
then the Assembly repealed and reversed the con-
stitution and rules of probably every Missionary Asso-
ciation in the Church. But this tne Assembly did
not do, I hold, and the effect of the Assembly’s action
will not be known till the end of March next.

Nov. 7, 1879. MINISTER,




