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HOME MISSION FUND.

E have this weck given more space to corres.
pondence on the state of the Home Mission
Fund than we can wellafford. Theimportance of the
subject and the evident diversity of view prevaling
must be our excuse.  \We ate quite sure that all the
fricnds who have written on the point are animated
by the honest desire to advance the interests of the
Church and especially to relieve the Home Mission
Fund from its present embarrassing condition.  Noth-
ing but the very kindliest feclings, we are persuaded,
are cherished by any one of our correspondents to-
wards the members of the Home Mission Commat-
tee, and even those of them who are ready to cnti-
Eisc the proceedings of that Committee most severely
are convinced that though the course adopted 1s 1n
their estimation not a wise one, the error at the very
worst has been one of judgment, not of either cow-
ardice or indifference.

And yet it is very difficult for anlookers to see what
other course the Committee could have adopted.
With a stationary or falling income, it has continued
from year to year to maintain and even extend its
scale of operations in the hope that the increased
liberality of the members of the Church, arising from
a more correct sense of duty and the return of gaod
times, would make all straight and relieve the tem-
porary difficulty without the humihiation to the whole
body and the necessai; suffering and loss to individu-
als arising from the dismissal of mussionaries and the
zbandonmnent of promising and very needy fields of
Iabour. It is very possible that from a mere business
point of view the Committee erred in delaying so.long
to face the crisis, in hoping so persistently agamnst
hope, and in continuing to add to its pecumary obh-
gations till the burden became intolerable. But if 1n
this a mistake was made, it was surely a very vemal
one, for which the whole of the Church is quite as much
responsible as the Committee. The very faintest sug-
gestion of curtailment was received with expressions
of strong disapprobation, and the reduction of the szi-
aries of all the missionaries w..s thought greatly prefer-
able to the absolute withdrawal of any. The Church
urged the Committee to a bold, believing and hopeful
course. And the Committee was very willing to be
so urged. It knew the extent, the need and the prom-
ising character of the various fields of operation better
than outsiders could possibly do, while it was keenly
alive to the claims of the missionaries and to the ex-
ceedingly painful position in which not a few of these
would be placed by their being withdrawn fram their
various fields of labour. But borrowing from
banks,and hoping that somethitg » *° _..n up, could
not go on forcver. It was simply continuing to let on
the steam and at the same time sitting on the safety
valve. Vhen the crash would come was a mere
question of time, and the longer the delay, the more
‘fermidable the catastrophe. Instead of the Commit-

»

tee being to blame then for being so precipitate in
bringing the Church face to face with theactual facts,
it would have been better, pethaps, as one of our core
respondents suggests, that this had been done a con-
siderable tune ago.  And yet a good deal can be said
on the other side, A season of very deep depression
of trade, and a scrics of poor, if not actually bad
crops, have been tided over, The general outlook is
greatly more cheerful now than it has been for a
good while past, and the ability to raise alt the moncy
nceded has certainly been increased.

But 1s it fair or right, is it in accordance with our
Church order or consistent with the directions of the
Supreme Court to cxpeet that the Committees ap-
pointed by the General Assembly shall not only ad.
minister the funds of the Church entiusted to them in
the most cconomical and efficient manner possible,
but shall also sce that these funds be raised, and, if
necessary, shall undergo all the personal labour and
incur alt the individual responsibility attendant upon
such a course? 1t would scem to us thas such a pro-
cceding as an ordinary plan of action would simply be
a confession that our Presbyterial system had turned
out a falure and had helplessly broken down 3 while
even as an extraordinary measure, the order of the
General Assembly would in every case be a manifestly
inchspensable prelinunary to such a proceeding. Much
painful expetience has shown that it is often a very
unpleasant wark for deputations from Central Com-
mittees to visit Presbyteries and Congregations even
when they are backed by the authority and command
of the Supreme Court. But to attenpt such a course
without that sanction or cven in spite of something
like a prohibition, has generally, if not always, been to
mvite failure and to incur very disagreeable and very
uscless personal mortification,

Besides, such a suggestion as that the Committce
in this case should have taken the work entizely out
of the hands of Presbyteries implies something very
offensive, though we 're convinced, perfectly uninten-
tionally so to the gre .t body of our ministers and clders,
1t intimates that they are cold and indifferent to the
work of home missions, if not positively hostile ; and
that they cannot be trusted to sce that the directions
of the General Assembly in this vespect are frithfully,
constitutionally, and universally carried out. The
Supreme Court of the Church has diract access to each
congregation of the body. Every minister and clder
at ordination engaged to be subject to their ecclesias-
tical superiors and to sce that the decisions and direc-
tions of these were faithfully and honestly put in force.
Have Presbyterics rebelled against this arrangement ?
Then these Presbyteries ought to be dealt with, unless
the Church 1s willing to acknowledge itsclf in a con-
dition of eccclesiustical anarchy. Have individual
members of Presbyteries set themselves to nullify the
arrangements of the Supreme Court or to defy the
authority of their own loca} one? Then they are
showing themselves untruc not only to the Church,
but to therr own honour and to the sanctity of their
own cngagements. There is not a Presbyterian min-
ister in Canada, nor is there a Session, that has a
nght to come between a congregation and the General
Assembly and say that that congregation shall not
have an opportunity of making every collection which
the Assembly orders unless it have a sanctioned
equivalent for each or all of these. What that collection
shall be, whether large or small, must be determined
by the congregation itself, but that an opportunity
shall be afforded it to make the collection is beyond
all question.  And that minister is not a loyal son of
the Church, nor faithful to his ordination vows who
will do or say anything to prevent that collection be-
ing made or 1its equivalent being given.

