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. PATRONAGE vexwus POPULAR ELEC.
‘ TION. -

© Billtor PRiTiwl ANERICAN PRERBITERIAN.
Sin,~Delore outering on tholdistnussion
- of patronage, as propased in our last paper,
wolslit\llqgnm the opinions of some len({:ng
<mon in -Qifforent churehes regarding popu-
v olectlon.  Andtlio Brst we adduce from
. wetrusty-indirect s aree, is that of Oyprian,
middla of third 3
Twccines movoe efriking as ho was a strenu-
- oud advooata of Episcopaoy. Ho saya that
¢.the cx 1
. dhedpoestles down to our age, was that the

awer of choosing -worthy prelates rests

chielly with the people.”  The Churek: his-

toriun; Waddington, nsserts *hat,“of most of
tﬁ? A{xoslol_ical Glu'ncl;es, {ho first Bishops
‘aré  appointed by Apostles; of those net:

Apostolio the first xissionmiies wera pro-
bably the missionarivs who founded them,
Thé amicable and judicietts Melanothon
sAys that ‘Domocracy, which takes the
.oloction to thamsualyes, is at vaviance with
tho divine law and the primilive church
yule.” Nor.canwe find any writer of crodi-
blo autbority attempt to prova that the

-Apostles submitted the election of ministers:

a.the people, or that the prim:tive chureh
t?xi%iﬁedp~llx 8 as their right. This castom
would appéar to havé aequired promiuenco
wheon the arrogant prelates began to place
their cleries over the péople, willing or
unwilling. Dr. Emmaus, Congregational-
ist, tlaiins for thé people not only-the right
of elcction bitt of ordaining.  Ho says . -
#The truthis, ministers have no exciusize
right to ordain others.  The right of ordi-
nation is primatily and solely in the hands
Jof thr Church.” ~ Put while he is usually
caréful to give Scripturo authority for his
utterances, he doos net attempt to give any
for this. ‘The last but not the least author-
ity which'we shall quoteis that of the
houest, - philosophie, clear-headed Dr. Me-
Cash of Princeton. Ho writes only last
mouth, ‘I have geava dvubts witether

gpular election would always be safe in the
E:inda of the parisiioners.” ~Aud he fusther

-says, when far remote from the heat of dis
-cussion in the fatherland, *It is certain that
these noble men, Chalmers, Can-lish, Cun

ninghain, Buchaunan, and Guthrie swore

led away” by the surroundings of existing ! is thus sulject £+ the continuons patronage

patronage, to expect too much from popu
ar olection.
et us now look fairly at patronage. Aud
wo would premise that, while considering
{his or any other subject re rarding wliuch
Presbyterian churches hold different views,
and regarding which some,n the same
Church, hold various opimons, wo should
oxercise more than o.dinary care and in-
spection, lest wo too inconsiderately reject
nxl)l that does not run parallel with our ac
customed mode of thought; nod when
1doking beyonll our own narrow sphero of
action, we should cherish the iustinet and
rolish of the beo rather than of the wasp—
seoking to eliminate the good and permit
the ovil to pass into oblivion. _ And as not
one of tho Presbytorian churclies had yot
arvogated the dogma of Infallibility or the
stature of perfection, as other '(‘hurchos
have,we shall nol assume,in our discussion,
that any one of our Presbyteriau churches
Lias been infallible in governmeant, or should
conse to press forward to nearer uriproaches
to parfection in the future. ~And.itis suraly
piore than time that I'resbytenans, when
looking at our past lustory and present
condition, should do so with a less jealous
and more charitable eys. Thereis so much
in which we entiwely agree, and so little of
réal importance in which we differ, that it
would be highly erimnal to continue to look
with o microscopic lens at our difforonces,
and with a telescopic lons at the great es
sontials which not one of us has ever doubt-
ed. There is surely moro than enough out-
sido of the Presbyterian famlies agamnst
whichwe should everm. re prescat onounited
force. May the great Lord incline and en-
able us to build up and eniarge our Presby-
terinz brotherhood on the most expansive
Peharitable Scriptural basis. For, at best, our
alleged ground of differences a pear as
the most trifling family quarrels in ‘the
estimation of those who are not accustom-
od to weigh ccclesiastieal matters with such
strict philosophical acumen 2as s ghe custom
and heritage of Scoteh Presbyte-ians.

