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. Carlislo Mr. Hendorcon lived on terms
Riimacy with some of tho olergy of the
Wstlished Churel, of whose charaoter
1 evangelical eontimeuts he had a high
B:iion, and was invitod repeatedly to the
sl dinner oftho Doean and Ohaptor ;
R jsttesy whiolt wa do not sappose wonld
L1 its parallel in many oathedral citios in
B presont duy, The Desn who was go
iy was the exoelient Dr. Teano Milner,
, coniinuator of his brother Joseph's
dtory of the Chureh, Ho was alvo Pro-
Lior of Mathomatics at Oambridgs, whero
e} in the ebair whiel. had boen oceu.
' 4 by two famous namysakes, Isano Bar-
v snd Isanc Newion; whence the Can-
prigisns dignified him with the title of
8. 111, It was in counection with him,
SR ihink, that we havo heard our vousrable
Bl:od relate one of the finost rebukes ever
dressed to proud ignorance, Dr. Milner
«ashed often on regeneration, a dootrine
:; unfashionable at that {ime, and, of
arse shaved in tho ridioule whickh was
e liborally cast on tho evangelicals. On
o oeeasion a olergyman of the opposite
ool was walking aloag the etreet with
isnd, when, seoing D¢, Milner pansing
the other side, he exolaimed, ¢ there
sold Boxn.again I” A% aged huokster-
pman, to whom things hidden from the
1 and pradent bad boon revealed, hear-
g tho, words, turned towards him and
ked, * Art thon a master of Iarael and
powest mot these thinge ?”
While ih this eity, Mv. H, received a
pit from Dr. Ohalmers, whom he had
own-ab 8t. Andraws, and who was pasg.
gihrough Oarlisle on his way to London.
o wasetrack with the manner and con.
reation of Chalmers, in which there was
serionsness whiel surprised bim, bul
fhich he understood soon after, when he
pard of the great change which had taken
aes in the spiritual life of that illusirious
w. Hohad some corrospondence with
mafter coming {o this conntry, and re-
ived froma bim & copy of somse of his
orks, . He conlinued in OCarxlisle for
arly eight years, faithfully and labori.
sly doing the work of tho ministry, and
ining the attachmont of the people, with
ms of whom and their descendants he
botinned to correspond il the olose of
life. Indeed strongth of affeotion and
nseity of friendship were among his lead-
g charasteristios,

In the year 1817 application for ministers
smade to the Assosiato, or Burgher,
sbytery of Edinburgh, from two places
Canada, Perth in Upper, and Argentenil

b Lower Canada. Mr. William Bell,
obationer, was appointed to the former,
ed the Rev, William Teylor of Falkirk, to
he lattor. Each of them reccived the
omise of £100 a yoar—*‘ in addition to
bat the sottlers might give them "—[rom
he British government, which was desir-
us of indueing peoplo to eettlo in this
oantry, Mr. Taylor did not come to Ar-
alenil, but turned aside to Osnaburgh.
tsordingly a second petition was gent fo
he same Presbytery, the roeult of which
2 that My, Henderson was persaaded by
Dr, Hall of Edinburgh, a leading meraber
Bl that Presbytery, to aceopt the invitation
{ tho people of Argontenil aud resign hig
harge ab Carlisle. The Presbytery then
pplied to the government, turough the
ord advooate, to have the salary that had
s promised to Mr, Taylor transferred
o Mr. Henderson, and their roquest wae
Bracied. The voluntary controversy had
ot then heon raisodin Scotland. The lion
s slumbexlng as yot, or only uttering
wasionally & low growl, Dr. Marshall’s
flasgow sermon had not beon preached,
or had even Vinet written bLis essay on
iberty of Worship, which some* (orron-
ously) represent as the scod from whioh

W oluntaryism sprang. Aud 8o far woro the

tethron of the Edinburgh Presbytery from
blag augthing considered out of tho way
hat the Synod itself samclioned Mr. H's
hission, and gavo him a grant of £20 to
lat in defraying his expenses to Oanads,
peridesn lending him £80, whioh he duly re-
pald, This is importantin view of aubse-
luent events,
Mr, Hendereon sailed from Greenock, the
of departuro also to many of his St.
ndrew's gongregation. This town was in-
ted with & peculiar intereat in the eyes
the emigrantis of those days, not only
tom the beanty of ita situation, nesiling
14 does in the bosom of an amphitheatre