Are we prepared to acknowledge that we have such
disloyal mimsters and elders, and such inefficient
Presbytenes as this suggested practical supersession
of their functions would imply ? We should be sorry
to be shut up ta so melancholy a conclusion, for to do
so would be to confess that our boasted Presbyterial
system at a ime of crisis and difficulty had broken
helplessly down ; that our Presbyteries had become so
absorbed in mere local interests that they had no re-
gatd for the general work of the Church, and were
cither unable or unwilling to catry out its laws ; and
that individual ministers and congregations were so
narrow and isolated in their views, and so selfish in
their feclings that theyJhad practically given up the
Presbyterianisie of which they had been in the habit of
boasting and had fallen back on that Congregational-
ism which they bad so often repudiated, and whose

inefficlency for successfully aggressive Christian work
they had so often proclaimed, Wehave no such idea
of our Prestyteries and congregations. That there
is abundance of power, though it ay be somewhat
latent, in the Presbyterian Church of Cavadato carry
forward with triumphant success all the departments
of Church work, few, if any, competently acquainted
with it world question, far less absolutcly deny. Who
may be the legitimate agents to bring >ut this latent
power—is the only present question.  If we coula be-
lieve thr¢ Presbyteries and Sessions were in such a
state ¢, spiritual coma that they could not be trusted
with what is certainly an integral part of their legiti-
mate and normal work, then we should fecl that there
was good cause to tremble for the future of our Zion,
for we could in that case have little hope that the
spasmodic and abnormal would succeed when the
steady, constant and legitimate had confessedly failed.
The ever swelling outflow of Christian liberality must
haveits source and ot} ve power inenlightened convic-
tion, hol¥ feeling and humble faith, Who under God
arc most hikely to tap this fountain,to strengthen this
conviction, and develop and intensify this faikh? We
must believe that the local influences which our Pres-
byterial system so wiscly provides, may be expected
to be far more successful in such a work than the tly-
ing visits of deputations, however clogcent or the
carncst appeals of strangers, however much to the
point.  Presbyteries, besides, can if they please, call
in such outside workers to their assistance. If they
cither cannot or will not do cither one thing or another,
natters are in a bad way.

1S A “MORAL INTERREGNUM?® IMMI-
NENT ?

R. GOLDWIN SMITH has endeavoured in a
1ong article in the curren’ number of the “Atlan.
tic’ to show that itis. He has, however, neglecteds
to tell us what he means by the phrase,and his prophetic
fareshadowings may, therefore, be conveniently taken
as ponting either to what almost all would readily
admit or to what far more would as emphatically deny.
If tliere is a “ moral interregnum ” whenever there is
a more or less widely diffused spirit of rebellion against
what may be known as practical morality,and a consi.
derabledeparturcfromthatcourse of conduct which had
usually been called virtuous, and which had consisted
in the maintenance of truthfulness, integrity, generous
regard for the feelings and nterests of others, withall
those varied opinions, feelings and practices which
have been looked upon as constituting this moralityand
have been chenshed as such 3 then it might be said
that in all Chnisuan times there is and always has
been such an “interregnum.” Those who have upheld
such morality in theory and reduced it to practice in
their own lives, have always been in 2 minority, so that
when there has been even more than the usual amount
of practical defection from the laws of this morality, it
has been after all but a mere matter of degree, not any
violent and umversal breaking away from the course
which had been previously follewed, or anything like
an utter and absolute collapse of authority on the part
of those principles and practices which had.formerly
more or less widely ruled. If we take the phrase in
this sense as conveying the 1dea of a decay of moral
force, and that ansing from a collapse of faith in those
facts or truths (real or supposed) on which that moral-
ity rested, and from which it drew its vitality and
power, then all that is suggested by Mr. Smith's
rather unusual phrase 1s the ordinary and oft re-
marked upon fact, that the whole past history of
Christian morals has been made up of revivals and
decays, and that there 1s nothing not only more likely,
but more certain than that n this respect the future
will bear 2 more or less marked resemblance to the
present and the past. In this sense we should be
little inclined to quarrel with Mr. Smith’s conclusions,
though we might think it strange he should have taken
such trouble to prove what few or any would be in-
clined to deny.

But if we are to undarstand by Mr. Smith’s expres-
sion an utter collapse of Christian morality (for it is
to this he has exclusive reference) as one of the possi
bilities, if not absolute certainties of the near future,
such a collapse as may be properly represented by
that cessation of executive authority usually described
as an inferregnum when though one king is actually
dead another has not takeu his place, then we may
be permitted to more than doubt the force of his evi-
dence und the accuracy of his conclusions. His whole