‘Yt must be evident tu all who have given
some attention to the lustory of patronage,
asit obtained a place ‘n the Scottish Qhurch.
that it was never arranged by the deliberate
judgment of tho Scottish Church.  And 1t

would probably never have been allowed:

had not the Scottish people been sick ox
fighting against Papacy and then against
Prelacy. Aud we suppose that those exeal-
Jent men who remained, as well as those
who, from time to time, withdrew, submit-
ted somewhat as Paul yielded, and-embrac-
_ed the opportunity of proclziming the truth
before King Agrippa and sundry, at the
instance of Testus, not from choice, but as
tho only available means of doing so. Paul
would doubtless have pruferred to be brought
-thither under different auspices and other
patronage than tho ‘heathen ruler, but Lo
“wotild not lose the opportunity of declaring
tho counsel of Gal. ~ Accordingly we find
that after patroncge was urged on the
Chureh of Scotland, the General'Assembly

uf the Church of Scotland, when ratifying

the confession of faith in 1690, neither con-
cinred nor utterly rejected patronnge, but
Joft’ it open for *“further comsideration.”
And wo fipd, nlureover. thé same deliver.
anéo prefixed to the confess,on of faith
Pago 11, ag, authorized by the Free Church
- of Scotland in 1851, frora wbtch,tas ;_Ve.ltlb-l:
om other «eclarations, we matst infer tha
Srom olher ('s no-utteriy rejected: by the

‘patronago i \
‘iﬁi?gh%rch as absvlntely ewil.  And tlus
2 ) ! tie fact

-will- appesr more ruspifest from

. L tliat, only last winter, when application was

SR

: 't liave Dr. Buchannan, the 5:c19'brgg.
-i%%g%iﬁr,di‘ «The Ten Ycars™ Confliet,” and
#he earnost advocate of popular rights, to
e appointed Principal of Glasgow Univor-
sily, tliero was gexeral dssauefnetion ox-
ip’ex'i:ifii:lf(l throughout his church ‘when he
‘did tiot redeivo.the Queen's patronage. This
should atlcast show thiat patronage per se,
is hot tegarded in oither:clinrch as" eni ab-
séluto evil, -to bo despised and shunned by:
every good and great mun. At tho same
Hine it 'is .not -less certain. that neither
@hnrob, Jeft 10 chovse witliout avy externsl

| land

ceutury, whoge testimony | the prastige of patronage, proves that the

tablizhed “rnlo from the days of

.nany; we should clnim asmuch Seriptural

{ any peoplo refuse- the sarvices of a worthy

' sderation of all Presbyterians,

‘We should therefore shrink from ‘apjironch

mit'Guspel truth to fasthful men, who shall’
:be ablo to teach .others also.””
sight of tho stewardship of the mysteries of-
God"” conld not bé exercised without author- '|.
ity to. recaive into und oxclude from' the
faistry. : C 12
are;invesfel with thode powers ie frealy

would submit Church patronags
to the Quean, and downwnrds té Loxds,
sroprictors, city fnd town counoils,
and-others. This system of procedure was
‘novar learned from.Apoatolio procedent and
tho inspired word, Chuvel authority may
Tiave allowed it but never fully npyrovod of
i, Tho Suprome Hoad of the Chureh al-
lowed it, and wrought out good xuder the
syatem, but He-nover declared that it was
tgxo best method of divecting and controlling
the alfairs of His Church.  The faot that so
many eminent Theologians, and so many
deyout Christians, have been trained within

