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Correspondence.

The Campbell Case.

Editor of PrEanyTrRIAN Revirw.

Smt,—Inreply to * Pastor* and Dr. W
T. McMullen [ beg to refer them to * Rules
and Formsof Procedure.”

(Seerios 300 ) * Primary jurisdiction over
ministers and licentintes belongs to the
Presbytery but the superior court may
instituto process when the court of primary
;uriadiction has been enjoined to do so and
ave refused or neglected to obey.” The
Campbell caso wasin tho hands of 3ontreal
Presbytery.

(Seoriox 96.) * Ono Presbytery may not
interfere with or roview tho proceedings
of another Presbytery. If a Presbytery
considers itsclf aggricved by the proccedings
of another,it may remonstrate or usk explan-
ation. Ifnot satistied, it may bring the
matter bofore the Synod to which tho Pres.
bytery complained of Yelongs. This must
bu done by written statenent, a copy being
first furnished to the Presbytery whose pro.
ceedings are called in question.  In the
cvent of not obtaining satisfaction, the
Presbytery which deems itself aggrieved
nmy complain to its own Synod—but the
complaint must bo 1n writing.”

1 am perfectly aware that {Section 173)
‘* every member of the Church hus the right
of access to any Church court by petition or
memorial....and that it is competent for
the membcers of a higher court to approach
that court dircctly by overture which if
(Section 177) in proper form and in respect.
{ullanguage is transmitted in the samo way
ag a petition.”

(Sterioy 135) “'The Committeo on Bills
aud Qvertures reccives all papers intended
for the Assenbly, comsiders whether they
aro in proper form, expressed in proper lan-
guage and regulusly transimtted—also
whether they arc part of the lecgitimate
business of the Assembly—and transmits
them o refuses to do s0.”

{SeetioN 131 ) ** The Committee on Bills
and Overtures consists of Clerks of Assembly
of Synods and Presbytcries who are com-
miesioners, wgcthcr with one member nom-
inated by each Presbytery and such other
mimsters and  clders as the Asscmbly may
sco lit to appoint.”

And I niaintain this commillee war not in
ignorancs that the Campbell caso was before
the Montreal Presbytery and should have
refused, as thoy had perfcct power and
right, to transmit the Maitland ovcrture
becanse of irregularity.  1f tho Maitland
Presbytery felt aggrieved, Section 133 would
tell than that “Appeals and complaints
against thedecision of thy Committee may
be brought directly befors the Assembly to
be disposed of by the court.”  So much for
the Committee on Bills and Overtures,

Now for the Modcrator and Assembly.
I quote from Tk PresBYTERIAN REVIEW of
Juue 22ud, 1893: ¢ Before Mr Hartley
began to speak to the overture, Dr. D. L.
McRac, of Collingwood, rosc toa point of
ordcr, contending that it was uttenly incom-
petent for the Assembly to deal with the
matter as it stood at present as the Montreal
Presbytery had it uader their consideration
and it mustbe dealt with by that body
first,

** On behalf of Montreal, Principal McVicar
explained that the Prrabytery was pro.
ceeding in tho matter according to the laws
of the Church and had appoioted a commit-
tee to confer with thoaccused.”

*“Upon hearing this, the Mloderator
appealed to the representatives of Maitland
Presbytery to withdraw their overture.”
Now had this been dopo beforo lengthened
discumsion, the Moderator and  Assembly
would not have incurred blame.  Bat the
Asscinbly did not **at onco,” a3 Dr. dicMul-
len asserty, desist from proceeding, it entered
ints_a long, rambling and unscemly dis-
cussion. Somuch so that *'Dr. Macdon.
ald, of Scaforth, fearcd tho spirit of tho
Asscmbly would judgoe the accused first and
try him afterwards. ~ Ho desired to point
out that it was dangerous to interfere with
the constitution of the Church and it would
bo plenty of time to  talk to the Mcntreal
Presbytery when they showed signs of cow.

