APRI1L 30th, 1840,

plainly teach a umversal resurrection of all that are in their
graves, and a general judg.aent of all mankind, bad and good,
as conconutants of Christ's second advent.,” Now we come
to an important matter.  The meaning of the writer is clear
and definite.  To sa'ne things that are in the above quota-
tion we all subscribe ; to others weobject. It strikes me that
the word * sunultaneous” should have been used by the
writer, instead of “ umversal.’ All classes of Christians be-
hieve in a umversal resurrection of the dead, but some of us
do not believe in a simuitaneous resurrection.  All shall nise
but they may not rise at the same tune. They come * every
man 10 s own order’ or bngade. In preof of his behiet of
a geacral stmultaneous resurrection of the dead --good and
bad—he quotes John v. 25, 29, * Marvel not at this : for the
hour is cominy in the which all that are in the graves shall hear
His voice and shall come forth : they that have done good
unto the resurrection of hfe, and they that have done evi)
unto the resurrection of damnation,” Here let me rause a
question about these two soul-stirring verses of the Word ; do
they teach that all the dead shall rise together? ‘They no not.
They teach the broad, general fact that all shall rise from the
grave ; but that the rising shall be simultaneous is neither
state.l nor implied.- That passage is brought forward to do
what it cannat do. On the pownt of simultancousness 1t is
silent as the tomb. The Doctor does not deal with this
point at all.  He simply quotes it and seems to think that

cnough. He seems to think if a man is not blinded by theory

he can see that those verses teach that all the dead shall come

at once from the graves, It1s not enough to say that men
like the Bonars, McCheyne, McKav, Kellogg and Parsons

and such hike are blinded by theory and pass on.  An attempt

should have been made to prove that that passage teaches the

simultaneousness of the resurrection of the dead. Theattempt

wonld have been a failure ; but it should have been made.
It is not enough to cry out prejudice ! prejudice ! while men
like Chaimers and Candlish hold otherwise. The great Dr,
Brown tried his hand on that passage and faled to draw from
it the tesumony that he so much desired. He directed the
strength of his expository remarks to the word /fora, hour.
“ The hour 1s coming, 1n the which,” etc.  * Hour” denotesa
point of ume. There 1s ji:st where Dr. Brown fell into a mis-
take. * Hour ™ may mean something different from a point

of time. It may mean a period of long duration. [t is so
used in John av. 21, * Waoman, believe Me, the hour cometh

when ye shall neither in this mountain, nor yet in Jerusalem,

worship the Father.” Z/orathere signifies an age. By no

means did Dr. Brown make it clear that the term meant a

point of time. Cur own Doctor did not attempt it. Petrhaps

he tonk warning from the etfort made across the ocean. In

the absence of eluadation and explanation it should net be

expected that we would accept the conclusion. [ repeat the

statement that John v, 28, 29 does not establish a simultaneous
resurrection of the dead.  Take an illustration. Mr. A, is a
fruit grower. Mr. B. comes to him and wants to purchase

some of his delicious growths, * Na," says Mr. A, “all this

fruit goes to such a man n the city.” Query Does it follow

that a simultaneous shipment of that fruit takes place ? Does

it follow thatitall goes by the onetrain ? Nothing of the kind

follows. That frit may go each kind in its own order and 1n

its own season. * All shall hear the voice of the Son of
God and shall come forth,” but that they shall ail come at
the one time is not said.  * The rest of the dead lived not till
the thousand years were finished.  This is the first resurrec-
tion."” N. Y. 7,

THE AUGMENTATION DEFICIT.