pressIro,

Great Head of tho Ohuveh did not utterly
frown npon that system of putronage. As
regards ourselves, wa know not, m the his.
tory of Christendom, where, within such
narrow bounds und for so many ages, sv
many justly celebrated divines and so many
humble deveut Christians hnd been trained
as withun the range of this form of patron-
age.  Atleast in the cauy history of the
Church of Scotland it must have suited
bettor than popular election. Wo have
worshipped i & church in Wostern Scotland
where the godly minister who officiated,
nearly two ceniuries agzo, had to carry his
sword by his side to defend himsolf, when
using the sword of the Spirit against the
vices that prevailed. Indeed, patreange,as
it oxists in the Church of Scotland,has never
appentred to us so injurious as it is regarded
by some who veap its beuefits. Patrunage
must rest somewhere, and must prove
pleasant or unpleasant. Thero is in reality
moro patronage exercised in other churches
over tho ministry than in the Church of
Scotland. All the patronagethat the Queon
or any of her subjects can exercise ovar the
ministry is to signify whether John, Peter,
or Paul, out ot all her ministers, should
preach in a certain church. Thevo her pat-
ronage ceases, and may not thereafter ex-
ercise any control whatever. The minister
15 now noither at the will of the patron or
people. No mau can bo more independent
to preach the Gospel above the fear ur favor
ofall.  This we regard the grand exceliency
of patronage.  And woe be to him if he
does not faithfuliy reprove and admonish,
as well as teach and exhort.  But when the
m:mster must be the chvice of the people
he must not only be subject to their judg

mont at the vutset, but be ever and anon
subject to their patrounage, and too often
they will make him feelit  And who that

of tho poople but knows that he requives
much dignity of character, together with a
Iarge amount of grace, to enable him to ac-
quit himself on all ocensions as one seeking
to “'please God rather than man.’ Besides,
how seldom does 1t happen, even when the
choice is eaid to rest w.th the penple, that it
is really and truly popular election, either
wside ar outside the IKstabliched Church ?
How many wires are set in motion?  How
many put forth their influence in behalf of
their faverito? And unt often is the
most noble and worthy liceutiate found to
go forth seeking the patronizing influence
of others.  As the result of tlns underhand
patronage, found in all the Churches, we
met swith oxcelient licentiates in all the
léading Presbyterian churches in Scotland,
who felt. sorely that they had been coldly
or uufairly treated by the dignitaries n
their rcsqechvo churchies. DPationage will
exist fairly and openly, or meanly aud
covertly. What is required in our Presby-
terian churches is, to have it elearly defin-
ed who should exercise patronage, and to
have 1t fairly directed and guarded. Asat
provails, no one 1s more responsible than
another, and therefore every ono feels that
he has as much right to control the wires
as another, fud-to urge lus protege rather
than another. It has often occurred to us
that the greatest harm arose i the Estab.
hished Church (to which the idea of patron-
nga s usually attached) not so much from
tho direct influence of patronage as from
the Church Courts not excreising with suffi-
cient eare the power vested in them.—
First, in not deternuning with due eircum

spection who were worthy to bo set apart
for the holy munustry ; and secondly, in not
cxercising sufficiently strict discipline over
those received into the pastoral office; in
not oxercising diseipline with a firm hand
ovor the slothful, as well as all others un.
faithful in the care of douls. And these
evils may oceur, and too often oceur, in all
churches.

From what has been advanced it wiil
reashly appear that we are nut ardent ad-
murers of the prevailing mode of patronago
any more than the ordinary method of
pupular dectivn,  Whatever may be sawl
for exthier on tue ground of necessity, or ex-
pediency, or human policy, we thunk one
may claim about as much divine warrant
asthe other. And just as circumstances or
the prevailing order required we should as
svon the patronage of one layman-as thatof

anthonty for one as the other, and therefore
should fecl as conscientious 1n submutting
to the one as the other. Atthesame time we
should feel highly culpable in undertaking
& charge contrary to the expressed wishes
and remonstrance of evena wmnority, exther
under the rule of patronage or popular
election. While we can discover no Serip-
tural authonty for “popular election,” wo*
regard it contrary to tgo spirit and teachings
of the Gospel to forco a mimster on a peo-
ple rejecting his mimstrations, and especi-
ally if willing to receive another. Woknow
not how a Gospel mnister: should. do it,
winlo the wide world was before him, If

mintster, let tho guilt fest with them.

