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Ne. IIL.
Hore wo may indicate Mr. Henderson’s

oharacier of the proosedings of oor-
tain of those worthy fathors, arising prob.
ably from tha imperfeot training in ohurch
order of fomo of their loading gpirits.)
Thero were (1) what had heen the
“ United 8ynod of Upper Caneda,” which
eame {nfo exictanco in the singular manner
ralated above, bt which had now descond
od from its Synodal Status, and booawme
tho * United Proshytery of Upper Oanada.”

MODERN BIBLICAL HYPER.CRIPI.
OISM,

Mg. Evrron,~In his artiole No, V.
(in the Brimism AMERIOAN PrresyreRIAN,
March 23rd), Mr. Gray snys :—¢ Prineipal
Snodgrass cortainl. misinterpreta my moay-
ing, Bowsvor unwittingly Wwoen he takes
A sontenco ont of my introduotion, chavges
it from n faot to a motive, and thon con-

Swith, 1 cannot but express s very high
opinlon of its freshness, originality, und
ability.”  As o origluality, it must by in
forwa rather than 1n matter, for Mr. Gray
bas found ne difffiomity in fraoing the
writer's visws to German sourcss, $0 one
Germanauhor in pactionlar, supplamented
by “a work so very hostils to truth as

rorvedly spplied : had ho drivelled ont in
supporl of either opinion, some reasons so
paltry as to make the absnrdity of his
position only the more apparent, that othor
form of reproach, ¢ unsornpnlous writer,”

might have been flung at hira, Tha Pro-
fsgsor’s aaconnt of the quostion as it stands

Paind's Age of Reagon.”

at the prosent atago of oritiolam may nob
bo ivcontrovertible, bat Mr. Gray, 1 oan.

ocolerinstional rolatlone, the nureative of In my forrzer eommunioation I remark- | not help thinking, wonld have baen mors

(2) | oludes that I am acoribing & motive of a

which involves gorne ourious things in
Qolonial Ohur-h history, Wo aliall give it
partly in bis own words, In s letter to the
Iate Dr. Taylor, of Montreal, dated Nov,
22, 1854, he seys, “I will cheerfully do
what I can fo assist Dr. MoKelvie” (of
Balgedie, then proparing his invaluable
Annals and Statistics of the U. P, Chureh);
by telling him what I know of that loss
{ribo ¢¢he Presbytory of tho Canadas.’ . . .
Geing a little farthor back, I may mention
that among the ministers who came over to
the United Siatos with M. (aftorwards Dr. )
Mason, in the aututau of 1802, to Isbour in
connection with the Associnte Reformed
body, wero Mr. Forreat, formerly of Sali-
coats, and Mr, Easton of Morpeth, That
body appears to have thought of oxtonding
fteelf fato Canada; for I have learnt that
Mr. Forvest preached for eome time, I
know not how long, in 8t. Gabriel Ohnroeh,
Montronl. The attempt was abortive,
b Whea he had upon one ocoasion proposed
to the congregation to connect itself with
the Asrociate Reformed, a gentleman, sa
{hey weore dismissing, gave utterance to the
prevalent anti-Amerioan feeling in the form
of & profaue oath against the proposal.

oooupying an indeperndont position
The Syned of the Presbyterian Churoh of
Oanada In conneotion with the Ohuroh of
Seotland, formed in 1881, (8} The ** Mis-
sionary Prosbyiery of the Qanudas,” oon-
nsolod with the Usnited Seccssion Churoh,
Of those she first two united in 1840, or ac-
cording to Mt. H's version No. 1 booame
absorbed in No. 2, whilo No. 8 had become
In 1842, or sooner, n synod embracivg throe
Prosbytories.