MR. Ep1tok,- To all lovers of the Presbyterian Church
the announcement of the deficit in the Augmentation Fund,
making it necessary to lessen the grants to every aided con-
gregation by $25 or $50, 15 asad one. Not only is it a per-
sonal hardship to the mnister whose income is thus so ma-
terially affected, but it 1s the paralyzing of the very arm with
vhich alone the Church can hope to seize on and develop
her weaker congregations. Without such a fund in good con-
dition her energies must be crippled and her progress
checked at every hand. Ve, discouraging as the deficiency
is, there is an aspect of the case which is far more serious
than the mere want of the firanci 1 help. From the vaiy
first notice of a fulure in the response to the call for the
fund, there has been the attempt to fix the responsibility of
the deficit on a certain part of the Church, which is conse-
quently spoken of as mean or disloyal or both.  [Language
siving utterance to such sentiment has been used on the floow
of the General Assembly, it has been voiced in resolutions
by the Home Mission Committee, and now we are reminded
by the kev. D. J. Macdonnell that * it would not be fair to
ascnbe disloyalty to the General Assembly to all sections of
the Charch alike.” As proof ot this there is given the quo-
tation from the Assembly’s minutes, by which the writer
seems to take for granted that the loyalty of every Presby
tery to the various schemes 1s coniectly tabulated in the num-
Ler of cents put down as the average contnbution. The ab-
surdity of making such a comparison, without carefully esti-
mating the relative wealth of the various conyregations, is
evident on the slightest examination. In a Presbytery, for
instance, where most of the congregations give no more than
$750 to their own pastor, a iarge amount to help others can-
not reasonably be expected. In many cases these have just
emerged from a dependent position, and rightly feel that in
the very effort they are making to pay their own pastot they
are most effectively contributing to the fund. As the strength
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of such congregations increases, and they are able to raise
$800, $yoo or $1,000 a year, what is more natural than that
they should first of all seek to raise the salary of their cwn
pastor, to whose labours their increased prosperity may
largely be due. Thus in congregations giving salaries below
1,000 a year, the contributions to the fund are small not
only in Western Ontario, where we are so ‘‘indifferent ” or
* hostile,” but even in the model Presbytery jof Toronto n-
self. This 1s no mere conjecture, for 1f the contributions to
the fund in that Presbytery fromy congregations giving $1,
200 and under towards th> support of their own pastor are
summed up, 1t will be four that the average giving of each
member from such congregations 15 a lhittle less than 11
cents. Thats only a fraction of a cent more than 1s given
by the Presbytery of Chatham. Nor 1s the comparison of
that section of Toronto Presbytery with Chatham Presbytery
unfar, for it contans fise congregations that are reported as
gving $1.000 or over toward the support of their mimster,
while 1n Chatham altogether there are only four coning up
to the $1,000, and of these only one that goes above the $1,.
200. That 1s, Chatham Presbytery in the west gives vittually
as much as corresponding congregations_in Toronto, and
yet, by the current methad of counting loyalty to the Church,
these congregations in Toronto Presbytery stand high just
because they happen to be near liberal and wealthy con-.
grepations in the city, while we who have no wealthy brethren
to swell our contributions must be dubbed * disloyal * or
* hostile,”  Surely it does not need to be said that success
in raising funds for the scheme will never be achieved by the
east kicking at the west, and the west stirring all their
strength to kick back again, but by each, with some appre-
ciation of the position and difliculties of the other, doing
what he can, be 1t less or more.

Failings indeed we in the west are willing to confess
\We believe that, as a tule, the weaker congregations have
left the support of the fund too much to those who are wealth-
ler, and yet the sweeping statements accusing all of disloyalty
who do not give up to any given standard, we feel to be
grossly unfair.  If the weaker congregations throughout the
Church, notwithstanding the difticulties with which they con-
tend, would cheerfully do what they can and the small sums
from the many be blended with the larger sums from the few,
the hearts of all who love our Church will again be cheered by
seeing the Augmentation Fund placed an a sure and substan-
tial basis. Wit FARQUHARSON.

The Manse, Oungah.

THE KINDERGARTEN.

