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The Church Treagurer.

There is an office in every Pnesbyterian church that
has little recognition and seldom any remuneration. The
praises of pastor, elders, trustees, Sabbath-school work-
ers, and all other Christian helpers are sounded and due
credit is given them for the growth and success of the
church. But there is another man, not often mentioned,
whose services are so essential that without them the
whole machinery will stop. This is the church treasurer
who gathers in the funds and guards them, and pays the
bills. He is very near to the people, has his finger on the
pulse of the congregation and knows the real condition
of the church better than any other one in it. The first
sign of languor or disaffection reveals itself to him, and
he first discovers the growing strength of the church,
both financially and spiritually.

The treasurer is a man of power. The pastor is often
helpless in his hands. He can fan the spirit of discontent
till it bursts into a blaze. He can annoy the pastor till
he is forced to retire in sadness and discouragement. On
the other hand, the treasurer can do more to strengthen
a pastor than any one else. He may be thoughtful of his
interests and be in full sympathy with him in his work.
He may see that settlement of salary is made at the prop-
er time and kindly urge all to their duty. He can, when
he is so disposed, arouse the languid, soothe the offend-
ed, quiet the disaffected, and settle rising difficulties. As
troubles first reach his ear, he can do wonders in sup-
pressing them and preserving the peace of the church
and guarding the welfare of the pastor. There is no
more able assistant of the pastor in any church than the
treasurer when he is his sincere friend.

An ideal church treasurer was thus described by one
who knew him well and was a member of the same
church: “He is the most useful man in our church. He
does not work in the Sabbath-school, nor help in the
prayer-meeting, but no elder, nor even the pastor, does
more to promote the interests of the congregation.
When he finds one growing delinquent he seeks a per-
sonal interview with him, explains the importance of
promptness in all payments, quiets his complaints if he is
a murmurer, removes his hard feelings and soothes his
spirit if disaffected over anything. When one has be-
come determined to square up his accounts and leave the
church for some grievance he has been known to talk
him out of it, dissuade him from his purpose and send
him home well contented.”

Here is reliable testimony of the value of the service
of one who magnified his office. The work of the man
was more than to merely count money ; it was the Lord’s
work as truly as that of the minister in the pulpit and
just as essential to the welfare of the congregation.
Many do not realize the very great importance of
such labors, often labors of love, hard and self-denying.
If the elder who rules well is worthy of double honor,
the treasurer who does his part well is worthy of four-
fold honor.

Who should be a church treasurer?  One who has not
only ordinary business qualifications, but a man well set-
tled in religious convictions. - He will soon find out more
about the inside working of things in a congregation,
than any one should know who is not well settled in the
faith and a true friend of the church. He may learn
things of professing Christians in this close acquaintance
with them that would otherwise drive from him all inter-
est in religion.

A lady once maintained that her husband had been
greatly injured spiritually by serving their church in this
capacity. He was cashier of the bank in their town,
and though not a professing Christian kindly offered to
aid the church, by serving as its treasurer. But to his
astonishment, he discovered that some who seemed
prominent in the church, helpers in the prayer-meeting
and apparently active Christians, were very mean and
unbusiness-like in their dealings with the church, prompt
to meet all other payments except church dues, and even
ready to repudiate these altogether. This was a sad rev-
elation to him. Some of these were pillars in the church
and very decided as Christians, and the effect on his mind
was disastrous. He said to himself, “These men are in- -
sincere ; they pretend to love the church, while they do
not care for it.” He soon came to a further conclusion,
that all religion was a pretense, and lost faith in every-
thing.

This may seem to be an extreme case, but it contains
a warning to churches in the selection of treasurers.
There should be a further lesson drawn from it, that no
one in the church be a stumbling-block in the way of an-
other. There should with all Christians be a special con-
scientiousness in payment of church dues. . Expenses
must be met in some way, and the fair and honorable
method is for every family to do its share and accord-

ing to its ability. When obligations are entered into,
they should be more sacred even, than other debts. This
will lighten much of the burden of church officers, fellow
Christians will be encouraged, and the world will be con-
vinced that our religion is not in vain.
o

Unanimity.