In Ootober, 1848, another Presbytery,
the ‘ Misalonary Prosbylory of Iastern
Onnada,” was formed by authority of the
United Socsasion Synod of Seotland. It
consiatod of tho Rev. Andrew Kennody of
Lsohute (now of Londow, Ont.), and the
Rov. Alex. Lowden of Now Glnsgow, with
thoir respeotive eldors, Mossrs. John Mao.
Aunat and John Murray. In the yeonr aftor
it joined tine Missionary Synod of the same
bodg, and was strengthened in 1845 by the
asooesion of Dr. Taylor of Montreal and
bis congregation in Lagauchetiere St.,
which bad beon formed in 1888, but had
hitherto beor in Presbyterial connexion
with Upper Canada. The Churoh was then
being consolidated by s sort of oryatallizing
Drocess, the soatiered elements coming {o-

very low order to the Professor,”

My letter (In tho PryspY?eriay, Maroh
Oth), had reforenco sclely to My, Gray’s
firat communieation, in which, immedigte.
ly before alluding to Prof. Bmith's artiole
‘“on the Bible in the 9th edition of the
Eneyclopedia Britannica,” tho Professor
was natued 48 & ** conspicuous example
of mary “ who are brying in their longings
sfter originality to find out how far they
oan wander ontside of the wholesome tenoh.
ings of oreods and sonfessions withont ox-
posing thomselves to ohureh digcipline or
expulsion,” Before quoting these wozds I
remarked that I could not oonvines mysolf
that Mr. Gray was justified in usitg them.
After quoting thom I stated that my re-
peated porusal of the Profdssor’s ariiele.
did not towapt me to account.for it 28 Mr,
Gray doce.  Mr. Gray tolls %an thatT haye'
chauged the sentence from.s fact to L1y
tive. Admitting the sentenocs.to.ba W fact
there is cortainly room in it for a motive,
Statements of fact are not negesshrily state.
ments of motive, but in this sage the ol
of the thing seotus to bo in favonr.of fi¥aehs
ty. Whet does Mr. Gray asdvibe to Prof.
Smith? Tho Professor hay Jongings.after

ed that in my opinion A, Gray's mothod
of guotation nesds recousidoration, and gave
what appesred to ho gome perlinent ox-
amples of his method. Althongh I hag
abandoned all intention to rovert to the
subjact, Inow venture upon anothsy line of
observation,
The subject disoussed iy vory large, in-
olusive of an immense mags of bintorioal
maforials, numerous principles of litorary
aud linguiatio eriticism with thoeir applioa-
tions, endless datails and illustrations. TFor
stoh a subjeot the condensation of the arli-
olo is romarkable. This quality more than
‘vaguoness " makes quotation diffiontt. It
fo no doubt to some extent a refleciion of
tho euthor's ideas and habits of htorary
:xoouﬁon, but in suy atlempt to account
or it fally, the hampering affect of limitod
ace should not be overlooked, Admir.
fe a8 concisoness is in any produotion, in
10 present instance it may ocoasion some
isbility to misapprehension. But it js
néthing short of the wildest hypothesis to
redit & porsibllity of thatl sori to an im.
&6’5‘61- design in the anthorship, when ade-
fﬁ&:ﬁé rational causes aro assignable ; for
¢ coniributor of that artiele, o sucha
woik a3 the ono in which it appears, is

like himself as a lover of truth, if instead
of onlling & brother by such names, ho
bad allowed the Professor's ptatoments
through a full quotation of them to speak
in the first place for themselves.

To advort to ono other point—tho [

tolieity of tho the Synoptieal Gospels—
thero appears to bo no good reason to deny
that apostolicity 15 charaotoristio, or
that the belief of it was a eondition of thesa
booke. The extont to which thig may be
afirmed is tho subjoet of questionings,
Mr. Gray isnot dogmatio on this point, for
whilo he speaks of tho Apostolie origin
of the New Tostament,” he ropresents the

view of tho Churoh in all agos to be, that
the Now Testament was wrilten either by
spostolle men, or undor their derect oy
indirect superintendonce, Bub he tells us
{in tho Presnvrertay, Maroch 9ih) that
Prof. Smith's olatement and ressoning
tend in the direotion of doing away with
this prineiple,
drift of bhis oconolusions is to unsettle
the

tolic
tares. The profescor says, as quoted by Mr,
Gray, “It appoars from what we have al-

and that the general

in
of

miad
origin

rogard
the

fo the sapos-
Groek  Sorip-

§ When Mr, Baston aftorwards settled in originality, Oreeds aud ostifersions are ready soen that a considerable portion of

gethor graduslly according to their natural surely entitled fo assumoe {hal his remders