MR, EDITOR,~ In your issue of April 2, under the heading
“ Deaconesses 1n the Churches,” there is an extract from
The Missionary Rericw of an anticle by the Rev. Dr. A, H.
Bradford, n which the following appears: “It is impossible
even 1o mention all the names of the distinguished workers
in the field of charity in Gerinany. Pestalozzi, the founder of
the Kindergarten, did a noble work, but in 1t the religious cle-
ment was lacking. At the age of eighty he saw for the first
tune what he had been striving for during his whole lfe,
when, in 1826, he visited the institution of the venerable Zel-
ler a1 Beuggen. When the children of that institution pre-
sented him with a beautiful wreath, as they sang one of their
sweet hymns, Pestalozzi said to Zeller : ‘This is what 1
wanted to accomplish.’ His mistake was that, in hic school
at Stanz, there was no place for religious instruction.”

All this may be true as regards Pestalozzi, but it is not
true that Pestalonzi is the founder of the Kindergarten.
Therefore, as far as the Kindergaten is concerned, the episode
narrated above is of no value. A short historical account of
the Kindergarten and its founder, Frederick Froebel, might
not be out of place in the columns of THL CaNiDA PRES-
BYTERIAN, but for the present it may be sufficient to say that
the Kindergarten is part of the Educational System of the
Province of Ontario, and by recent enactment has been in-
corporated as part of the Educational System of Manitoba.
That it lacks the religious element is a statement not founded

on fact, WiLLiav SELey.
Toronto
THE SEPTUAGINT.
FROM 1HL POSTHUMOUS PAPERS OF IHE LALE MR, 1HOMAS

HENNING—(Concluded).

OF THE VALUE AND IMPORTANCE OF THE LXX.

Of the value and importance of the Septuagint version
various estimations have been formed by learned men, while
some have elevated it to an equality with the Hebrew Origi-
nal, others have rated it far below its true value. Some of
the ancients preferred this translation before the * Hebrew
fountan,” and said: “It is not credible that the seventy
interpreters which transiated at one time, and in one sense,
could err, or would lie or err where it concerned them not,
but the Jews, seeing that the law and the prophets are come to
us by their interpretation, have changed sone things in their
books that the authority of ours might be lessened.” Augus-
tine, however, who gives this quotation, thinks differently.
* Let that tongue be rather believed (says he! out of which
a translation is made into’another by interpreters.” And
agamn, *the truth of things must be fetched out of that
tongue out of which that that we have is interpreted.” Light-
foot entertained a very different opinion regarding it.  “It
were easy,” says he, “ to instance in thousands of places how
they add men and years, how they add matter of their own
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heads, as how they help Job's wife to scold, adding them
{Job irn! a whole wirse of female passion. ‘I must now
(saith she) go wander up and down and have no place to rest
n,’ etc. To trace them in their mistakes is pretty, to see
how their unpricked Bible deceived them.” Says Dr. Pye
Smith . * Its unsupported testimony 15 not of much weight in
any instance of doubtful criticism, and its chavacter 1s particu-
latly low in relation to those passages of Suripture which re-
spect the Messiah  Those translators had faint wdeas of the
doctrine and pronaise of a Messish.  The Alesandrian Jews,
living out aof Palestine, having disused the Hebrew language,
being immersed in worldly pursuits and daily associating with
their heathen neighbours, were more likely than the lews of
Judea to become inuifterent to the hope of Israel.”

‘The Septuagint is but the work of fallible man, as such,
however, it 1s highly valuable. It s not only a transtation of
the Old Testament, but it is the Old Testamuat translated
into the language of the New. *Let 1t he temembered that
the Gospel was i its aspect to the world a4 hellemstic thing.
In the providential designs of God the Roman was the her-
ald to proclamm silence to the world, the Greeh was the inter-
picter.  And this was i keeping with the extension of the
Gospel to the Gentiles. [t did not merely facilitate the grand
scheme of universal preaching, but Greeks. in the language of
Scripture, were Gentiles, and Gentiles were Greeks See John
vii. 355 Rom i. 14, There is reason to believe that the very
knowledge of Hebrew now existing among us has been won,
in a measure at least, by the patient labour of those who have
diligently compared the original Scriptures with the Septua-
gint.” But not onlyisit useful in elucidating the Hebrew
Scriptures, but 1t also greatly serves to correct the Hebrew
text itself. One or two examples will serve to show the value of
the Septuagint in this respect.  In Gen. iv. 8, the Hebrew is
rendered in the English version Cain talked with Abel hus
brother.  Analogy requires, however, that the words should
rather be transluted Cain said to Abel /the words of the
speaker following). These words the Septuagint supples,
“ Let us go into the field.” Again, Deut. xxxu. 43, the fol-
lowing words occur in the Septuagint, “ Rejoice, ye heavens,
with Him, and let all the angels of God worshup Him.” This
passage is not in the Hebrew, and yet they are quoted, Heb.
i. 6.  Another remarkable instance of the use of the Septua-
gint in correcting the Hebrew 1s atlorded by the onussion of
a verse in one of the acrostic Psalms iexliv, 13), where the
order of tle alphabet requires that it should begin with a
bracket. This verse also the Septuagint supplies.