. Much is made of unanimity in our day. Many talk
about and write about it. It is thought to be a great feat
to get a unanimous vote upon a proposition submitted
for adoption, or to pass a measure without a dissenting
voice. But unanimity is ncthing in itself. Whether it
counts for much depends upon how it was obtained, for
what purposes, and with what results. In determining
its character and worth, its moral qualities must be taken
into account. United consent to that. which is wrong
or unworthy, or unlawful, is only an aggravation. A
law may pass the legislature without a recorded nay, and
be regarded as worthy of special mention and favor on
this account ; yet when it is submitted to a practical test,
-and proves injurious to morals, or to business, or to
the home, or to certain classes,those who suffer from it
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Dr. Duffield’s Proposition to the
’ Presbytery.
Wasfield, D,D., LL.D.

By Prof. Benjamin B.

At the summer meeting of the Presby-
tery of New Brunswick, Rev. Dr. Johq T.
Duffield proposed a paper for adoption,
in response to the Assembly’s request
that the Presbyteries report this autumn
their wishes regarding the “whole mat-
ter of the restatement of the doctrines
most surely believed among us.” This
paper has been very widely published,
and it may be that it has thus become a
matter of more general interest than its
mere presentation to the Presbytery of
New Brunswick would suggest. This
may justify a few remarks upon it in The
Presbyterian.

It certainly at first sight seems a some-
what odd paper for the adop-
tion of a Presbytery in reply to a re-

_quest for information as to its wishes in

regard to a restatement of doctrine. It

_is very largely a historical recital, and the

history that it recites is history of a pe-
culiar order—what has come to be known
in critical circles as ‘“tendential”
history—history written not for the
history’s sake, but for an  ex-
traneous purpose. It is therefore dis-
tinctly an argumentative paper—in short,
a historical argument. One marvels both
at the amount of history set forth in such
a document, and also at the kind of his-
tory presented. Said the lady in the story,
“Is it not wonderful how much taste we
women have?” “Yes,” was the response
‘.‘and even more wonderful how bad it all’
is.” It does not seem likely that any
Presbytery will be willing to make its
own a piece of historical argument of this
sort; and so we can safely pass from it to
the proposal it is intended to commend.

This is nothing other than that the re-
vision report of 1892 be resurrected and
its proposed alterations of the Confes-
sion be resubmitted to the Presbyteries.
It is, indeed, added, “together with such
other changes as may be deemed advisa-
ble by the committee.” But this seems
to be adjoined almost by the way and as
if a matter of course. The specific rec-
ommendation for which the " whole his-
toric argument is presented concerns
rather the resubmission of the changes in
the Confession proposed in 1892. It is

of reasonableness to
ample that instead
t those proposals,

¢ number of

f hes! ,
the WE Presbyteries

est numb
ries short of even
is trans-

teries actually voting opposed. ;:he"s:l\:;
eral changes, and we are told with a

emphasis of apparently sigrfiﬁca.nt |ta;lxc;i
that, “a majority appt:oxxmatm.g ;v

thirds of those Presbyten::es, and const e]r-
ably more than one-third of t'he whole
number, approved of twenty-sixX of the
hanges recommended by

It is to add a show(of
justiﬁcation to this procedure, agai‘:‘\, that
Chapter X X111., Section 6, of the Form
of Government,” which requires the As-
sembly to transmit to the Presbyteries
for their judgment overtures for amend-
ments proposed by one-third of the Pres-
byteries, is seriously advanced as in its
“spirit” enjoining the resubmission of
overtures already submitted and decided-
ly rejected by the Church, because for-
sooth one-third of the Presbyteries voted
for them! On this reasoning it would
need two-thirds of the Presbyteries- to
vote down an overture, instead of, as the
Book requires, two-thirds to vote it in—
which suggests that something or other
here is turned on its head.

