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the Church’s business. As at present constituted, /¢
oupies too mNch time and it §s too costly.

Many of the Presbyteries meet six times a year, and
each meeting virtually sacrilices n week. Then, to
Synod it week is devoted ; and to Standing Commit.
tees and to the General Assembly four weeks more
ate devoted by many, [f to this be added the lassi-
tude, if not sesfos Indisposition, that follows the
meetings of Assembly and of large committees, and
which unfits for duty, vou can easily see that many
devote more than a quarter of their time and energy
to Chusch coutts and committees.  Now this is too
much; it is oppressive to ministers, ad it withdraws
their energies too much from the ordinary wosk of the
ministry and from necessary study.  Not only so, but
it fosters the habit of talking too much abeut what we
have done and about what we purpose to do, instead
of forming habits of diligent labour and study, with
which excessive speech.naking is incompatible.

Further our ecclesiastical machinery is too expen.
sive,  Supposing that the traveling expenses of the
287 who attendes] last Asseably were only $15 each,
this would amount to $4,305. Hesides the Assembly
now calls for five cents per each church member to
meet its expenses, which would wmount to $6,250.
‘I'hus the average cost of a ineeting of Assembly wust
be about $10,555. Itis not casy to estunate the ex-
penses connected with meeting of Synods and Pres.
byteries and of Standimg Conunittees, but they must
he very great, probably upwards of $6,000 per annum.
Thus our present machinery costs upwards of $16,000
per annum.  Were such an amount of labour and
money devoted to Home Mission work, in additon to
what is otherwise carried on, it would change the
whole aspect of the Church; it would be like hife from
the dead.

Now it is casy to sce that this costly machinery
cannot be reduced withont uither dispensing with the
Synods altogether or making the meetings of Assem-
bly less frequent. If this last werc done, as the
overture proposes, the Synods would 1equize to be re-
constructed and to have thewr powers ncreased,
especially if the Home Mission machinery 1s not to
be entirely broken up. Now, glancing over the ex-
tended surface of the Church, it is evident that
should be divided into three parts. the first embracing
the Mariime DProwvinces, the sccond Cuebec and
Ontario, the third Manitoba and the North-\West.
Its work, to be carried on efliciently and cheaply,
must be adapted to these natural, geographical divi-
sions. ‘The manner of adaptation must be regulated
by expediency so far as possible without compromis-
ing Presbyteriamism.  The Synod of the Maritine
Provinces has long been accustomed to manage its
own Home Mission work, and the Syned 1s small
enough to meet conveniently, having only about 190
ministers. The Home Mission work in Ontarto and
Quebec has hitherto been carried on by one central
comnmittee;; and this seems to be convenient and also
to commend itself to the Church. But as there are
about 360 mimisters in Ontario and Quebec, this would
make 100 large a Synod; hence one-tlurd of the mem-
bers, that is 156 nunisters, as the overture proposes
would constitute the Synod of Untario and Juebec.

Some may object to this arrangement that it makes
one Synod an clective body while the other is not.
But this Is merely a matter of convenience.  There is
r:o departure from Presbyterian principles while the
members of Assembly, are, as at present, elected by
Presbyteries, not by Synods. Thus the representa-
tion in the General Assembly would not in any way
be affected.  The Presbyterian system is elastic and
adapts itself 1o any form or extent of country. Indeed,
the opinion is gaining ground that in a large church
like the Presbytesian Church in the United States—
and ours is superficially as extensive~-several General
Assemblies might be erected, and that these might be
federally united. In the course of time, the Churchn
the Maritime Provinces might increase to such an
extent as to make it desirable that its Synod also
should be elective. The same might happen in the
North.-west Territory.

