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“ LAY ELDEESHIP.”

This is the title .of -2 paper contnbuted by
Prof. thohcook, 1of Union Seminary, to. the
April number of the American Presbyterian and
Theological Reméw It js &n historical argumentl
to prove ‘the modern origin of the office now
knowa in the Presbytena.n Church as that of
Ruling Elder.. The -office, as the writer thinks
we have it, was originated by Calvin and intro-
duced into the Genovan Church after his return
from Strasburg, in January, 1542 Some hmts
upon the matter were derived, it is, supposed, by
Calvin, from the United Brethren in Bohemis,
with whom the Reformer corresponded about this
time. These brethren had elected elders for the
first time in 1467. As for the Waldenses, Prof
Hitchoook regards, thexr Pregbyteriapism as of
comparatively modern date, going back probaply
only to 15620, or 1624 and, at all events, they
were ‘not heard of in contaet with'thie Umted
Brethren until after these had mstrtuted an el-
dership for themiselves, | G

The attempt of (Jalvm and obhors to show a
divine right for their’ Ruling Eldershxp, thé Pro-
fossor sets down, with equal” scmg frozd a8a fail:
ure. The E,lderahlp of Calvin’s Institutes, he
shows, is a very different.affuir from the office,ns
the Reformer actually established 'it in Geneva.
There, it was’only a’ Totdry. bohrd of Lay Assties-
sors, elected annually imd aiding w1thout, ordi-
nation in the dlsmplme and government ot ‘the
Chureh. In the Instrtutes, an the contrary,
where they first appear in’ tha ‘third: edition: of
1543, they are mentionéd ina way which iinplies
that they were to be ordaned men, to vlhom the
terms Elder, Presbyter, and Bishop might be ap-
plied, .as much as:to thost sriviaborhoth in word'
and doctrine, 'This -is~what is- ealled' u' Dual
Preshyterate; implymo two’ cfaSseQ of “ordaired
Church officers in’ the Church Presbyte"y or
Session, one of which only ruled, and the ,other
both ruled and taught. The main and almost
only proof text oitéd was 1 Tim. v. 17

Quoting now a series of (distinguished Presby-
terian authorities agmnst admitting ‘the Scrip-
tural warrant for any such, sharp- drstlnotlon
among the Preshyters or Bishops of the early
Church, Prof. Hiteheock declares this to be the
growing conviction even among Presbytermns of
the staunchest gort in our day, Calvin, they ag-
knowledge, was mistaken in his interpretation of
the famous proof text, 1 Tim.v.17. Twoorders
of Preshyters aré fiot 'here referred to, but only
one order: the dlﬂ'erence ‘being simply that” of
servicg, .@ob. qf reuk Pro,f Hitcheock then
takes up the viet of Prmclpal Campbell of Aber-
deen, in which the claim of our Ruling Elders to
the title of Presbyters or Bishops is abandoned,
but the attempt is made td show that they cor-
respond to Calvip’s Lay Assessors ; and that a
Scriptura) warrant for such Lay: officers is to be
found, not in 1 Tim. v.'17, but in Rom. xii. 8

~and in 1 Cor. sii. 28. Principal Canipbell’s ar-
gument both' from Seripture and 'from Church
.History is e_usrly set aside. So tgo is a third ar-
gument for “ Qongregational Episecopaoy,” urged
by Dr. Thortiwell, of South- Carglina. - This ‘con-
sists in aseribing entire equality in dignity to
each of the bench:of- Presbyters or Blshops ina
congregation, bub in supposiog that the excmsrve
right to teach was conferred upon :certain indi-
v1duals of the:Session by the: a.postohc nppomt—
ment. Of such exclusive right Prof. H ﬁnds no
trace in the ‘\Tew Test,ament. His .view i8 thnt
the Elders of apostolic times were, one and: all,
officially Pastors, competent alike toperform both
the duties of teaching and riling.~ Sowie of them
may have been eminent in one department and
some in another, and there may, thus have exist-
ed practically a difference in therr functions, but
the same office -covered -both. - Consequently |
there exists now no exact copy of this primitive
Presbytery or Session either in the Presbytenan
or any other. branch of the Church, OQur, own,
polity is nearest:to it of any, not so much because
of a likené¢ss between our own and the primitive
elders, as beoause the principleof Lay representa-
tion is wrouuhfo lntO the Vely fibre and maryow
of our aystem., ;

