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Our Contributors.

ARE OUR METHCOS AT FAULT?

BY NELSONIAN.

Many of the reports presented at the
General Assembly are encouragivg and re-
assuring. The finauces, coosidering the
general depression throughout the country,
are in a healthy condition although a lament.
able cry Is set up owing to a shortage in the
Forelgn Mission Fund.

One deplorable statement comes out in
the report on statistics, where it is declared
eight hundred and two less united with the
Church on prafession of faith in 1896 than in
1895. How can this be accounted for?
Huundreds of Presbyteriaas, doubtless, eater-
ed the country durlog the year; we presume
the ministry was equally faithfut and kaow
that God would not stlat us of His grace, if
we were doing our duty.

Have our methods aonything to do with
the dimioution in numbers? Let us exim-
ine one ofthese only, viz, the system of giv-
ing for the extension of Ohrist’s kingdom,
and what do we find? We find a system
which, whiist it has gone unchallenged by
the Church, and has not, as yet, brought any
of our number before the civil courts, has,
nevertheless, oftentimes caused us to haog
our heads with shame and frankly admit it
to be mercenary to the hilt, and uanworthy
the great Church in whose defence our an.
cestry drained their blood. That this system
bas some redeeming features Is true, but
that it embodies worldly, sinful methads
cannot be denied.

Christian liberality is giving without receiving—
The liberality of socials is giving and receiving.

‘Therefore, the Ilatter is not Christian
liberality. If this syllogism be true, and it
seems so te the writer, increasing church
funds by socials and other eatertaioments,
is contrary to God’s Word and consequent-
ly may be charged with keeping back His
blessing. In a ward, we substitute a human
for the Divlae method in the one case, and
is it to be wondered that sinners take ad-
vaotage of what we so practically teach and
substitute in the other?

The Church says the world's method
may be substituted for Christian liberality ;
the world says, and with equal consisteacy
and plausibility, a moral life may be substi-
tuted for faith ia Christ and Christlan coa-
secration. To deny the one and accept the
other is inconsistent. This the Cburch is
and has been doing, and few, for fear of
shrinkage in the treasury or some other
reason, bave raised their voice agaiust it.
Lst us remember that the Presbyterlan
Oburch ip Canada has not been command-
ed to evangelise the whole world, but she has
been commanded to do her part in a way
that will harmonize with the Revelatlon
which God has left us. How seldom do we
hear a minister of the Gospel asking God’s
blessing from the pulpit on a mooey-making
soclal. How seldom even is His blessing
asked upon it, as the opening item of the
programme !

The congregation trembles lest the even-
ing should be wet or the attendance smali,
and time and money lost, bat, if it is a suc-
cess, the amount secured is announced by a
flurry of trinmpts and the crowd disperses,
pleased that God's work daes not call for
very much self-denlal afier alj, If the matter
can ooly be shouldered on the willing half
dozen, and be widely advertised amongst
the rifi-raft of the town. Again they see io
it an advaotage in this way : The women
cap do the work whilst it leaves the men
with a free hand @0 look to the larder. Do
not think this a far fetched avd imaginary
picture. Not long ago in & Canadian town,
with a2 population of pearly a thousand, a
minister from a neighboring place presided
at the congregational meeting, At this
meetiug the male element, membersiof the
church, forsooth, were bent upon electing a
board of management, composed wholly of
ladies, as the work would mostly devolve
upon them at aoy ra'e.  They were dissuad-
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ed from takiog this course, but the impres.
sion was fixed indelibly upon the chairman,
that money-making soclals wera responsible,
{n part, at least, for"this state of aftalrs.

Money soclals, it is claimed by some,
have their advantages. They bring the dif-
ferent denominations together, so that the
sympathetic chailn is thrice folded about
them, and they become united in spirit,
although, as it bas been amusingly put, they
may throw dirt"and pommel one another in
body. This is indeed the fruit that may be
expected from the modern money soclal,

What would our friendship mean if,
after ioviting some with whom we desired to
be ob good relations, we charged two bits for
their entertaipment ? Cannot this question
be asappropriately asked of the difterent de-
sominations ? Who would dream of in-
creasing individual frieadships tun this way’?
Then, If unworkable with individuals, why
conclude it the best scheme with the differ-
ent religious bodies? The fact of tho matier
is, friendshlp, if there can be any produced
in that way, Is scarcely discoverable, and this
method should give way to the free social,
which, it caunot be doubted, would bring
about a bealthler state of affairs. This is a
live question and should not be overlooked.
Let there be light, and that, if possible, from
the leading men of our Church, so that, both
East and West, there may be no uncertainty
as to the proper course for Christians to
pursue.

“CARLYLESE."

BY REV. W. G. JORDAN, B.A.