Now, surely Synods so large as thosc of the Mari-
time Provinces and of Ontario and Quebec might well
be entrusted with additional powers to what they now
have, especially as the Assembly may authoritatively
make regulations in reference to the exercise of these
powers. There is no reason to fear that the bonds
now uniting the several parts of the Church would be
unduly weakened. The General Assembly would siill
be the Supreme Court of Appeal; it alone would be

competent to make authoritative declarations in vefer-
ence to docttine; it alone would be competent to
make organic changes in matters external or Church
polity, ‘Fhe mission work of the Noith.west,as it is
peculiar and as it belongs to the whole Church, would
be carried on by a committee of Assembly, ‘The
Foreign Mission work would also be under the direct
control of Assembly, and so also would be the man.
agement of the Widows’ and Intirm Ministers' Funds,

Many may be disposed to complain thatat would be
inconvenient and unreasonable that parttes wishing to
appeal from Synuds to the Assembly should have to
wait sometines two or nearly three years for their
appeal to take effect.  Hut 1t ts to be expected that
there would be fewer cases of appeal from large Pro-
vincial Synods than from the smaller District Synods,
Besudes a persun who gould not, tn ordinary cases, be
satisticd with an appeal to such & body as the Synod
of Ontarin and Quebee, would not be deserving of
much sympathy. It wonld be a much larger and
more intluential court than any of the supreme
coutts of the four churches which now constitute the
Presbytertan Church i Canada.  Morcover, if cases
of appeal are to be disposed of by unc judicial com-
unttee alone, as was done at last Assembly, a person
might fecl safer to refer tus cause to a lange Synud
than to such a comuuttee.  For vy part, § would as
readily appeal to one of vur large Presbytenes as to
the Assembly, were the method of disposng of ap.
peals at last Assenbly continued.  Further, 1t is not
destrable to afford too great factliues for appeal, as
these tend to foster htigation.  In addition to all thiy,
we can't affurd to mamtamn such costly maclunery for
the gratmeation of htgious persons.  Better far that
they should leave the Church,carry ing all their troubles
with them, if they are not content with such means of
relief as we are able to provide for them.

Were the overture adopted, the expense connected
with the adunmstration of the Church’s business would
be reducedto less than one-third of what 1t now s,
The work would be more etticiently done.  Cases of
appeal would be so much fewer, and great questions
affecuny the welfage of the Church would be so thor-
oughly venulated i the lange Synods that the work of
the Supreme Court would be greatly facilitated. |
believe that the Frienmal Assembly would be able to
accomplish aits whole work m onc week, and that its
decistons and regulations would be characterized by
more mature deliberation than s now attamable.

All 1 destre 1s that the overture should be carefully
discussed, and that 1t should be sent down to Presby-
tenes for constderation.  Should the Presbyteries not
approve of it, they might at least suggest soinc better
method of relieving the Church from the pressure of a
burden which 15 mcreasing and which will soon be-
come ntolerable.

A MEMBER O THE PRESINTERY 0F LONDON,
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HYMN BOUK.

Mg, EptioR, -In the CANADA PRESHVTERIAN of
the 23td May an article from the penof ¢ Athanasws ”
appears, 1n which are given sundry reasons for the re.
jection of two well-known stanzas. At tirst reading, it
appeared to us that the writer was perpetrating an
claborate and renned sarcasm upon certan critiques
which have appeared in connection with the proposed
new Hymn Book, but on reading we are persuaded
that * Athanasius ™ is in earnest.  Such a critic can-
not object to a litle good-natured criticism of a very
mmpersonal character.  Even tlus much we would not
attempt were it not that *“ Athanasius” is a type of not
a few hymn critics.

The first stanza to which he objects is

s Return, O Holy Dove retuin,
Swcet messenges of test §
1 hatc the sins that made thee mourn
And drove thee from my breast,™

‘The tirst abjection to this is that “we have no au-
thority in the Word of God for speaking of the Holy
Ghost as a dove.” He admits that the simile of the
dove is used, but rejects the metaphor as being un-
warrantable. This is a new canon in thetoric. We
were taught that the simile and the metaphor were
not only interchangeable, but that one test of a correct
figure was their very possibility and propricty of trans.
position. The verse in question is not even & poetic
license, it is the simplest poetic usage. No liberty is
taken when the inspired simile is transposed into the

Into “Athanasius’” little dissertation concerning the

prastiipsin a4

comparative metits of Cowper, Milton, David and Dr,
Watts, we would rather not enter.  \We gladly leave
him that field all to himself

His second objertion is that ** [t teaches that the
Holy Spirst may depart from the Christian,” ‘I'his
verse teaches alienation, not desertion, ‘There is
nothing in it antagonistic to wir confession, hut we
have long regarded it as in haymony with the seven-
teenth and eighteenth chapters of that venerable sym-
bol. We see it the quendlied spint, the grieved
spirit, and surely 1 is the very cs.ente of hypereriti-
cism which makes * Athanasius ™ thus confuse the ex.
pression of subiective experience, wath ulyective seality
of dogma.