The learned Professor 8- argument for the most
part is sound. We can freely' ‘admit his general
principle that no exrstmg Church polity is to be
tound fully developed ia the. New, Testatment.
Presbyters, Elders, and Bishops, is is now uni-
versally admitted, -designate the: same: official
persons from different points of view. " But ‘we
do not agreé with the assnmptlon ‘of 'the title Of
the article. We have no “Lay Eldersblp
our charches. Our Elders are wrongly- called

dation or- comparison merely, inasmuch as this
class of officers i3 not, in modern times, called
away from lay pursuits by any exigency of their
office. -They still engage, as the preaching elders
do oot and cannot, in secular pursaits.  They
are, therefore, representatives of the people. But
they are not laymen. The Lay Assessors.of
Calvin in _Geneva, are not ‘their prototypes. Our
Ruling. Elders are ordatned men. Unaceounta-

‘bly the Professor ignores-this fact, importantias

it is. -He says: “ We might easily be rid of'it
[the novelty of Lay Eldership] any day, by or-
dalmngrour Lay Elders, and maklng them min-
isters ‘bf thie word - ‘and d1§pensers of the" saora:.
ments.” 'Our Rulmg Eldérs being already or-
dained’ men; the Presbyterlan ‘Session ‘conies™so
much nearer the apostohc beneh of Elders than
the Professor has conceived, It 'is only neoes-
sacy to enlairge the sphere of the’ Eldershlp, not
to. elevate 1ts eccleslastlcal standmo in ‘order to
brmg hack the Presbytery of apostohc times to
the C‘hnrch f, our day. Whpther this would
gccord th;h the teachmos of the Spmt in the

hlstory of the Chprch whether it would be a
step babkward mstead of' forward 1s an open
questlon. IR
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cm'rl.ell, NOTES.ON. THE LATE GENERAL
' ASSEMBLY. M1

* Boon nﬂer the Assembly -convéned; the con-
viction got nbrond that 'the Re-union" sentiment
was in overw‘helmmo strength. Tt is difficult to
potnt to hitiy uve thing; before:a’ vote- was taken,
as proof “of'thie faet, Cortainly only a very few of
l:he‘well known members of: the : body ‘sHowed
any gredt gedl for Re-union. These were chiefly
the Moderator (Dr. Stearns), Prof. H. B. Smith,
and-Hon. W. E. Dodge. Dr.'S. W. Ji‘lsherspoke
on that side; President Hickok; as Chairmiai of
the Special Gommxctee, defended his' report <Dr.:
Skinner, when - the; 'interpretatiod: of- the Doe-:

ﬂiuélzBaﬁsﬁeeeme«k‘nowm,ﬁthiéw Yimself warm-
Iy on the side of ’ the Basm, but' the'ﬁrs't) three V
i ticle of the Basis, after the e‘xplanatrons ‘given,

‘men who could lmve been reoarded a8 orlomally

ivery zealous for Re-union in the Assembl y. The

| California delegation was understéod:to be for Re--

umon alto most of the anesota. and part of

that it was regarded with little favor hy such
men 28 Patterson, Spear, Swazey, John C. Smith,
Noble, Hutchins, MéCorkle, of Debrorl, J. Am- |
bross Wight, Eva, Darrah, of Missouri, Elders
Bodine of thrs city, Edwards, of, Pittsburgh, if
not -algo-Geo. Duffield, Jr., T.. Ralston ,Smlth
.D.D., of New York oity, and'nol; a few others in
W. Pennsylvnma., Ohio, Mrehroan, ‘Indiana and
Missoari. If not in opposmon no spec1al zeal in
the aﬁirmatrve could be ascribed to Profs. N, elson
‘and Morris of Lane Semmary The:Assembly cer-
tainly saw no demonstrations'of zeal from Presi-

from Dr. Prentiss. And yet the convretmn was
strong in the minds even of those who. disliked
‘the Basis, that Re-union: -was largely in the as-
cendant. - Almost all “the prayers and - exhorta-
tions from the beginning of the Assembly ran in
that chanuel, and the ‘applause, which it was
found necessary .to check, took the same. direc-
tion. The only conoluslon we can reach is; that
the great majority of ‘the -léss’ known members,
ruling eldérs and mlnrsters, were la.rrrely perva-
ded with the Reumon sentiment.