Whence then -sh-ald church patronage
come, or wha shav.] ekercise the patronage:
of the mivistry of( tha Gospel ? " This is o
grave question, dewn anding the earnest con-

_ s, We think
it has never been deliberately. sottled.’

ing it had wo uot advanced ¢o for.

All Presbytetians concur in holding that
the power of calling and’ »rddining to the.
pastoral office is vested in the ralers of the
church. That it devolves o1. thom “to com.

This “over-

That the Church rulers ‘aloite’

‘the former meintaining that the viiice-bear

‘responsibility on tho people of saying

.ers i1 tho Church, By shifting from one to

_rulers in the Church nf Christ requiro more
lo use the highest wisdom and feel the

.byters) of well-known zeal, prudence, and

-| recognizing our “Westminster Standard.)

-within a certan- périod: Tho divorse tal-
-onts of the ministry would. most . generally

.of-the- people.” Tho occasional: pertodic-
.change would awaken: fresh -vigor and in-
‘terest int tun Churches. It would learn tho:
.pooplo to consider and profit by tho truths
iproclaimed, rather than to inquwe about
tho good or ovil discoverable in- “tho earth.|-
.on:vesael.” ’

Jjections’; -but. that: whick ‘wonld: sorve .to’

geanted By Dos.
. | :

Muir of ' Edinburgh, sad

? . L

“Dr. Buchannan of Glasgow, in their discas:
slon in 1540, conducled in a brotherly n:n%_ ,
Christian spisit, regarding the right of
Churohrulors and their people, The chief
pointa of difforence hetweon them being,—

ersin-tho Church may in.corlain-cases o
dain & ministor over precluiming congregy-
tion; and tho latler holding that *th. oon-
sent of the congi. ¢ation should bo Lell a
conditio siie qua non of ordingtwyr.”  We
dare dissons from both, We srovd by no
moans intrude & mumstor on & p. sple; at
the same time we would m no casa east the

whetber a licontiato should be oxiained to
any ono chargo or auother. Wo thuk the
entiro responsibility of cummitting “the
Gospol to fauthful meun” rest. with the ral-

anather the responsibility is not sutliciently
folt by cither, nud honee tins most vespons
sible duty is not discharged aright by those
most compoteut and ontrusted with the
ovorsight of tho ehmrches. But let all due
eare bo exereised in admitling to the work
of the ministry, and there need not bo so
much anxiety ns to whether the prencher
of the Gospel be appointed to take charge
of souls in ono place rather than another.
There is nothing else regarding which the

gravest responsibility.

Lot all thus set apart for the work of the
mimstry be held the willing,active servants
of the Church, aptto teach, rendy to do
-rork in an) part of the Lord's vineyard.
Wherever there are souls to he saved and
cared for let this be regarded their appro-
puate field. Let the Church rulers have
tho directing and controlling power of ‘the
entirc ministty of the word. Aud as we
may not easily find one, at the Frescut time,
possessing the burning zeal, the self-deny-
ing spirit, and heavenly wislom of the great
Apostle Paul, who was burdened with *‘the
care of all the churches,” and as the field is
now wider and the churches more numer-
ous, let there be one Presbyter chosen
(not to exercise lordship over lus co-Pres-