One is naturally not surprised to ob-
serve in the sequel that Dr. Duffield does
not himself take this reasoning very se-
riously. He uses it to give an apparent
sanction to the proposal to resubmit
those overtures of the revision of 1892,
“which were approved by a majority of
the voting Presbyteries” in 1892, and
which received the support of one-third
of the Presbyteries.. But this sanction
fails with respect to the very matter on
which, according to Dr.
whole movement turns as on its hinge.
“jI‘!xe prominent reason for desiring re-
vision,” says he, ‘“‘undoubtedly was the
statement in Chapter 3 of the doctrine of
the Preterition of the non-elect.” But
the proposed reconstruction of Chapter 3,
S?ction 7—the “statement of the doc-
trine of Preterition”—received the ap-
proya} neither of the majority of the
voting Presbyteries, nor of one-third of
the whole number. This does not, how-
ever, in the least disturb Dr. Duffield.
He only proposes that the Presbyteries
§hould ask the Assembly for a more rad-
ical change at this point! The principle
of procedure is then, it seems, to be this:
All the changes proposed in 1892, of which
approval was expressed by a majority of
the voting Presbyteries (which happens
also to be one-third of the whole num-
!)er). are to be resubmitted in their orig-
mle form: while changes for which only a
minority of the voting Presbyteries (being
less than one-third of the whole number),
could be secured in 1892, are to be resub-
mitted in more radical form!
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Clearly the grounds urged
the action proposed are not the grounds
that have determined the -proposal. The
reasons urged do not cover.the whole pro:
posal; they would’ justify the resubmis-
sion of only 26 out of the 28 original
overtures; and one of the two omitted
ones concerns precisely the matter which
Dr. Duffield wishes changed above every-
thing else. It must be saved at all haz- '
ards. The other may be allowed to lapse. w
Well, as the boys say: “We ought
to be thankful for that,” It is a very good
overture to allow to lapse—as it proposed
to engraft the anti-scriptural and anti-
missionary doctrine of the “essential
Christ” on the Confession, and was there-
fore excepted to by such members of
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the committee as. Drs. W. H. Green,
Wm. Alexander, F. L. Patton, E. Ers-
kine, J. L. Leftwich, and Messrs.
George Junkin and Morris H. Strat-
ton. Only, why should not the other one
in the same category with it—having not
only equally but more emphatically fail-
ed to receive the suffrages of the “major-
ity of the voting Presbyteries,” or “of one-
third of the whole number,”—be suffered
to lapse, ‘too? It, too, is a very good
overture to pergit to lapse. And for the
matter of that' why should not the whole
series of overtures submitted in 1892 be
allowed to lapse, too? It is a purely arbi-
trary distinction that is erected among
them. They all failed, and failed decisive-
ly; and there exists no reason why the
Church should be troubled with them
again.

It has ‘already emerged that the
zeal of Dr. Duffield for revision of the
Confession is primarily directed against
the “statement in Chapter 3 of the doc-
trine of the Preterition of the non-elect.”
It is this point only out of all the twenty-
eight ‘adverted to in the report of 1892,—
or out of all the it may be
innumerable ones included 'in the
sweeping ‘“such other changes as
may be deemed advisable by the com-
mittee”’—that he thinks of sufficient im-
portance to signalize by name, and to re-
-quest the Presbytery especially to me-
morialize the Assembly upon. To the
justification of this request, indeed, he
devotes a whole paragraph. It is possi-
bly a somewhat confused paragraph; it
is certainly a very confusing one. For
ourselves, we confess we find it™difficult
even to parse it; and when ‘we have
parsed it, we do not profess to be able.to
understand it. Here is its substance:
“With a single exception, and that for a
brief period, the statement of the doc-
trine of the Divine decree respecting the
non-elect in the Westminster Confession,
differs from the statement of the doctrine
in all the other Calvinistic Confessions of
the Reformation, and also in the Shorter
Catechism.” ‘

So far as we can make out that
asserts and asks the Presbytery: to as-
sert, that the statement of the doctrine of
the Divine decree respecting the non-
elect in the Westminster Confession dif-
fers in everything it says, with a single
exception, from the statement of that doc-
trine in all the other Calvinistic Confes-
sions of the Reformation,” and also
from the statement in the Short-
er Catechism, One would like very
much to know what the particular point
is, in which alone the Confession"s state-
ment agrees with the statements of these
other Confessions and the Shorter Cat-
echism—this “pavidus nauta” of Reformed
truth, so hopelessly immersed “in gurgite
vasto” of Westminster ‘error. It is further
apparently asserted, and the Presbytery
is asked to assert, that it has only been for
a little while that even this single ele-
ment of Reformed truth has found a place
in the statethent of the Westminster Con-
fession; for only such a meaning can we
put into the clause, “and that but for a