W henthory hills, with the Frith of Clyde

ad out befors If, in what seenus & land-
bosin (repsmbling, it is said she Bea

of Galileo in aizo and outliae); whils right
oppovite ziss tho monntaias of Dunharton.
shive, with tho * lofty Benlomond ” towor-
ing over all, It los jusl above the point
whore tho estmary suddenly turns ab a
right angle towards the south, (" Greenock,
whore Clyds to the cevsn fa cweeping.’—
Scott), and widons rapidly onwards, pnsi
Buto aund Arran, and Ailaa Ocaig, till it
losea itsolf in the North Channel. Alto-
gothor it is, oven to strangors, one of the
most beantifal parts of that romantio land.
Not only then on this acoount, but chiefly
a8 boing tho last epot of BSoottish soil on
which their feet wors privileged tc iread,
ero embarking on a long aud often dangor-
ous voyage, sometimes of threo and four
months’ duration,do many Cauadian colon.
ists look baok to that town with a fond ro-
membranco. It was so with Mr. Hendor-
sen, who enjoyod thors, for a fow days, the
bospitality of the Rsv. Wm. Wilson, (of
musioal fame in anecdotal literature) and
ofton spoke of hiw, and of tho Shearer fam-
ily.'

Ho gailed about the ond of May, with
his family, consisting of his wife, s daughter
of the Rov. Mr. Morton, of Leslis, and
three young children ; and landed at Que-
bes after a voyage of about two
months. Ho oarriod with him a let-
tor of introduction from Lord Bathurst
the Colonial eeerelary, to the Govornor-
Genoral, Sir. J. C. Sherbrocke, by whom
he was kindly received. On reaching
Montreal, by steamer, ho loft his family
thers till he should go to Argentouil and
mnke arrangoments for scitlement. Dare
ing his absenca one of his ohildren sioken-
od and died, the forerunner of sad boreave-
ments yot to come, whioh were to leave
him desolate in tho country of hig sojourn-
ing, where his first possession, like that of
Abraham, was a possession of a barying
place.

Ho fixed his residenco in the village of
St. Audrew’s, then oonsisting of & fow
houses only, but vxpeoting to become a
place of importance, both from the amen-
ity of its situation, and the excellonce of
the water priviloge furmished by the North
River, which flows through it. The latter
advantage, at least the greater part of i,
from various canses, awaits tho use of some
wise and fortunate man.

Phe distrlot was in much need of Gospol
ordinances, no minister having ever been
sottled in it. An Episcopal minister nsed
to come from somo distance and preach
once & fortnight, while the lack of Presby-
terian worship was attempled to be sup-
plied by a worthy man, of the name of
Cameron, who was wont to exhort the peo-
ple, and whose decendanis, are still distin-
guished by the cognomon of * the minis-
ter.”” Thore was now, however, an abund-
ance of olerical provision, for on the same
day with Mr. H. and in tho eame place—a
sohool-house—a minister of the Churoh of
England began bis labors. This gentleman
aftorwards published an acoount of his
work in Canada under the pseudonym of
¢ Philip Musgrave,” in 2 book written in &
graphic style, as eutertaining as & novel,
and partaking largely of that charaoter. It
gtill cireulatos in Marray's Home and Col.
onial Library, and i3 doubtless onjoyed by
its readers as sn authentie narrative of
missionary labors.

Our missionary had a large field bLefore
him. He was the only minister of the
Presbyterian Church on the Nerih side of tho
Ottawa; but he confiued hunsdlf, aceording
to tho terms of his appo:ntmeni, to the
Soigniory,—now tho County—of Argeniouil,
and laboured diligently in bis work. Be-
gidos St. Andrews ho preached regularly at
Tiachute, wheio ho establighed a temper-
anco cosiety, and at Chatham, places six
or saven miles distant, and in othvr parts
of the surrounding region, where a fow far-
mers, chiefly Scatch Highlanders, had set-
tled down. The country waa covered with
forost, and the ronda wire rcre bridle paths
throngh the bush, somctimes bocot with
wolves aud boars. A stone churoh, solid
but vory plain, was erected at St. Andrews
in 1821, which still stands strony +  After
gome ycars a charoh was built «t Lachute,
and & ministor, the late Mr. Bunton, ob-
tained, and in 1844 & sccond, thoe congre.
gation having divided, and the separating
branch joining the Free Chucoh. At Cha.
tham also a ohurch was put ap, in connec-
tion with the Chureh of Scotlund. The
two unions have at length brought them