This word is used by Emerson in describ-
ing aMr. E. P. Clark, a cashier ina bank,
whose services may perhaps be secured for
the purpose of unravelliog and verifying the
booksellers’ accounts: A Carlylese of that
intensity,” etc. Now, the word seems to be
used in reference to Carlyle's literary style,
witoess the followlng statement of Mr. J.
Morley : *“ It is quite true that a maa who
writes in dialect as Carlyle didis heavily
handicapped. The classic writers are those
who have wiitten Eoglish,and not Carlylese,
aund [ am one ot those for whaom, in spite of
the attractions aud merits of Carlyle’s lan-
guage, the English language is good
enough.” This criticlsm with its finality of
tone has provoked replies which reflect
strongly on Mr. Morley’s orlginality and ia-
dividuality. “ His good work,"” we are told,
¢ smells of the lamp,and this address is good
on the whole, though no very vivid imagina-
tion is necessary to concelve what Carlyle
himself would bave said about it.,” We do
not wish to concern ourselves at present
with Mr. Morlep. His remarks serve toin-
troduce our subject, and with the comment
that such words as ‘‘dialect” and * Car-
Iglese ” are question-begging eplthets, we
leave him.

This question of style is an important
oue to those of us who bave a messagz to
deliver and wish to express it clearly and
forcibly. The old sayiong that ‘‘ The style
is the man” is perhaps far truer than we
think. For even when the style does not
make known the man, it reveals the fact that
he has not learned fully to express himself,
or is content to lie buried behind borrowed
forms of expression. One coutemporary
critic bas declared that, * Nowadays we
are all stylists,” the *“‘we' there refers of
course to the *‘ literary men ;" and thereis
much truth in that statement also; for there
are many who have nothing to say who are
striving to say it elegantly. Your profes-
slonal stylist is apt to become a bore, deal-
ing in pretty wvothings. Yo literature as
elsewbere, when dress is the supreme thing,
and the truth which should smite like a
sharp sword {s wrapped In endless coils of
finery, then ““ all Is vanity and vexation of
spirit.” One great requisite of any style is
that it should fairly express tke man and
provide an appropriate form for hismessage.
Carlyle’s style was ‘‘a literary phenome-
now,” to use a3 somewhat slaongy expressicn ;
people did not kvow what to make of it, but
they were compelled to confess that there
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was some reality and mighty passion be.
hind it.

In the Quarterly Review of 1840 there is
a discussion of his views fromthe’orthodox
standpoint and also a criticism of his style,
written on the whole in a kindly spirit. (By
Sewell, a High Churchman, of whose
“Puseylsm " Carlyle speaks with bitter
ridicule : see Life by J. A, Froude,) This
writer describes Carlyle's style by a quo-
tation from his description of Mira-
beau : ““ He has the indisputablist ideas;
but then his style! In very truth it Is
the strangest of styles, though one of the
richest; a style full of origloality plc-
turesqueness and sunny vigour ; but all cased
aud slated over threefold In metaphor aud
trope ; distracted into tortuosities, disloca-
tlons ; starting out Into crotchets, cramp-
turas, quaintnesses, hidden satire, which the
Freoch herd had no ear for. Strong meat
too tough for babes.” This is certainly a
falr description of much of Carlyle’s writing,
but it Is suggestive that the reviewer had to
go to Carlyle for it, Afier speaking highly
of the style of the earlier wrltings, the *¢ dis.
tortions and extravagances” of the later
works are accounted for: (1) Bya supposed
desire to pander to the depraved tastes of
magazine readers, and (2) by the influence
of ** an intemperate and indiscriminate fond-
ness for German literature." The first rea-
son read now in the full light of the ample
records which we possess is too ridiculous
to need reply; while the second isputin a
very shallow fashion and so s of little use to
us. We cannot follow this gentleman into
his disucsslon of the Germans ; like much
else in this essay it is quite out of date.
Forty years later, when the ¢ Reminis-
cences ” came to be dealt with in the same
periodical, the question of style is briefly
dealt with as follows : * His style has fouud
no imitator—except an occasional one in Mr.
Ruskin, who has or had an excellent style
of bis own—and it is no more likely to be
reprodued than the very peculiar class of
intellect that created it, and indeed peeded
it, as the fitting instrument, the eccentric
exponent of eccentricity. The style is em-
phatically the maun.”

Those who have the sincerest friendship
for and highest appreciation of Carlyle find
the style a stumbling-block. Speaking of
Sartor, Emerson says: *“ Aund yet did ever
wise and philanthrophic author use so defying
a diction? Asif society were not sufficiently
shy of truth without providing it before-
hand with aun objection to the form.” And
Carlyle “ will not defend such attitude,” but
calls it **questionable, tentative, and only the
best that I, in these mad times could con-
veniently hit upon.” On the same subject &
careful criticlsm is addressed to Carlyle by
John Sterling, so that if the Sage sinned
again in that way he did it not in ignorance
but in the fullest light, * The objections to
pbraseology aund style have good grouad to
stand op. Maby of them are considerations
to which I myself was not blind, which
there were unluckily no means of doing
more than nodding to ss one passed,”
¢ The poor people seem to think a style can
be put oft,or put on, not like a skin, but like a
coat. Is not askin verilg.a product and
close kinsfellow of all that lies uoder it,
exact type of the nature of the beast, not to
be plucked off without flaying and death?
The Public Is an old woman. Let her
maunder and mumble.”