The Presbyterian Review.

ardico. Ho endoreed the contention that it
was unfair to take up the matter in Profes-
sor Campbell’s absence.

‘* Dr. McRao it speaking on the point of
order ho bad proviously raised said that to
discuss the caso in Assembly and still put it
in the bands of Montreal Presbytery was to
try Professor Campbell twice and with no
unprejudiced spint apparently, and such a
courso tado his British senso of fair play
rebel ”  Principal  Forrest,  Halifax,
“ warned the Assembly that they would
gain nothing by losing their heads, and
warned them to mako hasto slowly.” Prin-
cipal Caven ** besought the Asscmbly to be
extremoly careful to guard personal rights
and have a clean record,” and by his wise
counsol extricated tho Assembly out of its
difliculty, putting its business on the proBcr
footing of **allowing the Montreal Presby-
tery to proceed in tho case in a copstitu-
tional way.”

Tho zeal of Maitlund Presbytery perhapa
may hayo deseived cominendation—hardly,1
thiok, its piudence or judgment—and Dr.
Caven's motion shows this by leaving the
matter with Montreal,

I havo done with the matter. Let mo
however remind Dr. McMutlen that Assem.
blics, Moderators and Committees on Bills
and Overtures aro not infallible aud that the
calim, judicial spirit so eminently necessary
in dealing with Assembly business was, in
my humble opinion, sadly lacking in the
Assembly of 1893,

Will Paster kindly read, mark, learn and
inwardly digest Exodus 23. 2, LM.C

P.S.—The case of Professor Campbell
requires to bo handled with special delicacy
a8 he is not only er but Prof .1
am perfectly aware that by 28 Vie., chap.
53—'* An Act to incorporate the Presbyter-
ian Collego ot Moutrcal”—sec, 3, ** the
Synod of the Canada Presbyterian Church
shall have power at its neat or aoy subse-
quent meeting, to appoint and remove pro-
fessorgand tutors in such way as to them
shall seem good "—but the question stll
remiaing can an  unconststutionel way bea
good way.--J.M.C.

Rome at the Parliament of
Religions.

Editor PResnYTERIAN REVIEW :

Sin,—It was with somo surprisc tict 1
read last weck your criticism of a remak,
touching the Roman Catholic Church, which
I was reported to have wmade to & represent-
ative of the Montrcal Star. As a matter of
fact, the remark was a mere interpolation,
The stateruent attributed to e wzs a slip,
and ¢vidently only a slip, on the part of the
newspaper reporter, and, in fairness to me,
1 do think that the interview, as a whole,
might have been read with somen hat closer
attention, for, if yon wiil glance over it
again, you will scc that 1 expressed the
opinion that the Roman Catholic Church had
made what secnied to me *“a departure in
scnding representatives to this Parliament
to discuss theological issucs with opponents,”™
Such a belief is hardly compatible with my
holding, as you affirm, that ‘“tho Roman
Catholic Church is always willing to submit
its doginas to thotest of reason.” Not even

yet docs it aubmit its dogmas to that test.
far from maintaining that such a procedure
was universal, or even usual, on the part of
thc Roman Church, I noted with pleas.
urc its rcadiness to adopt somewhat moro
fully the ondinary Protestant attitude on
this question. Sofar, I takeit, we are found
in substantial agreement.

But when you go on to affirm your
judgment that the Koman Catholic Church
18 always and everywhere the tame, wo part
company at once. The motto of that Church
and its intenscly conservative =pirit, remnain
indeed unchanged; but semper tdem isno
moretrus of Roman Catholicism than itis
of Proteatantism.  Who, that has studicd
the former faith at firat hand, as it cxists
on different continents or ¢cven in different
countrics—in Italy ascontrasted with Spain,
or in Cunada as contrasted with tho United
States, will dave afiem that it is iuvariably
tho samc. The groat religious uphcaval of