It is -to be - noted, however, thab any impres-
sions-that the Basis could of would'be construed
1ll1berally, were met’ at the outset, by ‘the posi-

son ’s) sermon, thub our Chureh regards itself as
4 called unto:liberty in the study and: exposition
‘of Seripture,” and of * the Confession of Faith;”

viewing the doctrines, but’ extendma to a doubt
“of the correctness, or even  to dehberate rejec
-tion;- of propositions in. the Confession not be-
lieved to be “ necessury to the integrity of the
system or even consistent with it.” Axd these
v1ews, ‘afterwards re-stated by the ex-moderator,

‘nately he was‘a mewber, with such clearness and
ablhty, wete shown so plainly to have been those

‘member,-: and were putsin such relations to the
.Christian honor of the other Branch in refer-
ence to the interpretation of the Basis; as to
make all feel thit the adopﬁon’ of the termsin a

was -next to impossible. ‘T'he explanatory and
argumentative parts of the Joint Committee’s
Report ¢confirmed this impression ; and when
‘the Special Committee’s Report still further in-
terpreted the doctrinal article as recognizing in the
u'| United Church the orthodoxy of all plonounced
orthodox in the separate churches, the opposi-

Laymen,

.

The term ia used by- way- of'ecepnrmo-‘ ‘

tion ‘of many disappeared, and at least sunk to
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. the service.

‘popular’ speakers as Fisher, H.
Bkinner: 'md Dodge, backed bx

-verse to-ours?
view of the Basis plainly, it was thought becom-

dent Tuttle, Prof. Edwin ‘Hall, and ‘ot miich-

tlons taken in the retmno Moderator (Dr. Nel--

a llberty allowing not only dlﬂ'erenb modes of' :

"an -the floor of the Assembly, of which fortu-

of the Joint Commmee, of which he was also a-

narrow sense by that body, or its Presbyteries,

indifference ; others said, There can be no harm
in a Union with such an understanding, let us
go in for it ; others said, We dou’t care for Re-
unipn, but it is safe on this basis. It won’t do
for us, in the present state of public opinion to
go against Re-union; we can’t afford it. Let
the Old. School take the responsibility of de-
feating-it., Others rejoiced at the removal of a
vreab and hitherto _insuperable ‘obstacle to a
mhovement they had desired, but now for the
first'time felt they could favor.. Of course the
orxgmal pha.lanx of re-unionists, ' who . we suppose
to be-a large ma_]omy, wrl;hout these gains from
the otHer srde, were more ‘than content, ‘and
would, .Jave been, we fear, with a less’ favorab]e
handlingof the documents.

Dr. Spear mﬂnenced by’ these mterpretatlons,
unwxlhng to face a movemeny ‘of - his brethren
which séemed so'strong, and belng in-poor health,
gave way early in the debate1 He oppoeed the
tenth artiele; but he was not in the house to. re-
cord 'his dissent when the roll was called. Dr.
Skinner followed, in one of hhk most. energetic,

Jimpassioned appeals for " the |whole  Basis; and

plead with the brethren to lake no exceptmns

| in the form of their assent wlowmg ‘meanwhile,

his New Schoolism in’ the moetemphat.rc defiant
way.. Geo. Duffield, Jr. , wag/erely, a logker on
in the debate.:Thus the oppdsmon«was deprived
of all ‘its’ punoent and most\eﬂ'ective speakers.