The serond stanza objected to iy

¢ There I a fountain filled witl blid
Drawn from Emanuel's veing
At sinners plunged eacath that food
lase all ther guilty stains,*

The nrst objection to this is * incongruity in the
wetaphior.” “The vase is sunimed up and stated thus .
1 hold however, if lus mnctaphor is natural and cal-
culated to illustrato the unknown by the known, that
a literal fountun such as that of which he speaks
should at least be a possibility.” e holds that it is
neither concervable nor possible, because the * blood
of one man” is deticient in quantity,  Has the Church
waited for a century, and at last had its eyes opened
to the perception of an absurdity by * Athanasjus.”
‘I'ake this latest canon in 8elles fettres, and our Lord's
metaphor, “1 am the door,” i3 to be ruled out be-
cause we cannot form any adequate conception of a
door of tlesh and blood.

The second abjection is that it is “an ut-
ter misrepresentation of what Zechariah teaches.”
We do not know that tlus hyms must stand or
fall by the 13th chapter of Zechariah, but even
if 8 had to, and though Lange as quoted by
# Athanasius” thinks it contained water—what then ?
Janneson, Faussett and Brown on this verse com-
ment thus “ justitication and sanctitication are implied
in this verse as both flowing from the blood of Christ.”

Let any one read Heb. iy, 14, t Peter i 19, and
Rev. i. 5, and then judge between Cowper and “ Ath-
anasius,” and suscly the last of these three passages
will set the mind of our critic at rest on this question
of quantity.

Thethird objection is the unseriptural teaching as to
the mnde of applying the blood. “Athanasius™ contends
that Scripture teaches the application of blood to the
person, not the application of the person to the blood.
The énd is the same. 'erhaps there was alittle of both
methods in Rev. i. 5, but mostly of that sort in which
“ Athanasius” does not believe, we judge by the fithess
of things  Presbyteries as such, as well as indivduals
have made many valuable suggestions, and inasmuch
as the Assembly’s Committee on Hymns have had the
benelit of these hints, we hope to rececive from its
hands a book so much of an improvement on that
which was submniitted to the Presbyteries by it, that it
may obtain the approval of the Asscinbly, but we shall
be sorry indecd if the committee cuts out these two
stanzas so dear to many Christians. BaLaslos,

MINISTERLLIL SUBSCRIPIIONS TV H. M.
DEFICLT.

Dresbptery of Montreal—Previously reported, $299 ;
Rev. }. Hally, §3 : inali, $304.

Preshyptery of Lindsay. —Previously reported, $14;
Rev. S. Acheson, §3 : in all, $19.

Prestytery of Barrie—~Previously reported, $20;
Rev. John Gray, $10; Rev. J. McConnell, $5: Rev.
R. Moadie, $35 : inall, $4c.

Prestytery of Guelph.- -Rev. Thos. Wardrope, $10 ;
Rev. D. McDerinid, §5 . in all, 3135,

Dresiytery of Hamilton.— Previously reported, $35 ;
Rev. WV, I'. Walker, $5: in all, $j0.

Protytery  of Paris.—{The contribution of Rev.
‘T, Lowry waserroncously given as $3, instead of $3.]
Previorsiy reported, $123 ; Rev. W. T. McMullen, $3:
inall, §1:8,

Tur London *‘\Weekly Review ” says: **The Roman
Catholic Woild of London has recently received a shock,
the Rev. W. W, Roberts, a nephew of Cardinal Manmng,
and an Oblate of St. Chasles Boromeo, Bayswatcr, having
s0 far forﬁoxtcn his vows as to have contracted matrimony—
and ina ml:{terian place of wonhil?. The Rev. Dr. Case,
formetly a student of the Collegio Pio, at Rome, and until
recently priest of the Gloucester Mission and Canon of Clif.
ton, has also leR the bosom of the Roman Chuich and is
Buw Livigg as a private geutloaan,” :