wisdown, who shall ascertaw the condition
and wauts of about twenty churches, with
the view, as 1o the case of Titus, ‘‘to set m
order andordain elders over the chucches.
Let this be done fur every district of simi-
lar ¢xtent , and let these aged, experienced
couacillors, in their united wisdom, report
to the General Synod tlte location of every
minister and probationer—submitting this
for the approval or revisal of all the assem-
bled rulers of the church. And in order to
allow full freedom to arrange and loeate
with & view to the interests of all the
churches, we would have no marriage rela-
tionsinp formed, for we see no divine war-
rant for it in our perfect rule of faith and
pract ze. Nor would we in all this ignore
tho just rights of the people.  Let there be
o ruling elder, who shall be truly a repre-
sentative, from every congregation; and
when attainable, let him surpass the teach-
ing elders in earnestness and excellency of
wisdom and prudence, who shall take part
iz tho counsels and governmént of the
Church, animaiad with a liberal spirit to
promote the general gand in gelecting and
appointing of the ministry as in other res.
peects. It i true we would not give the
people the opportunity of quarrelling as to
what manu shall be their settled pastor ; wo
shoull prefor to leave such quarrels, ns in
the case of Paul and Barnabas, to the rulers
in the church.  Nor.would we have three
or four or more from opposite directions,
and with purely local selfish interests, meet-
ing to expend their eloquence, to woo a cor-
tain minister from his betrothed bride, or
his married wife, which in our minds is the
silliest procedure wathin all our Presbyterian
churches; and next to this s that of assum-
g that every member of our most and
least intelligent congregations 18 competent
to judge who shall be their teacker and
guide oven unto death. But we would not
depnive any rational member of tho right of
“trymng the spirits,” of - discerning between
“ravemng welves” and “faithful shepherds.”
Letthem exercise all therr best wisdom and
humility, and reject *“auy other Gospel”
not taught in the Inspired Word. Butsuch
are most likely to come from without, and
not from those chosen and watched over
by the aged overscers and the entiro ruling
body. Let them not receive any doctrino
from within or without, not dictated by the
sure word of prophecy.

To our mind this system of patronage af-
fords many advantages. TFirst of all; and
especially, because most ir.accordance with
the apostolic, primitive, and more ancient
practice; and if this be granted, it must
embrace the highest wisdom and the best
policy for building the Church and extend-
ing the Gospel. Seeing that all received
into the winistry must al'ouce enter on the
active service st the Chiurch, and go where-
over appoiuted, it might serve to keep pack
slothful spirits—only sceking their own case
and aggrandizeizent—whereas i would en-
courage active, zealous souls to cater the
minisiry, as they would not be left in the
cold and unemploged. It would pro-
vide the best  possiblo security of having
missionaries for honio and foreign work ;
and none should be regarded a true herald
of the cross that is unwilling to go whero
souls may be saved. (Iad such been: the
-system of working in the Scoteh Church

even daring ‘the last century, they. would

have avoided. secessions, and have twenty
laborers for one, not only caring for :their
expatriated countrymen, bat many more

1t shonld prevent:the-small, selfish strifes
in congregations about the .mimister to be
elected. Thero need bo no forsuking of
their Church, as the . minister nnacceptablo:
to the few or many- wounld bo removed

mee} the diversitied wants and peculanitics

To

all this wo might auticipsto many ob-

meot and overcoms all, would ba to'bocorne |’
‘moro thoughly. - enabuied with iha self deny-

votes
Thus lesing aight of selt gnd looking abroad
to consider the intoreats of humanliy and
tlie glory of God, we should rejoice in Aoo-
ing Hi3 kingdom advancing everywliore,
amd all brought into ona fold and uader one
Shepherd, But owing to thie want of n con-
trsl and genara) controlling powerin our
Presbytorinn system, thero is no church in
whieh thers 18 se much knowledgo lying
dormant, and disengaged.  Thisis truo not
only as regards licontiatos but laymon. But
doesnot the idea of being under one King
and ons kingdom indicato that thove should
be some centeal power of organization, Our
present system as regards dxrectmg the
tatuistry, 1s alord purely congrogational.
One great secret und the chiof cause of t.lm
sneress of the Chureh of Bruee, isin her in-
ternal coutrolling power, enabling her to

directivg and appeinting them whers she
wills.
could not poasibly have accomplished so
rcuelt.