‘the Confession?

brief period,” in connection with the pres-
ent tense, “the statement of the West-
minster Confession differs from the state-
ment,” etc. Apparently, therefore, this
one saving exceptional element in the
statement of the Westminster Confes-
sion has come into it only lately; and that
implies that it has come in by some re-
vision or other of which the public seems
to know nothing. Perhaps it is his unique
knowledge of this recent successful re-
vision of the third chapter with such ad-
mirable results, that gives Dr. Duffield
courage to urge still further revision on
the Church. But would it be unfair for
the Presbytery, before it adopts this lan.
guage as its own, to ask information as
to what single point it is in the Confes-
sional statement of the doctrine of the
Divine decree respecting the non-elect,
which alone agrees with the statement of
that doctrine “in all the other Calvin-
istic Confessions of the Reformation and
also in the Shorter Catechism?”’ And
might it not fairly inquire into the history
of that revision movement (Dr. Duffield
is great on the history of revision move-
ments), by which this single point of
truth has been so lately introduced into
Surely the Presbytery
is entitled to know the details before it
is asked to assert the facts! '
We are not absurdly pretending not to
know what Dr. Duffield means by this
statement. How could we fail to know
what he means by it when it is only a
condensation of what he has told us more

at length in an article printed in The In-|.

dependent . of May 16 last, and repeated
with certain variations in The Presbyter-
ian only the other day? But we are con-

‘cerned-to point out that in the form in

which he proposes it to Presbytery to be
adopted as its own, it is a blind statement
and means just nothing at all. We do not
intend to suggest that in its original and
expanded form it means anything to the
purpose. It does not, But in that form
it has at least an assignable meaning,
though that meaning is as nearly mean-
ingless with reference to the present ques-
tion of revision as it well could be. While
in the condensed form in which the Pres-
bytery is asked to adopt it, it has no mean-
ing at all.

Reverting, however, to Dr. Duffield’s
fuller statement, we learn that what he
really wishes to say is, that the statement
of the doctrine of predestination in the
Westminster Confession, or more specific-
ally the statement of the Divine decree re-
specting the non-elect in the Westminster
Confession, differs from the statement of
that doctrine in all the other Calvinistic
Confessions of the Reformation, “with the
single exception, if it can be called an ex-
ception, of the Articles of Religion adopt-
ed by the Irish Episcopal Church in 1615,
and superceded by the adoption of the
Thirty-nine Articles of the English
Church in 1635.” Well, we may well ask,
even if that be true, what of it? The es-
tablishment of difference is something
very distinct from the establishment of
inferiority. The Westminster statement
may differ from all previous statements

only in order to improve on them all. And
such is, in fact, precisely the case, in the
present instance, so far as in this matter
its statement differs from theirs at all.
But our attention is attracted at once
by the exception which Dr. Duffield al-
lows, and the use he makeés of it. .He
speaks of the Irish Articles; and he ad-
duces the briefness of their reign in the
Irish Church to their disadvantage. We
hardly expect that from a Calvinistic
historian. The length of the reign of the
Irish Articles of Religion in the Irish
Church marks precisely the period of the
predominance of Calvinistic influences in
that Church. When they were supplanted
by the English Articles, the Calvinistic in-
fluences that had hitherto governed the
¥ish Church gave way to the influences
of Laudian Anglicanism. That is precise-
ly the significance of the change. Is it

‘not intolerable for Presbyterians to hear

the brevity of the reign of the Irish Arti-
cles, produced by such means and in such
interests, adduced to them as a reason
why they should look with suspicion on
the Westminster Confession’s similarity
with them? It is rather one of the supreme
points of excellence in the Westminster
statement that it is based on that of the
Irish Atticles, which in turn was formed
by the godly hand of Ussher from the
model of the Lambeth statement framed
by William Whittaker. Surely misplaced
inuendo could not go more amiss than in
this most unfortunate allusion to the
Irich Articles.