o —

» @reonock, wo way take tko opportunity of ro-
cording, is uoted not only fur 1t ships aud its
sugar, but for loarning also  No fewor
fhan three of its sons latel ocm‘ljpind at tho
asme time profonsorial chairs in the Universiyy of
Glasgow, 30 wit the two Ca rds and the late Duv.
oan Weir, the Hebzaist; whilo a fourth has now
been called by she United Presbyterian Church to
11l har ehair vf Chureh History, lu the Penon of
Dr. Duff,our o friend, whose fne so 10larship
and wit, and even his very appearnce and gait
somewliat aohve, usod to remind us irresistably of
Erasmuge

1 It 1s wt presens Loing enlargod axd boanﬁﬂedi
and s$he venerable pastur, for whom it was fin
bullt, K" spared t0 300 the improvement coms
menced,

all into ono Prosbylery again, and the
bronohes axe healed.

Mr. Henderson'a labors wers hencoforth
dovoted to St. Androws aud the immcd:
ato noighborhood. Ho prenched oceavion.
ally also in Montreal, nud was highly eo-
teemed among the reliyiona publio of that
oity. He was partioularly on intimate
torms with the sucoessive wministers of the
Aracrioan Proebyterian Churoh, the mem
bara of whioh ohorished o strong sywpathy
with the Seccssion GChurob, to whioh they
originally belonged, Eepecirlly did ho (n-
joy the brief neighborhood of Mr. Chriat-
mas, that MoGOheyuo-like man, whoia ks
nevor coaged to remember with the wmoxt
tender affaction, and whote early death he
monrned as ¢ great loss to the Church of

Christ.
(To be conbinued.)

[Of soveral misprints in the former arti
ole, will the reader kindly correot the fol-
lowing, viz.: Colurn 1, line 6, frr * John-
ston” road Johnson; Colamn 2, line 85,
for ** Blen " read Glen ; Jolomn 8, line 67,
for ¢ Rudarnie * road Radarnie ; Qolumn 2,
hae 728, for ¢ following"” resd follow
Colump 3, line 7, for *‘but” read had;
Passin for * seceders ”’ yead Seceders, ]

PROFESSOR SMITH OF ABERDEEN.

M=x. Ep1ror.—I have not the least doubt
that the respeoted oontributor of the recent
series of artioles on Profossor Smith's ar-
tioleinthe * Enoyclopxdia Britannica,” was
aotuatod, as ho says, by a genuine zeal for
trath, which is the more to be approc’ated
beoanse tho anthor of the article he oriti-
ofses belongs to that portion of the Prosby-
terian Church with whioh he may be sup-
posed to have a more special sympaihy.
Yot while respecting his impariial zeal for
trath, I must say I have observed with no
little surprise the course he has pursued in
bringing before the readers of your journal
the contents of an artiole which very fow of
them were ever likely to have met with in
the ordinary course of things, as he him.
gelf admitted, and in perplexing simple-
minded roaders of the Bible with compli-
cated and difficult questions of Biblieal
critioism, which it requires & special ednen.
tion and training evon to comprohiond.
Evenif your contributor himself fully un-
derstood Prof. Smith's position in that ar-
tiole, which I venture to think he does not,
fow will read his striotures with sufficiont
pationce aud care to have anything more
than a confused itaprassion that ¢ dootors
differ” in regard to the truth and inspira-
tion of the Bible; whereas it is not that
question at all which is involved, bat sica-
ply questione ag to the individual author.
ship and lterary history of the various
books. Papers on such questions dealing
with critical diffioulties with whioch the
grent mass of readers need never be
troubled, and on which they are not eom-
potont to decide, wonld surely have been
more in place in the pages of a theological
roview ; and the learned gentlomen whoso
attention your confributor wished to draw
towards the artiole in question, wounld
hardly require, one would think, to have
so notable ah artiole commended to their
notice.