wway within the last century, to possess al-
most all lands.
peculiar teachings of the Methodist church,
aud ten thousand times less for those
of the papacy, but should the Methodists
take a full leaf of « ¢ oriliodoxy, we should
bo willing to copy largely of this part of thew
method of Church srganization.

ing on your space. 2
this subiect. We desire to provoke a friendly
dircussion, and see it taken u

ity

.character,

i
i

}-the General Assembly ?
:preaching in Newcastlo ana Borwicl
itimes in‘ 84,

Apostles and fhoir fellow labourors

wnke uso of all her Mimisteral servants and
Without this controlfing power she

And what but this has enabled the
Methodiss Chureh, in the even tonor of hey

We bavs no favour for the

IWhile secking to be brief,we are encrcach
We would not absorh

by thoso
who have some time, opportunity and abil-

I am, yours very truly,
Avpxavper McHay,
Eldon, 1st May, 1878.

THE * CONSTITUTIONAL PRACTICE
OF PRESBYTERIANISM.”

Editer BRITISA AMIRIAN PRESBYTRIIAX

My Dear Sie,—I observe that the remit
on tho * Standing of Retired Ministers™ 1s
occupymng the attention of the church, and
to v surprise comes heralded forth as*“ap-
proved stmpliceter " from Presbytery after
Presbytery, without an appavent thought of
what it means, or of tho important conse-
quences 1t involves. The Romit reads thus:
 That according to the constitntional prae-
‘“tice of Presbyterians none but settled
‘* ministers, senior pastors,Theological Pro-
** fessors, and ordained ministers, called to
* fill special positions in the work of the
* church, should bo entitled to have their.
** naes cntered on the rolls of Presbyterics,
** and such being the case, any exceptions
* made should be made on their own ments,
** gud therefore now legislation on this mat-
** ter 18 uacalled for.” Sir, asto tlus I beg
to submut

1. That tho Remit is, vague and indef-
inite.
2, Iuis historieally inaceurate.

8. There is no principle of represcutation

Asgembly; and who died nuay]
yeaxs botoro tho firat Prosbytery § 4
Jished,
sembly, in tlx(; same]muunor
intendents, who without any apee;

gation sending them were gox&iaf:cflw; e

bers of them.
form of Church Government of 1645,
Presbytery consietoth of the i
public ofticers as are agrocable to gy
rantod tby. the wox]‘d (;[ God tobe oln
ernors to join with tho ministers in .

ornmont of the church.” i tho gov.

American  Prosbyterian Churel ©
the broad general principle provails,
ordained ministsrof theshurch jg ¢
a member of the Preshytorate. 'l‘hoyoun‘er

tho Confession of Faith, sni,'s:

Chera)
ry w tent
Ho vccupied his” place i?u?itﬁ'

a8 the Sy op.

ropresontatives and wonld, had Py, gl
oxisted, liave heen co:zsille'rc(los‘)yxif:l,;ﬁ

What nre the worgg of the
word and. qyel,
1d war.
wreh goy.

Or farther, what is the prinziple of th,
Thers

g

Hodge, in commentating on the ntjel, in
“There §
the Classical Presbytery which consis(: 2\;
all the pastors or bishops of the chuzehe
tby representatives) ina cily or neighpoy.

hood, who can convenently meet togethe
aud unite in the exercises of ecelosiagtioy]

government. Crdamned. ministors

& are not
members of particular churches bug

bolong

‘in the firat .instance to the Prosbyury."

