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deciares thisý One af the compiaints frcquentiy made is
that cijdren do not prepire their tessons at home. And
cioseiy and naturally following upon this is the neglect af
church attendance, especiaily by young men. Over and
over again, statements arc made by rciiable persans, who
inake it thecir business ta find out, thr.c but a s mai
perceailage of >oung meai .ttend Church in out cit.us.
They ara imimersed in self indulgence, in picasure. Is
moral pragress either probable or possible undcr such
,irct.ustances? Wc' asscrt this is an unmaistakablc sign uf
Mloral Decadence. If people do nlot occupy thcmiselves
%tia reigion, they iiaust inev.tably lost the advantage i
imparts. Home reiigiuti as the indispensable condition of
moral )rogress"and stabilit>', and is absence meaais MNoral
Decadence-

Turniaag tramn tfe home, ta the generai life ai tilt
community wc ubscrvc a ver>' cumrmon negiect utobligatton.
It is weil expressed ias Christ's words. -they say and du
-lot - lromi;ses are nul observed. Persona) tonvenicnce
or inclination scemis ta bc the measure offobligation. A
good illustration cornes tram where we least cxpect ta find
it-tle Churcb. How lightly snany treat the obligation
taithiuliy ta attend the sanctuary services. Rarely are ail
the members ai a Church cammittee prescrnt at its regular
meetings. How many Sabbath school teachers are absent
frram their post in tho school 1 There seems tca be a wolul
lack of a sense ai the sacredness ai obligation.

Then, again if we observe the generai conduct af men in
business, we aie farced ta admit that there is a Moral
D)ecadence which is flot oniy prescrnt, but widespread. Is
there not a deplorabi e lack ai good faith in the business
communaty ? Men nike promises, but do nat kecp theni.
Men aire covetous bel are being just, or rather without being
just. WVhere gain is concernied, they will sacrifice principle,
and righitcousness. They will sacrifice a brother ta their
greed. And even membrrs of churches fali tram the faith
and the right, and miserably betray that sacred cause with
which they are identafied. Laws have ta be mulîiplied in
arder ta keep nmen ta their obligation. Who trusts a man
in business ? DistrL,î is the rule, and every business
trans-.ction mnust bc hedged about %vith every possible
guaran tee. And who does not acknowiedge with shame the
geaieral corruption there is in palatical lie 1 Sureiy we
need go no tuiher. There is Moral Decadence, there are
ver>' many signs of i everywhere.

Now, if out anférences are correct then the plain duty ai
the church as ta do her best ta braveiy face the prablemn.
if it goes on, socaeiy wiii not, cannot imprave. It mnust
grow %vorse, nhe need of the hleur is to revert ta the
Pauliane mcthod ai preaching-ta preach, with like zeal,
"righcousncss, temperance and judgment ta came." A

gospel waîlaout raglhîcousness is sait that has lesti ts saveur.
It is nal the Gospel ai jesus Chrast. Now if Felax
trembied undcr such preacharag, sinners wali tremble now.
And the soolier they tremble, the better, bath for them-
selves and for the community of which they farrm a part.
'Tli sooner niay ve expect ta witness an imTprovemTeKlt,
and pragress in the moral tone and lite ai aur land.

ElderModeratorship.
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WVritien for lt Reaisw.
This question as ta whether Eiders mnay be appointed

ta the office af Maderator ai Session, Synod or Generai
Assembly is ane ai chie! interest becau;e it is ane that
affects the practice ai the Church fundamentaliy. To
say that it is a controversial question in the Church
%vould, be te quite niisstate tit facts, for that it is not, and
could scarcely camie ta be. We believe it is the long
lane practice and flot the snecessary practice, or the satety
o 'r soliiaty or permanence ai the Church that the ques-
taon touches.