Moreover, I humbly submit that the
freo use of harsh, exaggeratad, or sarcastic
exprossions is not calonlated $o advance or
commend the trath, sspecinlly as it is apt
to suggost—justly ornot—deficiency of moro
legitimate weapovs. And I am ceriainly
ot a loss to reconcile your contributor’s
referonces to Prof. Smith iu his last paper,
with tho terms of reproach which abound
in his other articles.

Evon the adjective ** youthful™ isbrought
in with such unnoccessary frequency as
to soem another oount against hica in his
critio’s mind, thongh I suppose that Pro-
foszor Smith mus$ be at least come years
oldor than was Oalvin when he wrote his
© Tnatitutes.” I do not supposs that your

worthy  contributor was aware of
the seeming asperity of tone that
oharsoterized  hiz  artioles, and foel

sure that it is more sreming than real.
But would it not bo in every way botter
that questions on which good men differ
should bo calmly discussed without per
sonal references at =ali, and that oveu
orror when it has to bo exposed shonld
bo meot simply by souad argament with-
out rocurring to uuedifying ‘' personah-
ties.”

Howevor, I did not write fo muoh with
{he intention of eriticising a critioism,
though this is fair onoungh ; as in order to
sabmit to your readers the following
statoment xegarding Prof. Smith's arlicle,
prepared and signed by fifty-nino minlstors,
forty-nine olders, twenty-six deacons
and four Iay members of the
Free Ohurch of Scotland. The date, Jan.
Sth, 1877, is previous #o the publioation of
the Roport of the College Committes. And
I may here notice $hat that report, instead

of oontaining any of thp * Presbyierisn ”

ihupder which we bave had swveked on
thin hoad of the ¢ youthful profovror,™ iw ex-
ocedingly mild and eautions 1 ita tone, and
dietirotly  aveerts thut the article in
question covtans 1 ground ** putliciont 1o
wppport n proco s of heresy,” aud also that
“the Commuttes mn not propared to say
that Professor Smith's <iows infer n doniul
op his part, eithor dbeorly oroen tiuotively,
of tho deotrine, that m fus nooks of the
O1d and New Testamenta the rovelation of
God and the deelarativn of His wiil are
sommitted wholly unto writiug; and that
they are all given by inspiation of Ged to
be the only rule of lifo.”

The ¢ statoment ™ whiob fcllows is signed,
aaong others, by the R v, Hugh Mao.
Millian, LL,D., Glaggow; Rev. W. G, Smitk,
D.D., LL.D., Edinburgh ; Rev. A, B. Bruoe,
D.D., Glasgow; Rev. Dr. Lindsay, Glargow;
Rov. David Somervilie, Dun joe, sto., slo.
As will be obaerved, 1ts zun 18 to deprecate
all hasty and promature condsnnation,

Tho undersigned office-Learera of tho I'ree
Church, being deeply intercsted in the
questions raised in oconnection with Pro.
tossor Smith's articlo on the Bible in the
“ Enoyolopodia Britannioa,” recently pub.
lished, concerned as to the issae of ecelesis
astical procoedings in reference thersto,
snd animated by a sence of respsot for
Professox Smith's porsonal oharactor and
sobolarly atlainments, feel conetrained to
make publiothe following statomects setting
forth the view which they take of an im-.
portant business whish for some time past
hns been ocoupying the aitention of she
Churoh.