Patterson, erudite. and massiie, .could no more
carry on the battle, than- thd’ artillery ‘of an
army can, without skrrmlsl}er cavalry and in:
fantry. - Swazey belonged to the same arm- of
"The, sabre-hke\\enbs ‘and “stinging
minnie-ball hits of Spear, the. -dashing cava]ry
charges ‘the ﬂendum est of nﬂield were wint |
ing;, Ambrose Wight damag d his side by as-,
selmng as facts, what, on bet er knowledge, he:
was afterwafds compelled to Wthdraw ~Such

Smith, Stearns,f

00 muohfor. the opposition, - el L
The fact was, the first:and most. 1mportant. ar-

was regarded as conserving nearly all the interests:
involved in our denominationsl position. The
question was not seriously weighed, What au-
thority have these mterpretatlops? or the other,

“Why may not the otlierbranch: adopt the-terms
the Phl]adelphm delegatlon whﬂe it wus known | =

‘with an interpretation of their own, quite ad-
Giving -our hrethren our own

ing to trust them: to adopt. it m that sense, or
not to adopt it at all, And the lauouan'e of the
Answer to the Protest in the Albany Assembly,
shows our trust not misplaced. :Nevertheless, the
course of our body seems to us wanting in the
highest prudence, and they are not excused be-
cause the event has turned out better than they
wight: have feared. . Bemg thus satisfied on the
Jleading poiut of the Basis, many ceased utterly
to be concerned as to the bearing of any other
point of it.  Ounly a few were lef't. to point out
the dangers that might arise in connection with
the Tenth Article. The true New School doc-
‘trine that the right of examination can be pro-
perly exercised upon members bearing creden-
tials of good standing in our “owa chureh, -ouly
in speolal and extraordinary cases, if at ‘all, was
stretched to cover its 1ntroduct10n asa broad
general principle of policy, into a doeument -of

| equal solemnity and authority, it adopted, with

the constitution: itself. Dr. Patterson’s ‘attack
upon this right-of examination was the greag
speech of the session. No other speech on any
subjeet approached it in “fullness, scholarship,
and power. No point in the Constitution or the
Digest bearing upon the subject was left without
adequate and conclusive examination The in-
troduction of a test to be applied to men in good

standing in our body, he showed to be a novelty

of ’37 and’38. He showed that its applieation

would make Old School men the current coin of
the United Church, while the range of New
School men would be limited to their own Pres-
byterles In an admirable manner, he turned
the guns against those who claimed that the de-
cisions of ’37 and ’38 were: the law of the. New

School -Church, unless our Assemb]y had ex- |

pressly repealed‘ them. There was a prophetic
tose in his peroration. Speaking consciously
against a strong current of Re-union feeling, he
said : ¢ Sir, you may erucify these reﬂeccmns
and bury them now, but I tell you they will rise
again after-three days.” When he concluded
he was conoratulated on.a]l sides. Nor can the
speech be said to “have had no result of impor-
tance. It secured a record of dissent from nearly
one-sixth of the entire membership of the As-
sembly—mostly in the' Central West—against

the tenth article, and it sowed the seeds of re-.

flection on the very structure of Presbyterian-
ism as related to liberty, whloh will yet germi-
nate and bear fruit.

" The Basis of -union- was then mtxﬁed and sent

g Correspon,dent of the Presbyterion of this eity,
‘guage of the Report, énforced by the comments

[T)r Adams, were
fjudgmenb of ‘the author of- this report, ’the um-;

.Church, is not to be the independens judgment

‘New School previous to the union, that finally

-was no settled pastor.

| Sometimes, indeed, it appears as. thongh they

down to the Presbyteries by a unanimous vote.
Nor ean it be said that our Assembly abdicated
its New.School character, or proved recreant to
Presbyterian liberty in this act. Time was ne-
cessary to prove that it had acted prudently in
trusting in the liberal purpose of theother branch;
but is plain that, with a liberal understanding of
the first or doctrinal article; the tenth is robbed
of half its force. The examination, wherever
conducted, dare ngt be rigorous or exclusive in
its character. The act is not and cannot be a
New School act, butit may not be so performed
asto give offence to New School men. It was
doubtless, in this view of the case, that a unan-
imous voté was given for the Basis as a whole.
Certainly, in the light of the Albany Avswer to
the Protest, no examination may be conducted
upon a doetrinal Basis more rigid and narrow
than the Auwburn Declaration. OFf course this
answer had not been made when our Assembly| "
voted on Re-union. And it may be that even
without the liberal interpretations -given to-the
Rirst Article, that and the tenth would have
gained a-majority of votes in our body; but it
wouid have been a comparatively small majority,
and only after a greater and more nearly matched
debate,-to be followed with certam defeat in the
Presbyterres