It is hard choosing, however, it must be
confessed, in the matter of amissness in:
this remarkable arraignment of the West-
minster statement of the decree, on the
ground of its difference from the Reform-
ed tradition. Everything seems so sadly
awry! We pass by the curious classification
of the Westminster Confession, as well as
the Canons of Dort and the Irish Articles
and the Formula Consensus Helvetica (if
it is this Formula that is meant) among
the “Confessions of the Reformation.”
Does a century more or less, and such a
century, really make no difference? But
what, we must at least ask, does the great

difference that is asserted to ex-
ist between the Westmister and
the -other Calvinistic  Confessiong

(except the Irish  Articles), in
the matter of the statement of “the doc-
trine of the Preterition of the non-elect”
really consist in? It simply has no ex-
istence at all, is the only reply we can
give. Of course, the Westminster state-
ment of the doctrine is not a verbatim
repetition of the statement of any other

document, except in those clauses it has

so wisely and well drawn from the Irish
Articles. But in the matter of the doctrine
of the decree of Preterition or Reproba-
tion, it does not depart a hair’s breadth

(Continued on Page 28.)
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basis for it in the text of the Confession;

and indeed there could not, in the nature:

of the case, be any basis for it. For the

from the best Reformed traditions as em- distinction between supra and infra-lapsa-

-bodied in the leading Confessions of the
Reformed Church. .
Certainly, Dr. Duffield will get no sup-

. . |
port from ahy of the Confessions he men- X .
"man’s fall (which again is common to

tions, for his proposed omission of “any

- doctrinal statement on Preterition.” They.

all state it—with clearness, precision and
emphasis: the Gallican, the Belgic, .the
-Dodrechtan, the Formula Consensus
Helvetica. And what they all state is the

" same" doctrine of sovereign preterition

which the Westminster Confession states.
How they came to be so unanimous in
.stating it, his Heppe will tell him if he
will open it at page 119: “Definitions
which take predestination only as election
were’ represented by the later orthodoxy
as incomplete.” From Calvin’s time in-
deed it has been a maxim in Reformed
circles that “Election itself cannot stand

. without preterition”—a maxim the truth

of which has been illustrated afresh in
every anti-Calvinistic controversy.

How the matter stands  with
those  confessions to which Dr.
Duffield so mistakenly appeals, may

be suggested to us by noting how the
"Canons of Dort,for example,introduce the
doctrine of preterition (I. 15). “What
peculiarly tends to illustrate and recom-
mend to us the eternal and unmerited
grace of election,” runs their beautiful
statement, “is the express testimony of
sacred Scripture that not all, but some
only, are elected, while others are passed
by in the eternal decree, whom God, out
of his sovereign, most just, irreprehensi-
ble-and unchangeable good pleasure, hath
decreed to leave in the common misery
into which they have willfully plunged
themselves and . . . . at last, for the dec-
laration of his justice to condemn and

punish  them for ever, not only
on account of their unbelief,
but for all their other sins.” How

does this statement differ from the par-
allel statement in the Westminster Con-
fession which, together with alli other al-
lusions to preterition, Dr. Duffield would
have omitted, as different from the state-
ment in “the other Calvinistic Confes-
sions of the Reformation?” Here is the
Westminster statement: “The rest of
mankind, God was pleased, ‘according to
the unsearchable counsel of his own will,
whereby he extendeth or withhold-
eth mercy as he pleaseth, for
the glory of ‘his sovereign power over his
creatures, to pass by, and to ordain them
to dishonor and wrath for their sin,to the
praise of his glorious justice.” If there
is a difference it escapes the eye of the
ordinary student; and it certainly is not
to the disadvantage of the Westminster
Confession,

We are not forgetful that Dr. Duyj.
field, in his more extended statements,
seeks to justify his assertion of difference
by branding the Westminster doctrine of
the decree as “supra-lapsarian.” One
scarcely knows how to take so gratuitous

rianism resides wholly in the place given
by each to the doctrine of predestination
to life and death (which is common to
both views) in relation to the decree of

both); and there is throughout the West-
minister statement—as anyone may see

by simply looking at it—a studious
avoidance of all allusion to
the relation of these two de-

crees to one another. It follows, to be
sure, that the Westminster Confession is
as little infra-lapsarian, as it is supra-
lapsarian. It states simply, with admira-
ble clearness and force, what is com-
mon to both types of Calvinistic
thought, and leaves entirely to one side
what divides them. In this it does differ
from some—but by no means all—of the
other Reformed creeds; for some of
them (but not all) are distinctively
infra-lapsarian. But so far from this dif-
ference being a flaw, it is one of the chief
claims of the Confession on our admira-
tion. It makes it a generically Calvin-
istic document, and cleanses its skirts
from all party spirit. And it at the same
time renders it impossible, let us punct-
ually - remark, to attack its doctrine of
the decree, except we take up a stand-
point outside of the Calvinistic system
altogether, and assault generic Calvinism
itself.