In taking this step thoy have no desire
$o interfero with or unduly inflaence those
whoge duty it is to deal authoritatively
with the mutter. Their sole wich is to
prevent the raising in the Chureh of a panie
which, in their judgment, would be pre-
judicial, not only to Professor Smith per.
sonally, but to the still more nnportant
interests of the Churoh and of the truth,
Any legitimate line of aclion having this
objeot in view will not be deemed super-
fluous when it is recollected thas soveral
pamphlets have appesred, written by min-
istors of the Freo OChuroh, fitted to pro-
duoe alarm in reforence to tho charaoter
and tendenoy of Professor Smith's viows,
and that an ¢ffort was made at the mesting
of Commission in Novembear last to indnoo
tho reverend Courl to appoini a speoial
meoting for the cuneiderativn of Protessor
Smith's opinions—a proposal which conld
not fail to produco the 1mprezsion that a
great and serious emorgoncy had arisen.
The subaoribors aro not to bo understood as
holding Professor Smith's opwion rogard.
ing the litorary history of tho Old Testa.
ment books, nor as indiscriminato pariisans
who have no other object in view than to
soreon him from Churoh consures. Many
of them have hitherto been contant io en-
teriain the views gonerally recoived in {his
conntry on such topivs, though few of them
can pretend to have made the special
studies necersary to oniitle any one {o
speak with much confidence on the special
pointsin disputo. On tho only point deal
with by Professor Smith whioh appears {o
them of serious momeni—tho age and
authority of the Pentateuch or portions
thereof—many of them are in favor of the
Mosnis authorship, and are somewhat
doubtful ns fo the bearings of Professor
Smith's views on some imporiant ques-
tions—c. g., tho value of portions of the
Pentateuch ag a s.ureo of historioal infor-
mation—and greatly desiderate fuller ais-
oussion of the subject in these latter re-
speots. DBut wiile this is tho position of
many of the subsortbers, so far as personal
opinion is concerned they are unauimous
in the conviction that tho Churoh—not
morely tho Freo Church, but the Christian
Ohurch generally—should procesd with
groat caution in deaday with this olass of
questions, and should curefully abetain, as
the Westminster Confersion markedly'does,
from apy usnecersury dogmatism in refors
ence to the literary bistory of tho Serip-
tures, and from nnsty taf rencos as to the
bearing of such views as theas advooated
by Professor Stuith on the hictorieal worth,
authority, and e wation of the sacred
Seriptares. In their judgment the sate and
traly consorvative linv of precedure ig not
to pronotnee too counfidently rnd bastily
that snoh views wre fil.v aad dangerons,
but to endeavour to show how the great
doetrines concerming Holy Scripture which
the Obhuroh 18 concmned to dofend can be
maijntained indeprndoutly thercof, and
meanwhile to suspend judgment on ques-
tions relaiing to the literary hislory or the
Bible, and leave them to the ordinary
course of digen-sion. They beliove that
gnspensge of judgm.nt would he mors diyni-
fied thau premature dogmatism, wounld not
compromise the puation of the Church as
believing in a Divine revelation and in the
authority of Seripture, and wounld bo moro
in accordanes with the actual stato of infor.
mation ; and they feot that whatl is most
needed at present is nol judicial declrions,
put further froo disoussion, tending to
bring out tho dootrinal bearings of the
quesiions juvolved, and make theso betler
understood than they are now. Tho sub-
geribers desire, further, to eay that they
should greatly depreciato anything belng
dono or said L'y any partiesor in any quaz-
rol ited to dumsgo tho reputation and
usofulness of Profersor Smith, A mode of
dealing with tho oses which would make
him an object of suspicion as a man hold-
ing unsound views on ihe authorily and
faspieation of the Holy Sotipiure, or weaken
hiis influence as a toachor, appesrs 0 them
80 undeairable that they would greatly pre-
for that those who feel inclined to pursne
such & course would frame a libol against
him, whereby the nccused would have re-
sorved his fufl vights, and the duly wonld

be impored wpon his accusers of speaking

and writing with judisisl odmanss, oans
door, und euro,

dan. 8, 1877,

As another rathor sinking indance of
difieronee of opinion batweon leading min.
ietoys of the Free Chinreh of Seotland and
rapregoniativen of the former C. P, Oburch
L xn, pormii nie also to nppund the foliow.
in ¢ printed oxtroot of a hetter which ap-
peared nomo tiroo 8 -0 in g widely cirenlated
Cepadira jomiual, ' ' Las pover, Ithink,
appeared in goar coln une, Tt was written
worae Hme last epring and boars upon a
rase which at tha' tuan exeited much
interost in Britain as woll a8 in Canada,
The writer is the Rev, Douald Fraser, D.D.,
of London, Tngland, {srmorly woll-
krown ns o Canadien Froo Churoh rainia-
tor, and sou of xwvolher ministor, well.
konown, slso, in Cunala, He is now, as
almost overy «-us Knows, one of the most
distinguished ministers of the English
Presbyteriaw  Ohuroly, nfter having been
Jong n successfal win.ster of the Soottish
Teen Church at Iuveruess. 1t is hardly
nocessary to add that hid opinion is entitled
to all esteem, and that his ** erthodoxy "
has never been quosiioned. The following
are his own words:

# The pertinacity exhibiied by tho Pres.
wytery of Toronto in ths Macdonnoll oase
s9sme to mo vory icjadiclont. He has gono
a long way to mwot the brethren and
sl -uld not be prewsed fucthor. It ig plain
to me that tho eachatologionl portion of the
Qonfession of Faith 18 nutlung to boast of,
and all our best divines now are oxprossing
themselves in much more gaarded terme,
1 do not wish to meoddle with what is not
oxaclly my businets, but I have as good
means as most wen of knowing what the
loading Precbyterisn mintcters of Scotland
and England think, and I am sure that it
wonld meet with universal approval here
if the Ohuroh Courti 1n Qanada wero to let
this oags drop, sil that is ossentinl to the
vindieation of trath and discipline having
been gained. Todrive Mr. MoDonnell out
of the ohurch on such small grounds ag
now appear would be an slmost irre.
prrable blunder. You muy elate my
opinion to any one at your own diseretion,
It is all right to guard gound dootrine, but
thero geems to me to bo n tendenov to what
a Irenchman would oall doctrinairism
which wiil give a hard nspeos to the Pres.
byterinn Chureh, and alionaie & olass of
minds we oan ill afford to lose.”

I think it is as woll that your
renders shounld occasionully have tho bens.
fit of a British point of view, as well as a
Oanadian one, which is my apology for
froubling you on the present ocoasion,

OBSERVER.

“Presbyterian Record ” and *‘Sabbath
School Lessons.”

Edltor BXITISR AMRRIOAN PRESBITERIAX,

Sir,—Iam sorry to see in your paper a
lstter signed * Ignorance ' under the ubove
heading.

Ignorance takes oxcoption (1) to the use
of tho idea conveyed by ¢ the disobedience
of love"” as oharactoristic of the feoling
whioh movod Elisha when he insisted on
accompanying his Master.

(2) Ho takes exception to oalling the
dosiruction of the ohildren a miracle of
Elisha's. Isnot this the veriest quibbling?
Evorybody knows that the miracle is God's,
but, instrumentally, does not Elisha's curse
stand to it as osuse and effeot,

(3) In connecoting the fato of the ehildren
with the sins of the parents, Mr. Graut has
but followed many abloe divines. It is
worthy of notice that tho Hebrew word
whilo cerfuinly used of lade or youths, is
also used of littlo children. On the suppo-
gition that the * hittle ohi'dren” were but
roflecting the oruel lesson and sxample of
tueir oldors, the “ Reoord’s" csporitionis
rot so far astray.

Bat, sir, Mr. Grant needs no defenco from
mo. $So long as the eardinal decirines of
our holy religion are not assailed, froodom
and variety of interpretation are to be en-
oouraged. Tho * Record’s Commentaries”
would be of poor servies if they wore sima
ply copies of your cxcetlent nvtes on the
lessons, I find pleasure and profit in using
both.

Tho spirit of the communieation from
¢ Ignorance” is {o be regreited. The ex-
praggion ‘*by one Rev. Geo, M. Graut,
MLA. (the ifalios «re miur), avd the gon-
eral aud evident ¢ffor} to bo sarcastic are
painfully apparent.

While sdmiring the liberality which
opens the columns of your exceliont papar
to all comera, and witlo not presuming to
dietate to you as to the conduet of tho Brir-
18K AMBRICAN PRRSBYTERIAN, I onunot hel
oxprossing my opinion that youn woulg
liave exoroised o tound disoretion in re-
fasing 4o insert such » canseless eritique
on the Genoral Aseombly, the * Reoord,”
and Mr.Grant.  Yours, D.G.D.V.

(A K}

Wisnine will not make a prayer-meeling
either interesting or instruolive. Thought
first and then aotion are needful. There.
must be planning, and the earrying out of
the plan. Vory little that is worlk having.
oomes o us unless momo one har given it
boththought and Iabor, Go at the problemx

yourself. Think fivet; then act.