There is still another view of the subject
which is, that in order to have a style like
Carlyle you need mecely takea few words
such as ‘‘silence,” ¢ cternity,” **entity,”
etc., put them inthe plural and begin them
with a capital letter, when lo, you are a
great writer, master of a aew and
strange eloquence. Alas ! that theory like
some others is condemned by its simplicity.
No ! even here the style is the man, the
style is strange because the maa is straage,
not to be measured by small rules of rhetoric.
A greater than Carlyle, evea Shakspere,
broke away from the rules and traditions of
his art, his mighty genius could not be im-
prisoned by artificlal ¢ ualties,” and he was
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regarded by pedants as a strange mongtyy,
Balzac has a good saylog to the effect lhal;;
maa to be origlnal must * read noibing of
read everythiog.” In many directings Car.
Iyle was an omulvorous reader, He hyq 3
tremendous vocabulary, uses very freely the
right of colning new phrases, at times by
blds defiance to all grammatical or rhetorica)
rales and flings his staniling expressions
about in a bewlldering fashion. There are
times when only a strange looklng ¢
strange soundiog word will satisfy his feeliog, §
This kind of writing was naturally slarlling.
to those who had been accustomed 1o 3 dull -
humdrum style or to those who took as their 4
model perfectly balaaced sentences afier the
manner of Cicero or Jobnson. That Carlgle
could write forcible and beautiful Enoglish §
with comparatively little eccentricity iy it s
proved by the Lives of Schiller and Sterling
many of the essays, et>. Sartor Resartus con. §
fessedly represents i chaotlc condition gf §
mind, the soul struggling with the everlay. |
ing nay, and is no doubt Influenced by that §
Werthenson which was one of Goethe's cast. 8
off clothes, *The French Revolutigp” B
cannot be discussed here, as history, by &
those who have studied that terrible tims §
sud noted Its mixture of wild elemenis
tragic and grotesque, must feel that there Is @
an appropriateness in Carlyle’s pictures, . §
paianted with bold strokes, manifesting the 3
grim humour aud passionate pity and scom 8
which such scenes stirred inhls soul. Onthe ¥
whole we conclude, then, that Carlyle’s styls &
is worthy of study, and is not to be dismissed
with contempt as ¢ Carlylese ;" what the re. &
sult of that study may be will depeed upoa ¢
the student's tastes and ideals. It maybe §
that thls writer, whose teaching is ot now
the subject of criticism, manifests in his style §
something of morbid egotism and of wilfa §
eccentricity, but there is along with this the
genlus that can toll terribly and is consclous §
of its strength, and in the subject now belors B¥
us.there is the lesson that we need each ones $
flexible stvle which shall enable us to express ¥
with directness and force the thought that. )
isin us.
Strathroy.

TENNYSON'S RELIGION.

—

BY WM. HOUSTON, M.a.

What Teonyson’s precise religious atti- :
tude and state were it Is not easy to gather §
from his published works. X
in prose, and when he wrote in poetrybe @
had a poet’s right to put sentiments and 3

opinions in the mouths of the charactershe
created, which he might have properly 8
enough repudiated if he had been charged BB

with holding them himself, Aoy light, §

therefore, which can be shed by othersco

this side of the great Laureate’s nature most §
always be welcome to thoss who, through §
acquaintance with his writiags, have come B
in some sense to kaow the man. n

A few months ago a near relative gave JB8¢
some glimpses of Tennyson’s religious state ¥

in a magazine article ; quite recently a more
importaut revelation bhas been made byas ¢
intimate personal friend, Mr. Wilfrid Ward. §
This is contained io an interesting article in §
the Vew Review for July last, in whichis
given a summary of conversations with the

" poet op questions of philosophy aund religion. i
As he drew near the end of his loog life i

these subjects occupled an increasiog pro-
portion of his time and thought, and when §
he recovered from a serious, almost a fatal §
illness, in his eightieth year, ke ~rote from H
under the very shadow of death that most
beautiful of uninspired religious lyrics :

Sunset and eveniog star,
And one clear call for me !
And may there be no moaning of the bar,
When I put out to sea,
But such a tide as moving seems aslecp,
Too full for sound aud foam,
When that which drew from out the boundless
deep
Turas again home.

Twilight and eveniag bell,
Aud after that the datk |

Ao may there be no sadacss of farewell,
Whea I emibark ;

He wrote little 38




