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JEWISH MISSIONS IN CANADA.
The Earller Years of the Montreal
Mission.

A Sketch by the Rev. J. McCarter,

last issued report of the “Tondon
&:ﬁ:y for promoting (Vristiwnity among
the Jews” (1903-04) devotes two paras 10
its Montreal Mission, the ﬁM.llll s vet
the ooly foothold of thut Scidety on _ﬂse
western continent. This station came into
the hands of the Lorndon Tows' Rm-m.:‘v
hy travsfer from the Preshyterian Chureh
in 1002. Seeing that T had romething to
with that event, T crave leave to offer
short statement. No adesvate account
has yet appeared in print, and indeed
a full and di statoment could
have heen written very mwch sooner.
an i*em of Canadian history it is m-
ing for the light it casts on Jewish
missions, and T still owe a statement to
those warm friends of Terael who trusted
me, and by their geverons help emabled
me to carry on an effort for the Jr“. for
over six yeamw. T shall try ){r, Editor,
to be brief, stating facts ﬂﬂm_! com-
ments, and that, as much as possible, in
the words of others.

Presbyterians First in This Field.
Presbyterian was the first of Proces-
ugl:'hu\b)el in Canada to put forth any
missionary effort for the Jews. So far
back as 1848 that branch of I'n1dyytgx ians
then conmected with the S.ottish Estab-
lishment began to eend to S;og.land con-
tributions in aid of Jewish missions, cher-
hing also the hope of in due time hav-
ing a Jewish mission of their own. ure
tween that date and 1902, a space of i
years, the My«rhnd(‘hjlmlllrmn::;f’::

i nuings ewisly

t‘:ﬁt:‘? all proved shortlived and
futile. At the time the third of these cf-
forts broke down in 1805, 1 was a minms-
ter in the Canadian Chwrch in a sharge
near Montreal.  Without claiming ary
special fitness, it bad been my lot in gn:l-
ber life in Scotland to be brought into
considerable contact with and into a
lively interest m missions to Lsrael, and
I had made this a subject of mudh cb-
servation and reflexion and prayer. While
regretting along with others the non-ou-
cess of the Chunch, and deprecating the
abandonment of the effort, T thought I
could see some causes of failure in the

past, and how these might be remediad.
Successful missionary work must be in
union with the living members of Lhe
Church of Christ, whether formally be-
longing to one organized dhurdh or otuer-
wise; it must be -uwoﬁai l}’:)u. :dvi‘; of
ympathizers. Without such in-
my«‘:o:!mion, aggressive eﬂorh for
ay be like a going to war !
.Ik::aemo{ operations, or like the whimnsi-
cal idea of constructing a oburch.edimse
ing with the top of the spire and

g

{

jel Edwerds, and Robert Smith, leaders of
the Jewish mission in 1841. Since lllfs
first 2 main part of the “voorers in thie
field has been from & L 7

In this light T tlough. rveelf able,
though mot a Hebrev, to aid the church.
Someone must begin a foundation, and
T might at least lay a few lkmﬂ_‘ on
which others might build. So convinced
did T become that this was right, and
also that the time was rive, that T re-
solved to adventure an effont for the Jews,
vreferably with my owngschurch’s swie-
tion, bt if otherwise. at my own risk

The Preshyterian foreign missions, o8
T eame to know, are comtrolled by a con-
tral committee ammpointed by the Gemaral
Asembly, meeting steadily at Toronto, to
which all the rmeshvtories ave subordinate,
For the sake of brevitv, T will call his—
the committee. T wrote to the commit-,
tee and to the Montreal presbytery, of-
fering my service for the Jows, The re-

wos not favorable. The committoe

acknowledged receipt of letter. and never
wrote again. The ypreshytery  ammointed
a subcommittee to confer with me. This
suhcommittee met me six monthe Tated,
and told me by word of mouth that the
Jewish mission had heen several mont’s
out of evistence. that its belongings wore
being sold, and that T had bheen prenoine-
ed incompetent. The alleged gronnd of in-
competency waw want of sufficient a~qunin-
tance with certain languages, But bav-
ing rather a facility, and also some nrae-
tice im languages, T considered the =ela-
tive immortance of the objestion exazeoer.
ated. T vlended vainly to he allowed n
trial, and then told those brethran that
if ever the way seemed open T should be-
gin work for the Jews on my own ac-
comt. No other agent was sought and
the Jews were abandoned.