Montreal, thore was a fairer prospeot of
introduoing the Sevossion, 2nd that in im-
mediate oconnexion with our Synod at
home. He sucoceded in orsoting a place
of worship, chiefly by the help of contribn-
tons oblained in the United States, on the
express condition that it should bo for the
use of & congregation in connexion with
the Secession.” ’

Ho goes on fo say that when ke left
Bootland for Osusds, in May 1818, he
brought with hima s minute of the Assoei-
ste Synod, authorizing Mossrs, Easton,
Taylor, Bell, and Smart, 40 form _them-
selves into a Presbytery, in accordance with
8 pelition those brethren had sent, and
then proceeds—*. I had no sooner arrived
In this country than I found that the
brethren instead of wailing the result of
applioation ¢4 our Bynod, had formed thom-
telves into a Presbytery on epitirely diffor-
ot grounds, and had proceeded to licenss
and ordain some very unworthy charasters.”
Mr. H, therefore deslined to join them.
Mr, Easton, however, having gone on,s
visit to the old conniry, made such repro-
s#niatlons that the Bynod at his request,
put “ the Presbytery of the Oanadas” on
their roll. This astion of Mr, Easton’s
which had been entirely unautliorized, was
rpudisted by his co-preshyters, who did
tot wish to conneot themselves with any
thuroh at home. **After some time it
divided itwelf into thres Prosbyteries,* com-
Poding, I believo, the Synod of the Oanadas.
++ + Having beoome desirous, as well they
might, to get rid of their brother —
(one of the *unwortby oharacters,’) ¢ and
learing that, if they attempted to proceed
inthe way of diccipline, he would plague
$hem with civil law, they ould think of no
better way of accomplishing this end thaun
by dissolving their corporate existence, and
1 letting him drop. Afier remaining thus
Beparate for about a year they formed them-
Mlveg anew under the title of the ¢ United
8ynod of Upper Canads,’ and at length be-
tame absorbed in the Synod conneoted

with the Charch of Scotland.”

§ Mr, Easton's congregation in Montreal
bad already preceded them to the same
destination, earrying their property with
0w, by means of &  mancuvrs,” in vio-
on of express engagements. * It was
this regolution that gave rise to tho Ameri-
®a Presbyterian Ohurch of Monireal, The
erisans belonging to 8t. Poter's sireet,
Rany of them very oxcellent people, would
Zost willingly liave stood connectsd with
Secession ; buk they were indignant at
management which had besn used,
Wd spurned the idea of being handed over

Another body.

In "December 1884, the * Missionary
PMbytery of the Oanadas ” was formed in
®aneotion with the Secession Ohureh of
Seotlang, containing eight or ten ministers,
fom Mr. Proudfoot of London to Mr.
(Merwards Dr.) Taylort of Montreal (V.
M, Bae, Mag., Jane 1885.) 'Thers were
Sn the following three Presbylerian
in Onoada; as appears also from
1 tateriating notices of’ Mr. Smart in re-
et numbers of this peper (which shew, as
b Mr. H's reminisosnses, the eontused

e, U
Tt Prostyserion Ao roprestate at acting 1o &
T exioet Soten

" resognition of the endeavors whioh he hid

affirmilies. The last namoed Synod grew
rapidly into the Unitod Presbyterian
Churoeh, their name being assumed on the
Union oi the Segession and Reliof Ohurohes
whioh took place in Sootland in 1847. We
do not kaow that thera wero any Rolief oon-
gregatione in Oanada. On the other hand,
the body formed by tho nxion of 1840 was
broken into two by tho disruption of 1844,
making three bodies onco more, These all
vigorously pushed thoir way, shooting np
with varying measuro+ of strength, till the
unjons of 1861 and 1876 ypwunited -the.
whole Pxeﬂ)yterian family in the Dominion,
and healed, let us hops for ever, the
breaches of » hundred and forly years.