TuE SpEcIaL CoMMITTEE'S REPORT oN RE-
UNION; presented by-the Chairman, Dr. Hickok,
in our body, is with justice regarded by our
brethren of the other branch as having an im.
portant bearing upon the interpretation of the
Terms of the Basis: We are very glad that re-
port was before the other Aasembly on the eve
of their own vote upon the same subject. A

(G. H:) gives an exposition of part of the lan-

of Dr. Hickok himself. The correspondent says.:
It seems to me perfectly plain that, in the

pire, in the case of trial for heresy in the United'

of the court before whomi the trial ishad,asto what
dootrines are, or are not, consistent wrth the Con-
fession of Faith, but the- judgment of -the body
to which the person on trial -may have belonged
previous to the. uniom. *If the man ” says Dr.
Hickok, “is not out of the pale of his former
church’s orthodoxy, he cannot be in danger from
any ecclesiastical court’s rigidity or bigotry.”

All this seems to me perfectly plain; but if the
lana'uage were capable of 2 double meaning, all
doubt in my mind is precluded by a free and
very pleasent,conversation which T had with Dr.
Hickok, in his own house, the day after our
Assembly adjourned at Albany

In that conversation he assured me that it was
the consideration that the First Article of the
Basis bound the United Church to tolerate as
orthodox whatever had been tolerated by the

reconciled many in their Assembly to vote for
the Basis, notwishstanding their objection to the
Teoth Article.” And as o what he regarded
as within the pale: of orthodoxy, he said that
as he regarded the First Article as binding the
New School to tolerate the Old School doctrine
of imwediate imputation, so he. regarded it
as binding the Old School to tolerate—well
(said he) to give it definite form— Taylorism. I
expressed to him my conviction that the present
Basis is more latitudinarian than the one of last
year; and to this he answered that he so re-
garded it, and was surprised—not grieved, but
‘surprised—that our Committee consented to it.

Subsequently, in reply to a note. of inquiry
from Rev. V. D. Reed, D.D., Dr. Hickok says he
does oot remember to have mentioned Taylorism
in this conversation at all.. He adds:"

«I am willing to stand. publicly responsrble
for the opinion that the said first article. will bind
the United Church to tolerate such doctrines and
exp]anablons as have been allowed as orthodox by
either branch—and that any particular Presby-
tery must judge, not merely from its own oplmon
of the orthodoxy of the same, but in view of
what bas been allowed by either gne or the other
of the separate branches. I do not choose to say
of any doubtful specific doctrine or explanation,
whether it has or has not been so aliowed by either
branch. Certainly, I should not wish to be un-
derstood as saying that * Iaylorlsm in any dgfi-
nite form had been soallowed.”

i

3@“’ A Secretary of one » of our benevolent so-
cleties recently}prese’nted his cause in one of our
prosperous churches, in a small city, where there
Among the cards of con-
tributions was one for twenty dollars from the
church. He did not quite understand that, and
so asked for an explanation. “That,” said one
of the Ieadmu men, “is what we pay each Sunday
for the supply of eur desk; and as you are our
welcome . supply to-day, besrde our individuaal eon-
tributions, as a church we give that amount to

P

your ‘cause.’ .

This, we fear, is unusual ; some, at ]east of the
representatives of our benevolent causes have not
often met with such a plensa.nt experienee.

ing faithfully and acceptably all day, angd getting
a collection about equal to the price of a supp]y
It is a cheap operation for the church; but it is
not every church, as is seen above, that does it.
We would name, with honor, the church above
referred to, except that we fear it would be at
once overwhelmed with applicants from the ben-
evolent societies. It could not bear them all at
once. ‘
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FROM OUR ROCHESTER CORRESPONDENT.
' THE AMERICAN SABBATH.

It would seem from various indications, in dif-
ferent parts of the land, that there is a settled
determination among a large class of citizens of
foreign birth, to break down and trample upon
the American and Christian Sabbath. We have,
indeed, long been accustomed to hear of outra-
ges upon the sacredness of the day in some of
our cities; especially in New York, Cincinnati,
and St: Louis; but. we had not expected like
manifestations in our oin goodly Rochester ;
generally so quiet, so Christian, in its manner of
keeping the ‘holy day.

