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make her a Church of Christ in the wne vase, and
therehy qualitied to ordain, it certanly can in the
other. I, huwever, she was not a Church aof Christ
when Luther and Knox were onluned, they got no
ordinatinn, and our ordination as a form can therefore
be of Iittle o nn importance.  \Why, then, all this ado
in the Preshyteries and 1n the General Assembly for
nothing 2

When “ Erigena™ agrees with “ P'rotestant " that the
Church nf Rome is mare thoroughly anti-Christian
than at the Reformation, both are certainly astray, so
far as the question of morals is roncerned.  Speak.
ing of the Church at the time of the Refonmation,
1’ Aubigne says. * The evil at this perind wore a char.
acter and universalty fAaf 1t hav pot borne subse.
greontly,  And above all the mystery af mnigmty deso.
latest the bioly plaves as i2 dus nat Leen permitted fo do
sinie the days of the Refermatien” lHistory of the
Reformation, page 18),

Those dogmas which have been added to the creed
of the Church of Rome, since Reforination times, have
been gencrally hield by Rome cver since that epoch,
though not formulated as now.  No dogma that has
latcly been added can exceed in blasphemy the doc-
trines of transubstantiation, absolution, and plenary
indulgences. 1tis no new thing fur Rome to steal the
prerogative of God. She did it long prior to the
Reformation.  On the whole, the Reformation has
had a stimulating and clevating effect even on Rome;
so that while in spitit she remains the same, her out-
ward Kfe as exkibited to the world has vastly improved,
I’rotestantism has shamed her into better conduct,

“ Lrigena ” holds that the Churcls of Rome has not
been a Church of Christ sinre the Reformation, and
yet in the same breath he mantains that it shewed a
farge amount of toth chamty and carcfulness to have
accepted all along the baptism and ordination of the
Romish Church.,” I cannot go so far in sympathy for
Ronush error as this. | hold there was nesther char-
ity nor carcfulne<s in accepting the ordination and
baptism of Rome, if st+ had no claim to be a Chris-
tian Church. There was no charity in condoning
error, there was no carcfulness in putting antichnist on
the same footing with the Church of Chnist. 1If, on
the other hand, we shewed chanty in accepling all
along her ordination and baptism, then we should stitl
continue to exzrcise it in the same direction, for char-
ity is one of those things that “never faleth.” Let
“ Engena” agan take cither horn of the dilemma he
pleases.

My argument, as given in my past letter, is that the
ofticial acts of a minister or church are held as valid
without reference to moral character ; so long as such
minister or church continues to profess Christ and is
not legally excommunicated. I instanced the case of
Judas, whose official acts as an apostle were recog-
mized by Christ, and therefore 1t would be wide of the
mark to give in detasl, on the invitation of * Engena,”
anything Judas did outside of the apostleship,

The Church of Rome claims still to be a Church of
Chnst—n fact so strong s her claum that she desires
to monopohze the whole ground- she belicves in the
Trimty , thercfore she holds a very different positian
from “any orgamzation which teaches a fragment of
truth and has some good persons in it,” though
“Erigena” holds that such organization would have
as good a claim to be called a Church of Christ as slie
has. Mohammedisin and the different systems of
heathemsmindividually teach many fragments of '.rutE,
and there are good persons in cach and all of themp,
yet not one of these systems believes in the Trinuty,
nor do any of them Profcss to be the Church of Chnit,
as Rome does ; so *“ Engena's ” adroit inference doés
not follow, \What ¥ Erigena” necds to do is to shew
that Rome has been cut off by the Church Catholic,
but he will find it preuty hard to do that, in face
of his own admission, that other branches of tlie
Church bave all along admitted her claim to be a
Church of Christ, by arcepting her baptism and ordi-
nation. Granted that the Church of Rome has vety
erroneous ideas as to the nature of a sacrament, does
that invalidate the form of ordination, so far as that
form 1s scnptural 2 Supposc a detective is ordered at
head-quarters to arrest two noted cnminals, and mis-
taking the orders, he arrests one of the cnminals ard
an 1nnocent man, allowing the other criminal {o
cseape, because beheving him nnocent, 1s the arrest
of the one criminal thereby mvahdated¢  So, though
Rome has excecded her duty 1n some cases. and sadjy
failed 1n 3t in others, does that invalidate that part of
1t 1n which she agrees in form with the onigimal com-
mands. If so, then the Romish doctrine ot intentidn
must be nght after all. It is a question whether the
above detective might not merit dismassal, but it could
only be after a fair trial and by the proper authoriues.
So Rome can only be dismissed after a fair trial, and
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by the proper authorities—the Church Catholic, which
tribunal has yet to be convened,