If the Presbyterisn Chureh has been
noted for divisions, it has also been dis.
tingnished by its efforts to heal them.
Thess divisions have arisen from the clear
spprehension of prinoiples characteristio of
the Seotiish mind, and strong attachment
to them ; and when the separated brathren
bave come to see that they could un¥e
without compromising trnth, the same loy-
ality to their Master whick parted ihem
bag brought them together again, The
poet says of the two alienated friends :

' They partsd—ne’sr to meet again!
But nover either found anothor,
To fres the hollow heart from paining;
They stood aloof, the scurs rem alning,
Like cliffs which had been rent asunder:
A droary sus now flows betwoon,
But neither heat, nor frost, nor thunder,
Shall wholly do away, X ween,
The marks of that which once hath
been.”

And o, in the Ohurch of Ohrist divided,
the sense of brotherhood remsins. But
whet the elements of nature cannot do, in
joining cliffs that hiad been severed by some
convulsion, auy inorve than in obliterating
the traces of their former union; and what
natural aifeciion and worldly interest will
not always do in reconciling separated
friends, daty to Christ and love to him have
done, and will do again in gathering to-
gether the dispersed of Israel, all their
suspicions and jealousies and onvies
being loft behind, The subject of this no-
tice lived to sco mo fewer than five such
unions, those, wiz, of 1820, 1¢40, 1847,
1851 and 1875, in the last and greatest of
which he was honoured, and counted it no
small mivilege to iake a pablic pari.

(20 be continued)

(In the former articlo, column two, lire six from
tho bottom, for ‘acrive ¥ read—otiose. )

Tug contnbations of tho Orillis congro.
gation for 1876, are not $1,887.72, but up.
waxds of $2 400,

Tre Rev. O. Ohiniquy lectured to a
orowded hounse al Straturoy, on Taesday
evening of last week. The nett prooeeds,
smounting to §60, were handed {o thelestur.
er in aid of the French Mission,

Mg, Wi, WRATHERSTONE, for many years
loader of the ohoir of 8t. Andrew’s Chureh,
Galt, was latsly prosented by the members
of the congregation with  beantiful Albert
gold obain, an albam, and & violin onse, in

pul forth on behalf of improving slie Peal.
mody ol the shureh. The presentation wag
sotompanied by a very feeling aud compli.
mentary address, to whish Mr. Weather.