WVlatever may bc said in this communication either
iavoring Elder-Moderatorship or in opposition ta it,
yaur correspondent docs nlot wish now ta appear in the
iight citber of a champion nor yet of a critic in that
regard. fteanwbilc let it be agreed, Ilthere is much ta
be said on bath sades.*« But an editoriai ai yours bas
suggested sonie criticisin of positions takcn. It is in
regard toi the II able statement I made by Dr. Laing on
the flOor af the Synod of Chathami. There were a good

erian ihevie*,
many ivlbo heard the arguments on bath sides of the
question wvbo thaugbt the principal defendcrs ai the
action of Hamiltan and other Presbyteries in placing
an Eider in the Mloderator's chair were nlot pcrfectiy
consciaus af a serong case for tbcy seemed ta argue at
greater iength, and with iess logic tbaai is their wont.
Nor was the other side of the case presented wv3th
buficieaat ciearness, tbougb with mucb vigar.

Now as ta the four positions submitted by Dr.
Laing. The first is that the B3ook ai Fanms, etc., does
not say the Moderator shalh be a minister, but is a
minister i and that Ilthe cautiaus warding ai the state-
ment was antentionai and significant.l" We ask, Is
there any mare "1cautiaus warding " in that book that
may some day prove Ilsignificant"?P The book wvas
adopted by the Generai Ausembly in 1889. Oniy now
are we finding out that it it a very convenient: book
cantaining ruies s0 warded that they are readily con-
strued ta fit the case. We submit that the B3ook ai
Formns is supposed ta have crystaiiized and ta have
stated uneqa:îvocaily the long standing practice ai the
Churcb, a practice eiuber directiy enjoined by Scripture
or elsecdedlucibie therefrom. This, notwîthstanding the
tact that the Assenmbly ai '89 appraved and adapted the
book il as a usetul guide " rather than as a iaw-baok.

Dr. Laing's second position was, that "in any
organized society, unierç the constitution pronounced
atherwise, every member was eligible for electian ta
the Presidency, and there was no provision ta the con-
trary in the law ai the Church.'

(What is the "«iaw of the Cburch?" Wherc are we
ta find itP Evidentiy nat in the Book of Forms which
is oniy, it would appear, <' a useful guide " exbibiting
the Ilordinary practice af the Cburch.")

But this second position the doctor takes is not
analogaus, as he evidently intended it ta appear, but
savors rather af begging the question. Thse Church
augbt ta be Scriptural as regards her constitution and
presumabiy is so. Other organized societies are not
necessarily se, and seldom make any dlaim ta Scrip-
turalness in point af thear constitution. If there is te
be any copying let it be dlone by the societies-not by
the Church. If she is Scriptural in this sa essential a
particular she does not need ta capy. Whatever trutb
in this question may be get-at-able and is not already
appreciated, cannot be arrived at by such an argument
And the case ought neot ta be in any way prejudiced.

Tht third position takea by the doctor is not cal.
culated ta bring much added privilege ta the Eidership,
for it contains twvo exceptions wbich do much ta invali-
date the argument intended ta tavor Elder-Moderator-
shap. The first exception he piainly states in that the
existing parity between ministers and ruiing Eiders is
not .strict parîty unless in functions 6f gaverniment. His
words are, as quoted in yaur editoriai ai the 7th inst.,
11When a Presbytery is constituted there isstrict parity
between ministers; and ruling eIders except when funie-
tions other than those ai governient have ta be
performed."

.The second exception is implied. It is that the
strict parity posited exists anly after a Presbytery bas
beeil constituted. If wve have understood rightly, then
u'ha is ta canslituic the Presbytery ? or declare it consti-
tuted ? Dr. Laing, we helieve, only weakens the case
stili more when ho II contends that a minister is realiy
an eidcr who is autborized ta teach." This needs nlot
ta bc contended, for the Aposties theinselves not only
were eIders, but some ai them claimed the office.

Then as regards the fourth position taken, viz.,
t'iat exceptions had occurred in the past ta the use and

want of the Church on this point ; " your correspondent
bas it from the clerk ai the Fresbytery that was the
first in Ontario ta adopt the course for wbich the Pres-
bytery ai Hamilton is naw calied in question, that that
particular Presbytery elected an elder as its Moderator
in order liai lte Elde r-Modcralorsltip question might
be before the CIaurch. Perhaps ather Presbyterics,
whetber reccntly or in other days, had some equivaient
reason for the step they taok. In any case such
evidience is aniy collateral at best, for it does not affect
the Scripturainess or un-Scripturainess ai the question
rit issue-

Let the question be thoroughly studied and discussed,
for natbing but gaod can corne af it.