In conclusion, ! see’! Erigena® has got intoan “ec.
clesiastical corner,” after all, about that Romish priest,
that enters the Church of England priesthood without
re-ordination, and is accepted into our ministry again
without re-ordination, while his more slmighl?urwnrd
brother-priest who comes to us direct from Rome will
nnt, according to “ Erigena’s” terms. he necep ™l
unless he submits to re.ordination. “Erigena,' in
courtesy to the Church of Fugland it appears, would
not re-ordain the Church of Lagland priest, though,
coming from Antichnist through Episcopaliantam, he
had got neither ordination nor baptism.  If this ords-
na*ion question be a mere matter of courtesy to thisor
that Church, and tot a matter of principle, then let
us be courtcous to, and consistent with, our own past
record and do as we have always done; or if we hold
that ordination be nat valid unleas complete in every
respect, then 1 maintain we must consistently lgnore
all ordinatton &as well as all baptism that springs there.
from) except that which is Presbyterian ; for it alone
is complete accotding to Scripture. In thiscase we
will not only shut out Rome, but every other branch
of the Church visible that docs not confer ordination
according to the Scripture form, viz,,  with the laying
on of the hands of the Presbytery.” \wWiv?

CALVINISM AND INFANT DASINATION.

MR, Enrror,—As an editor {especially an editor
of a Presbyterian journal) is supposed to know every-
thing, would you kindly inform me, in your next issue;
in what Calvinistic work [ would find the following
utterance: * Thereare infants in hell not a span long.”

My reason for troubling you about the matter, is,
that in a friendly discussion the other day, with an
intelligent Methodist clergyman, he asserted that the
doctrine of infant damnation was taught by the old
Calvinists in the most unmistakable terms. 1 told
him that 1 had often heard the same thing asscrted
before by enemies of Calvinism, but had never been
able, as yet. to discover such teaching in any book of
Calvinistic theology, and that | would like to,know if
4e had really ever, in his reading, met withit. His
answer was thdt he had, and that the book in which
the * horrible doctrine” is taught, in the very language
above quoted, was in his Jibrary, 1 then asked bim
to give me the name of the author, but he said Ae hed
forgotlen st ! My own opinion is that he never saw
the utterance in any Calvinistic work, and thatitisa
mere inference of his own froin some book or sermon
he bad read or heard, [ may be mistaken, though,
and if I am, 1 would like you to set me right.

1 recollect long ago reading a public discussion
between Dr. Rice, an American diving, and Alexander
Campbell, the founder of the Campbellite sect, in which
the latter brought forward the ciarge against the
Presbyterian Church of holding the doctrine of infant
damnation. Dr. Rice replied : “ I am truly glad that
the gentleman has made the charge against us; be-
cause it is believed by many who are unacquainted
with our views, He says our Confession of Faith
teaches this doctrine. This is not correct, It is true
that it speaks of ‘elect infants,—‘elect infaats dying
in infancy are regenerated and saved by Christ,
through the Spirit.”  Are all infants, dying in infancy,
elect? All Presbyterians who express an opinion on
the subject so believe, The expression * elect infants,’
the gentieman seems to think, implies non.elect in-
fants ; but I call upon him to produce one respectable
Presbytenan author who has expressed the opinion
that infants dying in infancy are lost. Mr. Campbell
boasts of his familiarity with the doctrines of our
Church. He,then,is the very man to make good this
oft-repeated charge. I call for the proof” Mr.
Campbell like the Methodist friend,above referred to,
couldnot produce the authority,he too kad forgotien the
author's name. Perhaps Mr. Editor you are in the
same position ; if so it can’t be helped, and 1 will just
have to apply 10 soine other editor for the desired
information. A CALVINIST OF THE OLD SCHOOL.