Further, the Septuagint is highly valuable for confirming
those proofs of Christ’s Messiahship and of the truths
of the Chrnistian religion which the wnters of the New
Testament have drawa from the Old. Compare Heb. viii. 9
with Jer. xxxi. 32,also Heb. x. 38 with Heb. 1i. 4.

Again, the Septuagint is absolutely necessary for rightly
understanding and accurately explaimng the New Testa-
ment. In it are many Greek words used which cannot
be rightly understood except by a col'ation with the He-
brew and a knowledge of the sense in which the LXX used
them.

The value of the Septuagint will be still further enhanced
and the duty of carefuily studying it more binding when we
consider that without a knowledge of it it is impossible tho-
roughly to understand the valuable writings either of the
Greek or Latin fathers—who, for example, could understand
Ambrose when, in his oration on the death of Theodosius,
he speaks thus of HHelead : “ Adoravit illum qu pependit in
higuo, 1llum, Inquam qui sicut scarab.vus clamavit, ut persecu-
toribus suis peccata condonaret,” unless he knew that the
writer had in view Hab. ii. 11.

“The book ¢says Michaelis) most necessary to be -d
and understood by every man who studies the New Tecta-
ment is the Septuagint, which alone has been of more ser-
vice than all the passages from profane autnors collected to-
gether. It should be read in the public schools by those
who are destined for the church ; should form the subject of
a course of lectures at the University, and be the coastant
companion of an expositor of the New Testament.”

“ About the year 1785 (says Dr. Adam Clarke) I began to
read the Scgtuagint regularly, in order to acquamnt myself
more fully with the phraseology of the New Testament. The
study of this version served more to expand and illuminate
my mind than all the theological works I had ever consulted.
I had proceeded but a short way in it befcre 1 was convinced
that the prejudices against it were utterly unfounded, and
that it was of incalculable advantage towards a proper under-
standing of the hteral sense of S:ripture.”

\When we consider then that by means of this transiation
the sacred volume was spread over a great part of the civi-
lized world in the language most universally understood, and
that by it the substance of the text was fixed and authenti-
cated at least 270 years before the appearance of our Lord ;
when we remember that it, “quast stella matutina, solis
orientis prodromus,” contributed so largely to prepare the
way for the Gospel, * when japheth should come to dwell in
the tents of Shem,” by making accessible to the learned and
the inquisitive in every quarter of the then known world the
grand truths of rehigion, the history of Divine Providence
and the prophecies announcing the Messiah ; when we con-
sider these things in addiuon to those stated above, its un-
speakable importance will be manifest. We mav truly wel-
come it not indeed as the rival, but as the handmaid of the

Hebrew Scriptures, “the pleasing tribute of Gentile literature
to the house of God ; who, from the midst of all the infidelity
and error that darken the earth can elicit biessings for his
people ; who could make the inauspicious land of Egypt at
one time a shelter for the young child from the jealousy of a
Jewish king, at another the faithful repository of the written
word. The Jews were thus providentially led to deposit a
pledge for the truth of the Gospel which they could never re-
call, and in the heart ot their inspired records had treasured
up a picture of the Man of Sorrows, of which 1t was too late
to deny the likeness to jesus of Narareth