tho sixteenth c'ontury, 1epudinted though it
8 by tho Roman Cburch, has affected that
Church for good almost as much us cither
the Lutheran Church or the 1t formed
Church. In every land, moulded necessarily
by its environment, the Church of Romo is
changing ; and nowhero is this fact more
manifest than in America. One of tho beat
proofs of it that can bo adduced, is found in
the position which that Church so honourably
claimed in thoe recent Parliament at Chicago.
Custow, tradition and its nssumption of
supreme ccclesiaatical authority mixht scem
to huve precluded its participation in tho de-
bates ang conferencesof such a uniquely dem.
ocratic council ; but tho statement remains
truo, thatin such dcbates and conferences it
did take its part,and with-scarcely an excop-
tion it bore itself right nobly.  Morcover
its religious cnquiry-room in the Art Insti-
tute, — voluntarily opened and Lept open for
cight hours every day and to which all who
had difficultics as to their faith (whether
Protestants or Catholics) were invited for
the purposo of friendi, conversation,—was
eagerly mado use of by hundreds who wore
anxiouns or perploxed. Verily such cvents,
it scems to me, are woll worthy of boing
chronicled. ‘They deserve to be spoken of
often and with emphasis, Especally by
Protestants ought they to be quickly and
gladly made note of, Jor they ure full of sig-
nificance. They indicate that under the
influence of our less conventionnl Western
life, Roman Catholicism is relaxing some-
what the rigidity of its ancient ecclesiastical
bonds and this fact wo ought frankly and
cheerfully toadmit, whilst wo applaud this
advance towards an ever-widening intelleo-

tusl enlightenment.

1 hail  then the support which
the Church of Rome lent so cordi-
ally to the Congress of the Creeds

at Chicago, and with special satisfaction for
the three following reasons: (1) This step ia
prophetic. It cnsures yet other advances,
which the Chur.l: in question will certainly
boe constrained to make in the not distant
future.  (2) Notwithstanding your personal
conviction to the contrary, I cannot but be-
lieve that many of the adherents of toman-
ism have carried away the impression that
greater freedom of discussion is now to be
allowed in the elucidation of difficult theo-
logical problems. This impression may be a
mistaken one, wholly unwarranted by cither
Popcor bishop ; but it is onc of the unmis.
takable fruits of the Parliament, and i’ ro-
mains now to bo reckoned with., It will be
as uscless to strive to control it as it would
be hopeless to seck to cradicate it. And
finally, {3) a great deal has Lven 2ohiz,ed in
the removal of yct another ill-grounded
porular prejudice :  Protestantism  exalts
much higher, but Romanism docs not ignore
the claims and prerogatives of reason.
Loors H. Jorpan.
Qucen's Hotel, Toronto, Nov. 27, 1893,

Tux Presbytery of Matura has passed a
resolution urging the importance of religious
instruction in the public schools.

Ta¥ annual meeting of the Grafton branch
of tho Bible Socicty was held in the Presby-
terian church, when Rev. Mr. Manly, the
agent, addressed the meeting, and the fol-
lowing officers were clected :—DPresident,
Rov. C. S. Lord ; vice-president, Rev. M.
E. Wilson; sccretary, James Blacklock ;
depository, Thos. Lawless.

Tur Church is giving attontion to the
question of ministerial cfficicncy, and tho
Presbytery of Newcastlc hasadopted a report
containing 2 clause under which the Presby-
tery shall have power to dissolve tho pas-
toral tic in cases where ministers arc dcemed
inefficicnt, but in all such cases a pecuniary
scttlement must bo agreed upon previous to
tho dissolution of the tic.

Tug Synod of Nebraska sent a meseago te
tho Y.P.8.C.E. State Convention at Omaha
commeading the strongattitudo of the young

oplo on the proper observance ot the Sab-
E:lh and the success, in God's way, in the
great clforts to protect the Sablath from
national desccration. It cxpressed the de-
sire thai the young }:eoplo would continune
to regard this as tho holicst of all days and
act themacelves for tho defense of tho Gospol

.