not favourable-to the gratificsdion of. sush
longings, and the gratifiention of them is
kept in cheok by the dread of sxposure to
Church diseipline or expulsior, With the
fear of exposuvs hefore hig oyes, thers is,
nevertheless, a cortain point in the direo.
tion of heterodozy to whish ke Professor
thinkshe may venture ; outside of eroeds and
confessions, & cortain domain within which
he may wander. Heis trying o find out
how far he can go and wandor, This effort
relates iteelf somohow to longivg after orig-
inality, In hig frying," i'%“ LI
has an objoot—a very unworthy object—in
view, and in his lougings ke tries to atisin
it. This seerns to be the amonnt of Mr,
Giray's sontenoce, and yot no motive is aserib.
ed! Well, the philosophy of motives hay
puzzled many an intelleot, and litile good
results from mers verbal disputer. I am
not desirous of socusing  Mr, Gray
of imputing what s wsually under.
stood to be & motive ; and thersfore what-
over it is that he asoribes to the Professor
in connection with the prodnotion of his
article on tho Bible, whether a longing
after orviginality or an effort in the line
of heterodoxy, or both, my judgment is
that it is something of “a very low order.”
I do not donbt the earnestnsss of Mr.
Gray’s love of trath, and it may be quito in.
teresting to the public to learn that part of
his exouge * for intruding st all into thig con.
troversy " is the presentation to him, by an
old country friend, of “the forthooming
volumes of the new edition of the Eneyelo-
pedia Britannica. Nor do I question the
sense of responsibility with which he un-
dertook to glve o thomsands, not so be-
friendod a8 he, his judgment on the views
of Prof. Smith. Xt is altogether to the
manner in which he presents the Profes.
sor's statoments that I demur. In any
oaee thore is a demand for the fullest fair-
nessin the exposare of error, real or sup-
posed, and in this instsuce the demand 1s
specially exaoting when nothing less is at
stuke than the reputation and ata us
of a Curistian theologian, of sckaowlodged
acholarship, tho ocoupant of an important
professional position by virtus of the ap-
pointmont of the Genoral Assewmbly of one
of the leading Soottish Churohes, It ought
not to be without indisputable reagous that
the opithot “unscrupalons writer” is flung
at such & wan, or that an % unhealtby
moral tone " is aseribed {o his writings,
The * Oraoles of God " themsslves often
suffer by the mannor in which partionlar
passages are quoted, and perhaps we shonld
not wonder at the writings of honest
Biblioal students being sometimes prosent-
od in such fragmeniary forms that mislead.
ing impressions are produced as to their
roal attitude. Prof. Smith aflirms that he
is not & ** destrnotive” theologian, and yet
bis history of the lileratare of thie Bible is
represented aw sapping the fonudation of
the Christian faith: he belisves in the in.
epiration and divine authorily of the Borin.
{ures, and yel, when giving the resulis of
investigations into their human authorshi Dy
his statements are identifiod in charaster
aud tendency with the rationalistis posi-
tions of what is oalled the higher German
oriticism,
Mr. Gray fs constrained o say: * After

sro propared {o discriminate belweon the
applioation of general prineiples and the
iniroduetion of snbveraive elements, and
that they will be oconsiderate enough not
to tear examples from the
are adduced to illustrate,
Witk rogard to the text of Boripture, Mr,
Gray affirms that Prof. Smith *seems to
iake delight in praving it to be insorreot
sud ukrelisble,” citing as
this whiat the Profesior aay
of Mioah, namely, thit it fs * often unin.
m:mxam Ropeléss wrross’
older than the oldest version.” This state-
meont is introduced by Mr. Gray asif it
were sdvanced in proof of a declaration
made by the Professor that ¢ the Hobrew
text of Soripture " isin ¢ 5 very unsatisfao-
tory state.” The Professor, however, does
not introdnoe it for that purpose, but in
illustration of & brief historioal sarvey of
ocauses which led to exrorsin oopying. The
really important questione—open for dls.
patation to any competent reviewer—are
(1) wheiker or not she positions sfirmed
historically accord with the facts of the
onse; if 8o, then (2), whether or not the
alleged stato of the text in Mieah is a fair
exemplifioation of their fenableness. Ifit

positions they

an instance of
% about the text

the New Testamont is made up of writings
not directly apostolioal (tho italies ave
wine), and the main problom of eritioism
in to determino the relation of theso writ.
ings, especially of the Gonpols, to apostolio
teaohing and tradition.” The Professor's:
romark, which Mr, Gray also quotes, that
“all the earliest extornal evidenos points
to the conolusion that the synoptieal Gos-
poln ere non-apostolioc digests (the italies
are Mr, Gray's, although he doss not gay
80), of spoken and written apostolio tradi.
;l;;:gﬁen,’i is not to be overlooked, but in all

fairness it shonld bo taken in conneotion
with the precediug quotation, and it is
specially important to observe that it is
noi in the article, as it appears in the quo-
tation, an abeolute, but a relative and hy.
pothetieal statement, dopendent upon the
acoeptance of ons of two possible solntiong
of & well-known difficulty with regmd to
the original form of the Gogpel sosording te
Matthew. From a oritioa] point of view
the Professor's survey of varying posi-
tions on this topie is perhaps the ablest
and most inferesting portion of that
branoh of the snbject headed, Motivee
and origin of the first Ohristian Literatuye,
It inimposeible to do it justioe exeept by a
complete iranscription.