But, we too, have had our Romish procession,
with a band of musiec, parading our streets at
church time, sttracting general attention, and to

some extent: dlst.urbmg our, public religious as-
semblies.. . There is a bo]dness, a deflance, in
this manper of proeeeding, which by its' very
audacity may go tar toward carrying its point,
but which ought the rather to arouse the just in-
dignation of every virtuous citizen, and call
forth such stern and persistent rebuke as shall
abate-the puisance.

SEANEATELES.—A recent visit to tlns place
revealed to us one of the prettiest little villages
of our State. We did not before know how
much of ‘a gein it is. It boasts some fifteen
hundred inhabitants, or three, hundred nice
houses; nestling just around the outlet of the
beautifal Lake which bears the same name. The
Lake is some sixteen miles long, about two miles
wide, with sloping banks, covered with cultiva-
ted farms, clean and productive clear down_ to the
‘water's- edge. A little steamer. plies upon_the
miniature . sea, which iz often *used by pleasure
parties. The Lake is deep and cold, aud furnishes
fine fishing also. -The village is lomethm'r of a
summer resort for New Yorkers. It is ' but a
short ride from Syracuse.

‘But we are even more gratified to look into
the Presbyterian church on a pleasant, though
intensely hot, Sabbath. The house was full.
Hardly a vacavt seat could be seen, showing ap-
preciation of the faithful services of their pastor
Rev. M. N. Preston. He is a young man: This
is his only settlement; but already it is time

Py

*that his people gave him a larger house of wor-

ship. Twenty feet could be advsnta«eonsly add-
ed to the length of the present building, and all
the additional pews. would be needed almost at
once. We hope to hear soon that 2 movement is
being made by the parish in that direction.

A ParsoNaGeE—The Presbyterian. churéh
of Campbell last year built them a iéat,
comfortable house of worship. This year they
are bulldmg a fine parsonage alongside of it
and expect to install their minister, the Rev.
Dr. Wakeman, in -it, by the middle of Sep-
tember next. The church was “almost dead
a few years since; but there were some members
in it that began to-think it ought to live, after
all; went to work accordmgly, and this is the
happy result.

A CaLrL.—Rev. Erskive N. White, of New
Rochelle, has received a unanimous call to the
Westminster church of Buffalo, which it is
earnestly desired, and confidently expected, he
will accept. Thls church -is now happily in an
admirable condition to receive a good pastor. It

‘has recently received a noble accession to its

strength, sume twenty desirable families having
united with it- from the down town churches.
It has a large, fine house of worship; is now a
harmonious | body; and every thing looks well for
the future. - We sincerely hope Mr. White will
come to them..

How. C. T. HULBURD the. nprwht and popn-
lar member of Congress from St. Lawrence Coun-
ty, delivered the address :this .year before the
Barrett Browning Society, of Houghton Semina-
ry. It-gave great, satisfuction, as we were guite
sure it would when we named him for that ser-
vice. He is a very suggestive and instructive
speaker ; full of, matter, baving read and thought
ext;enswely

Rev. C. M. WINES Tias- reswned, the pastorate
of ‘the First -Presbyterian church of this ecity,
and preached his farewell sermon last Sunday
evening. The Preshytery of Rochester city
(0. 8.), is summoned to meet o the L4th, todis-
solve the pastoral relation. GENESEE. °
Rochester, J nly 11 1868.

-

g& The Advance (Chicago)says = ¢ The First
Presbyterian Cliureli of this city are trying to
induce Rev. Newman Hall, of London to ll the
pastorate lately vacated by the Rev. Z. M. Bum-
phrey, D.D. - They laid upon the cable the bur-
den of" telling him' that if he would come, he

~would find a nice house, rent. free, and a ‘salary

of $10,000 per year pa.yable in'gold. To these
attractions may be added that of a hearty wel-
come . by the many who had already learned to
think so much of Newman Hall as to make it

were ueed a3 a mere convenience, perhaps preach.

impossible to fully e express their appreclatnon in ‘
the short time he was here.” o