Again,whether it bo admitted as a true )Fin.
ciplo or not, it is a fact that thie Chury -of
Scotland has in its General Assembly,which
the clever 1rish writor on Church Govern.
ment, Withrow, shows to bo merely 3 lapee.
Presbytery,Commissioners eleetod by Royal
boroughs and others by the Univrmsities,
Again, what has been the practico of'our
Caunadian_church ?  In taking up the As
sombly minutes for 1872 in the official Pres.
bytery Rolls, it will be found that of the ye.
tiwed ministersclass theroare in Brockville,
1: Kangston, 2; 'Paronto, 1; Huron, 1 ;o
tal 5. In the same roll will be found the
names of the ordained wissionaries whe
have seats in Presbyteries: Toronto, 1; Man.
itoba, 8; Total 4 ; and in Minutes, page 50,
seats in the Presbytery were given to two
ordained Missionaries, and this only three
daysafter tho Romit desired it to bo affirmed
that the  Constitutional practice of Presby.
terianism * was not to give such ministersa
place.  In addition,the samo Roll contains
the name of the Convener of tho Commiites
presenting the remit, thoro by virtue »f b
ing Professor of Moral Philosophy in a Na.
tinnal Institution. Thus the Apostolic pre-
cedent—with Reformation precedent—uwith
Church of Scotland precedint—with United
States precedent and f'iat of our own Cana.
dian Church contre dicting the Remit—either
miconstitutional Pi ~Yytorianism provaile,
or the Renut is histo- icnlly.incorrect.

But 3rd, three different prineiples: of
Presbyterial representation aro here involy-
ed, Tho pbrase * seted minister” is plain.
ly usedon the principle thatthe minister
is tho representativo of tho congregation;
he is a **gottled m nister,” not simplyn ore
dained minister-Znot holding position by
virtuo of his ordination: The plirase * sen-
ior pastor™ iuvolves amnother prin.
ciple from the preceding, viz. that
by viriue of being an ordained miuister
ho holds his place, for it is plain that ifrép-
resentation of the congregation bo the true
and only principle one of the colleagues

in it.
4. It commits the Assembly to principles
beforo unassorted.

1st. It is vagnoand inconclusive.  What

docs the ** Constitutional practico of Presh-
terinmism  mean 2 At Collego we used to
hear of the meamuglessness of general con-
ceptions, of 1t bewng 1mmpossible to concarve

man " except as referring to some ndivad-
ual man; of the general term colowr being
nothing 1f separated from some special
colour, and yet there is, it scems, such a
thingasa Presbylerianism which has a con-
stitutional practice and which vaviety of the
many coloured ontity is referred to? 1Is it
the Presbyterianism of Paul'sday ? or of the
Synod of Dort? or of the church of Seot.
land ® or of the U. L. church® ar of the
Amencan Presbyterian churcli? or that of
our own Canadian church ? If the practico
be different, which is to 1ule? or where is
the essenco to bo got that has the quality
of ** constitutionalisin” 2 Thie effeets the
assertion mado by the Remit. This sottled;
the vague Fhmso *the ovlained ministers
cailed to fill special positrons in the work of
the church * needs expianation,
probably intended to ~over the case of chureh
agent, Mission Seeretary andthelike: Wheth-
er this would not' include rotired nunjs-
ters and Professors in secular institutions,
who still do special mission work, is fairly
open to question, but that it does melude
the following classes,probably not entended,
is boyond doubdt.

1. Ordgmed Missionavies who for a timo
agree to isbor in o special field,

2. Mumisters acting as'somo are dumg as’

‘ stated supply.”

Tho Rexut isalso inconsistant in the latter
clause. * Conrstitutional Presbyterianism®
declares certain elasses montioned to be en-
titled 1o & place on the Presbytery Rolls;

*uone but thessui says,should bethere, Yet

provision ts made for certain others being
there. Moritorious cases indeed thoy. must
bo that find.their places on ofiicial Rollg
whsre only names restiug on o legal statug
ought to be found.  So much for the per-
spicmity of the Remit,