bo possible to predicate absolute purity of
the text, then no disoussion oan arise, bt
Mr. Gray himself affirms of his favourite
Maseorctio no more than general, substan.
tial ocorreciness and purity. Allow any
uncertainty and the question of purity be.
comes & comparative one, a3 ragards the
condition of the text, in the several books
of Soripture. They are not all alike in
that respeot. The Profossor's statement ie,
acoording to Mr. Gray, ons of his * fieree
onslaughts ” on the integrity, anthenticity,
and genumeness of the OId Testament. It
is tmpossible, however, to discover a greater
dioation of delight than of regret, and I
am 1nclined to think that even * the famons
speotacles of Joo Smith” to whioh the
Professur’s * oritieal insight” is not too
happily compared by his Oaunadian Re.
viewer, could not detoct a trace of sanguin.
ary satistaction,

Mr. Gray, in his second artiole, is ex.
plosive against Prof. Smith beoanse of his
remarks in reference to a partition of the
prophecies of Zeohariah and Isaiah, The
canonoily of these books or of any part of
them is not questioned. The question ad-
verted tois not new, and by any one who
douvs not siart, as Prof, Smith doeg not,
from the empirieal position that an inspir-
od record is impossible, if it should be to a
cortain extent anonymous, the conditions
of authentioily and genuineness are not
imperilled. The gnestion olaims discussicn
acoording {o its merits, and & decision ac-

Mr. Gray tolls a oapital story about ag.

quiring fame by killing & famons man—s,
story rpecially interesting because of the
manilold applioations of whioh it admits,
If the notoriely whish comes of mane
slaughier be ever a proper objest of am.
bition, it may be smirehed by the manner
in wbish the deed is done, for even mur.
der admits of degrees in the axifalness of
its exeountion. Shounld the Prosbyterian
“thunder " which, Boanerges-like, the
minister of Orillia invokes to complets the
business ke has on hand, reverberate in
auswor to his eall, we can only hops that
it will do more good than harm, for we
must nos forgst the well-known lesson of
saored history, that it is not always =
Christian or & prudent course to imitste in
overy particular the “Prophet of Fire.”
Yoars, eto.,

W. Snopgruss,
Queon's College, AMarch 26, 1877,

Tre QUARTERLY. A poriodioal connected

wiih tho Hamilton Oollegiate Incfitute.
4 little more learned than msual. The

article on *“ The Soience of Languass” i
good. Tho poem called “The Ples of the
Rivalet,” contains forty-seven stanzas.

Tee Norwar Ornass. A

Quartorly Maga.
zme. J. H. Vincent, Editor. Now
York : Nelson & Phillips, Cinoinnati:
Hitoheook & Walden. Price fifty cents
per year.

This magazine is entirely devoted to

8abbath sehools and Sabbath school teach-

that is

oy ' :
.‘*Ro\ the William Teylor $¢ Osaaburgh mention-

stone made a fitiing response.

frequent pernsal of tLe aviicle of Professor

L]

cording fo evidence.
more than that simplo acknowledgment
of difficnlty which
possible or eafe.
students following the preponderance of
proof a choice of sides osnnot be denied,
except from a fear that the Word of God
may not survive any fest but that of friend-
ly oriticism, Had Prof. Smith originated
ihe question, aud with * ycathfal " '(?)
rathuess ocommitted himueli absolutely
to oneor olher of the views that have been
adopted, the epithet, *‘presumpinous ori.
lie,” might have been plausibly if not de-

To ignore it is

is sometimes all
To honest

ing. Normal classes for the training of
Sabbatb school fenchers are now establish.
ed at various points in the United States,
st which {he courss marked ont by the
Ohsutaqua Convention is followed, Al
neoessary information regarding that sourse
sud the working of the normal elasses iy
given in this magaxine and in a series of
iraots, the fivst seven of which we have re-
eeived along with it. The fracls ave pub.
lishad at $he xats of fonr pages for ons cent,
The magasine aleo gives the reguiac 8, S,
Lesaons with & number of freeh ancedotes
- 0 ilinalrate them,