Dr. Duffield does indeed say:
“Whatever the explanation, the doc-
trine in question as stated in the

Confession, is stated as a supra-lapsarian

‘would state it, and its place in the Con-

fession is where a supra-lapsarian would
place it.” Nothing could be truer. And
it is just as true, that it is stated as an in-
fra-lapsarian would state it, and placed
where an infra-lapsarian would place it.
In a word, it is stated as any Calvinist
would state it, and placed where any or-
derly thinker would prefer to put it. As
far as we can see, the assertion that “the
flowers bloom in the spring” is an asser-
tion which is stated as a supra-lapsarian
would state it; and if given any sound log-
ical connection, it would be placed where
a supra-lapsarian would place it. And we
do not know why an infra-lapsarian might
not agree with him, both in the assertion
and in the placing. The statement of pre-
destination in the Confession is, relatively
to the difference between these parties,
in a word, just “like the flowers that
bloom in the spring”—they have equally
with them “nothing to do with the case.”
To label it “supra-lapsarian” is a great
evil, inasmuch as by applying an epithet
deemed opprobrious to common generic
Calvinism, a tendency is inevitably cre-
ated to desert generic Calvinism under the
unjust opprobrium thus created. And
fvhen generic Calvinism is deserted, there
is of course no standing ground left ex-
cept outside the system.

We have permitted ourselves, however,

in his more extended articles. The Pres-
bytery is asked to make the assertions
founded on these explanations without
the explanations. Perhaps, after all, it
ought not to complain of that: it may
be the easier task. Each explanation cer-
tainly appears to add a new difficulty. But
can assertions, like these, founded on such
explanations, be made by a Presbytery at

all, with or  without the ex-
planations? We find it very dif-
ficult to believe that any Pres-

bytery will be content to commit itself to
a long list of, to say the least, intensely
individualistic historical judgments, such
as this paper sets forth—even if it should
unfortunately desire to reach the same
conclusion. We do not ourselves under-
stand how a soundly Calvinistic Presby-
tery could reach the conclusion that it
were well to eliminate the statement of
the doctrine of Preterition from the Con-
fession; or,how a Presbytery,zealous for
the peace and purity of the Church, could
wish to resurrect and press anew on the
attention of the Church, the discredited,
and justly discredited, revision overtures
of 1892. But, in any case, it is certainly to
be hoped that if a Presbytery should be so
misled as to wish these things, it will ask
for them with straightforward and plain
directness, and not through the medium
of a column or so of “tendential history.”

—_——

The will of Samuel W. Brown, of
Philadelphia, contains bequests to chari-
ties amounting to $43,000. The income
of $5,000 is left to his sister, Elizabeth W.
Brown, for life, with reversion of the prin-
cipal to the Presbyterian Home for Wid-
owed and Single Women at Fifty-eighth
street and Darby Road. To each of the
following institutions 1is left $5,000:
American Tract Society of New York,
American Bible Society of New York;
American Sunday School Union, Phil-
adeiphia, and. Home for Aged Couples of
the Presbyterian Church. To the Board
of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian
Church of New York is left $10,000 ab-
solutely. Legacies of $2,000 are left to
each of the following institutions: North-
ern Home for Friendless Children, South-
ern Home for Destitute Children, Home
Missionary Society, Old Men’s Home,
Society to Protect Children from Cruelty,
and’ Children’s Aid Society. The res.id-
uary estate is left to the Presbyterian
Home for Widows and Single Women
absolutely and without any restrictions
as to the application of the legacy.

—————

The Presbyterian hereby acknowledges
the receipt of $2 for the India Famine
Fund, from Miss Lillie J. McDowell, of
Uniontown, Pa., and $2 from L. S. of
Muncy, Pa.

to be led somewhat away from our text

—_——
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