But,2ud, the remit is histovically incorrect
in its statements.  Tts statomcn{is -inco::
sistent with the Presbyterianism of the enrl
church.  The conatitution of the Chureh
Conrt | is: shown by Cunninghara, Maller
aud others to rest npon the anthority- given
by tho Synod of Jernsalom. The Synod of
Jertisalem was made np, besido the. Elders,
of the ordained ministers of the church; but
was got Paul o sottled ministet, or did ho
come undni the heading of any of the elasses
of:the Remit ? ‘Nol ho was'in hisordained
by virtue of which-ho hold: hig

place,.as mnearly as possiblo an * ordamned

méssionary;” and h

Or-in what capacity did
- Knox, tho "great foulndor,y ":)f
Scottish. Presbyterianism tako Ins place in.
Sonioetinmes ho was
astle. some-
fi Audrow’s parish-churoh; soino-
times at-Dundes ; soiatimss at Perthymore’

of an'sposile:taan an ordinary minister wag |

This wae.

mssionary ;™ is companion tho Evan. |-G. 8
:gélistio Baruabas Liad the :samie sroitn -
-Waieh o rest, ;oame ground on
- John' X

Scieatifio
‘yonrs.

mest lose his Place. Otiter congragutious
quite aslargo have injustice done tﬁcm if two
ministers are allowed to represent ono con
gregation. If the second minister be ailow-
ed a seat in Presbytery it mnst then rest on
Ius being an ordained minister of tho chureh.
But another principle yet is ymplied in'the
8rd and 4th clauses, of Professors and
Church Ageuts, viz. that the church as &
whole may constitute itself an electorsl unit
and havo its vepresentatives. It may plois
ly do s0 for its ini‘ghest court, but on what
principle it can be justified toimake ils've
presentatives members of Presbytery needs
to bo wade out.

1. Congregational reprosentation.

2. Roprerentation by virtue of oxdination,

8. Assembly representation.

.It’lainly no prineiplo_is endorsed inthe Re-
mit.

4th. Tho chure) is asked to comumit itsell
to an Edueational Theology nover before ye:
.eognized by it. Tn the phiase ¢ Theological
Professors,” it isimplicd that there are or
_may bo two Theological Irofessors und'*
the direction of the church, and that the
chureh, (gaided by * Constitutional Presby-
terianism ™ is not togive such a seat,declar-
ing virtually that the chureh hasno rightto
undertake secular edueation. Now while
the church may bo protiy gencrally convine-
ed of the advisability of leaving secular.2do-
eation to the state-—the strongest volunlary
nmonf us will Lavdly say, she should abne-
gato her right ¢o educafo as shé chooses
or declare that should she widertako suel
work ho will not give Drofessors delegated
aseat in church courts, ‘That she is not
willing to do su is shown by her giving
geat tu a Professor inthe PrepriatoryDepart
men! of Kuox Collego in 1866 ; aud at. hav-
having a Colige-in Monitoba witt: ..minis-
ter of the church i chargo of 1t and holding
his seat by virtuo of such position. Hop-
ingX may havo called atteation fo what
seoras to me an important matter.

T'qm,
G. H.

S

The contmunion wine dispute -éonies , &y
tflxs year before the Syno% ‘of the Unifed
Presbyterisyr Church of Scotland,being ¢ar:
riéd thithor by tho appeal of-the Rev. Joht
McRerror against the finding of the Edin’
burgh Presbytory,: Drs. Peddis and Thoni-
son with Mr. Monzie wero appoicted to de-
fond the netion of the Presbyiory.

The remams of tho Into Bishop Melivane
who died in Florenco.dn tho 12th of last
Marea, have beon bisight to Ameriea avd
‘o by finally ‘mnterrod 1 Cincinnati. Dis-
Lop Mellvane was orginnlly a Preshyteris
an and was tho most distinguiched “prolate:
of the Protostant Episeopal’ Church “in - the

Ustversiry Hokourg~-Thoson of tho Rev.
Robort Rotherford, of Nowiands, Seotland,
& young 1ad of 19 yuars of nga,letely. carried:
O ® Prize at, “Oxford -of the value of
£90. “He has ‘more. recont} ‘gainod the
Schalarahip, ‘tonabiy: f+r {hreé:
The Boholarship-is wertli- £100for:

the fxst'and £50 for each of th»mm&nl