[We ate not aware of the particular author from
whom"the now somewhat notorious “span-long”
phrase was professedly at first quoted. So many have
srepeated the words at randem that we are afraid it
would pu:zle the most of them to verify the quotation.
Sure we are at any rate that the words will not be
found in any official document of any Calvinistic
Church or in any authoritative utterance whatever, and
in any case, when the particular reference is given, we
should like to verify 1t for ourselves ; for we have
found, again and again, passages attributed to certain
divines, to Calvin for instance, which could not be dis-
covered at the places mentioned in any edition of their
writings upon which we could l;&}r our hands. The
imaginations of some individuals are, on certain
occasions and under a certain stimulus, so fertile.—

Epit. oF C, P.]

ASTOR AND ‘B ECPLE.

MAKING CHURCH ATTRACTIVE,

The problem of making church attractive for all is
by no eans the simple thing it is thought to be in
some quarters, or the inquiry would not be so fie-
quently met with, * How is 1t that we arc not keeping
our hoid on the young, —that while our youth have
arawn uf- into mea and women we have few boys and
girls to take their places2*  \Whenever a church has
thix question to ask it may rest assuted thers nre
some matters in that church which need changing,--
a condition of affairs susceptible of decided improve-
ment.  ‘The difficuliies in this matter of making
churches attractive are twofold : first there is the wide
divergenee in matters of taste and feeling which pre.
vzils in all organized bodies ; and there is the unwil.
lin,;~=ss of many to give way in matters of individual
preference involving no surrender of principle at all.
And right here lies a principal source of church trou-
bles : good Christian people, not given to accarate
thinking, mistake a question of taste for 3 matter of
principle.  ‘Take the simple question of flowers in the
church, for example. We all know that the young
people like to sec them in the church, on the pulpit
platform or the communion table, and they would love
in these May days to use the lily and the rose, or the
ancmone, atbutus, hepatica, and columbine, to beau.
tify God’s houce. But there is good Deacon Quirk
and Elder Sniffen, both of whom declare they arc op-
posed to flowers in church “on principle,” asif there
was any ethical principle involved in the matter at all :
the truth is, they have simply mistaken a matter of
taste for a question of principle ; they fondly imagine
they are standing up for the right when they are per-
severingly, however sincerely, asserting the supremacy
of their own individual preference. DBut the opposi.
tion is effective: no one wants trouble, and so no
flowers arc alloved. The young folks see fresh roses
and tlowers in other churches in which there is as
large & measure, if not more, of spirituality and that
dreadful thing known by the name of “ church order,’
as in their church; they see all this, and who shall
judge of that cetcbral pracess by which the young, as
they see so much to invite them to other chuiches, are
eventually led to decide, when they assume life's re.
sponsibilities for themselves, to takeup their lot with
the cheery church?  And there are other matters than
flowers: there are church sociables in the chapel,
with tableaux, and other entertainments for the youny :
there is gocd nusic, solo, quartette, charus ; there s
an occasional change in the order of service, somc.
times a response or an extra hymn sung by the choir ;
sometimes the minister varies the service.a little Ly
the responsive reading of a psalin by pastor and people.

Now we are far from asserting that any or all «f
these are sufficient to give a church prosperity. Far
from it. On the other hand, neither is it possible o
build up a church, and secure the attendance of the
young, without doing something to interest them and
to make them feel that to a large extent the church
theirs. Yes, to a large extent }—for, a few years, and
the venerable elder and the efficient deacon, session,
trustee, consistory, will all be gathered home, and
these young people whom you have been nble to keep
in your church are they who n turn will choose a
pastor when the voice of him who now preaches to
you is stilled forever, and the organ pipes no longer
speak to the pressure of fingers that now draw from
them weird harmonies.

‘This whole history of the rise and fall of individual
churches is largely the history of interesting the young;
and a church which does not succeed in doing that,
15 in a decline, no matter how high its steeple, or how
eloquent may be its preacher, or skilful its organist.
And this leads us right here to say that it is to be
feared there is too much endeavour put forth in the
direction of running a church by individual prejudices
~—by such a method you can run a church indeed, but
only in one direction—you can run it into the ground.
What a hubbub is witnessed in some churches when
n minister shall think to add interest on some special
occasion by varying the service a little, or when a
chow shall sing an anthem which shall not fall pleas-
antly on some ears !—why, we once knew of a promi-
nent church member in a western city to conspicu-
ously rise from ‘his seat in church, and deliberately
walk out in the beginning of the service, and. all be-
cause some flower-loving young folks put flowers on