Mr. McCarter's Effort,

In the step I now took, my wife was
entirely likeminded. We believed that,
if God had need of us, He would see to
the required equipment, as well as to
the results. We felt able to trust His
promise, as taught in the Master's Word
about the faith by which mountains are
removed, and as exemplified by many in-
stances of Christian work. I first re
signed my charge, Mille Isles, and re
moved into a Jewish district of Mon-
treal.  We laid on the table of service
the use, if required, of every dollar we
possessed—not much in all-and trusted
that God would in His own way and
through the hands of lovers of Israel,
supply the needed balance. When told
that my Presbytery did not approve of
my action, I could only answer: “There
are higher than Presbyteries.”” I was
ready to be at the service of my own
church, and hoped that if not in that.
then in His own way, the Master would
care that no honest effort done for Him
wonld fail of results.

I would here make a passing reference
to many fellow-Christians, attached to
us not by denominational bonds, but by
common love for the Saviour, and in
Him for that Nation, who are His shos-
en covenant people, who are in Him a
bond of union and pledge of blessing to
all the nations. There we found a suffi-
cient tie to hold us united in prayerful
fellow-working. I will not name any of
the living, but feel free to mention some
of the dead—Sir J. W. Dawson, Miss
Barber, Mr. Colin McArthur, Mrs. Me-
Donald, Miss Janet Dougall, Mr. W. Om=
Buchanan, Mr. J. A, Mathewson; with
the like of such it was no small honor
to have been in any way associated in
the Lord’s work.

For my own church, I have to say

that the largest part of the support 1
received came privately and unofficially
from Prosbyterians, ie., from individu-
als, as well as from Sunday schools,
Young People’s Societies, and a few
congregations: also  kindly help cam®
from everyone of the Protestant denom-
inations.  Contributions come from a
range between Manitoba on one hond
to Cape Breton on the other. One
gift, an imnortant one of a public na-
tnre the Preshyterion Church gave me—
the remainine unsold helonaines of the
previons mission. Further than that
the church gave me neither financial heln
nor morml recoenition. This  want of
morl recaenition nroved the ereatest ~h.
stacle and disconracement whish T felt,
T blame no one, hut state a fact.

Some Results.

Tt will be asked. and verhans regarded
as the crux of tha whale anestion—wag
anv good accomnlished? This lies for
others to answer.  Shortly sfter T left
the field. an article anneared in “Saint
Andrew.’ o weekle mogurine isened b
the Fatahliched (hapahy of Bentland T+

was he od  “Proshvterian  (horeh in
Canndr, Jewich iseion * and eioned “T.
C.. Montreal, 26th Sent 1M Thie

artiole harine thua: “The  atare of onr
mission to the Tows i a nothatie nn—

of friluva  from Bvet tn Tagt "
Tt nrocseds to ontline fonp different wn.
miccessful nttomnta, neencinted with fhe
names of Frngtein Wehetar, Neowmark,
*nd Trehitarh. and alen refers 40 ma e
follows: “Tn 1905 ha Pev, Tohn Ve
Carter a ministas of tha Dpaghrtapinn
Church at MiMa Talar  Ouahan rogionad
h.h charge, and devoted hitself to mis-
sionary work Among the Jews in Mon-
treal. at his own motisn, lookine for

eneonrscement and  snnort o Trivate
individuals,

~ rapand

For eeven lone veare Mr
MeCapter aontinned hia self-imnosed and
self-denvine Jalpg with  verv glender
tokens of visihle suecnes ot with a ges]
*nd nerseversnee wapthy of Al npajes,
o hos recently. T underetand, mone tn
Rritain® T4 hoine evident that the
initials “1. O stond  for Tames Crail,
v_lu- eateemed ex-editor of the Preshyter-
inn Record, his nrticla hag the annear.
ance of a semi-official statement of the
chireh itself or at least indieates eam.
vet'nt knowledee, Tn the Tioht, whils
T thank the writer for his kindlv genti.
ment, T venture » remark on his nsser.
tion abont “slender visible success,”

he furnish anv eround? Tet it be
rememhered that at the time T hegan, no
Canadian church was touching the Jews,
that one main ohiect to which T dis-
tinetly set mvself was to fostor hy word
and pen general interest on their be-
half, and that when 1 purnosed to leave,
three strong religious societies—the Pres.
byterion Chureh in Canada, the Fpisco-
nal Church in Canada, and the Tondon
Jews'  Rociety—were equally ready to
take it over, and continue it. This scar-
cely sugasts an absence of visible sue-
cess.  Or what was it that brought
nbout a rivalry of churches and societies?®
What made the difference of the situa-
tion in 1805 and 19002?

Mille Tsles, which T vacated, had never
suffered, and meanwhile an aba
mission had heen rescued, had been fos-
tered with patience and prayer, and be-
come a recognized, equipped, field of
work. Tt is today quite evident, In

a word, if anyone sees fit to call the
Presbytirian church's efforts “failure,”
the effort which that church neither re-
ring perman-
While 1 sificérely wish that

cognized nor aided, is bea
ent results,




