
WHAT NEXT?
New York Presbytery in recent years has

done a groat many qneer and unaccountable
things, hut probably nothing more unusual
than the action taken at a recent meeting. The
Presbytery unanimously adopted the follow¬
ing overture, which was presented by Kev.
William P. Merrill, I). 1)., pastor of the Brick
church, and seconded bv Kev. William Adams
Brown, professor of theology in I'liion Theo¬
logical Seminary in that city:

"Resolved, That the Presbytery of Xew
York in session in Xew York city, Xew York,
on this 8th day of January. 1J>17. A. 1)., does
hereby respectfully overture the General As¬
sembly of the Presbyterian Church in the 1". S.
A., which shall meet in Dallas. Texas, May,
1!>17. as follows:

"1. That the (Jeneral Assembly express its
fraternal afVcot ion for the Presbyterian Church
in the 1\ S.. and its earnest desire for re¬
union at the earliest time consistent with the
arrangement of necessary details on the basis
of our common inheritance of faith and order,
and that the prevalence of mutual confidence
and love which are necessary to a happy union
and to the permanent peace and prosperity of
the United Church.

"2. That the General Assembly appoint a
committee for the purpose of conferring with
representatives of the Presbyterian Church in
the U. S., in regard to the desirability and
practicability of reunion, and if, after confer¬
ence and inquiry, such reunion shall seem to
be desirable and practicable, to suggest suit¬
able measures for its accomplishment, and re¬
port to a future Assembly."

(A true copy.)
Attest: Jesses F. Forbes. S. C."

Just why such an overture should come from
such a source is hard to understand. It was
only at the last meeting of the General As¬
sembly of the Xorthern Church that overtures
were presented from three or four of its Pres¬
byteries, asking the Assembly to take stepswhich would compel Xew York Presbytery to
keep within the bounds of law and orthodoxyin the licensing of candidates, who had been
trained in Union Seminary. The action of the
Presbytery in this matter had come to be a
great scandal in the Church. In response to
these overtures the Presbytery agreed to do
better in the future, but they have not yet had
time to show what that promise will amount
to. Many members of both the Northern and
the Southern Church have been waiting with
some interest to ^see what action would be
taken in regard to candidates from Union Semi¬
nary, who may apply for license at the end of
the present seminary session.

There has always been on the part of some
of the Xorthern churches the desire for union
with the Southern Church, but in the South
it has been supposed that that wish belonged
to the conservative clement in that Church.
Indeed, the conservative element has often¬
times expressed its wish that the Southern
Presbyterian Church should unite with them
in order that they may be able better to over¬
come the influence of the radical element in
their Assembly. New York Presbytery has
been considered the most radical part of that
Church, and just why it wants to unite with
the Southern Church it is hard to understand.
We have seen no explanation of their action.
We do not know whether they considered them¬
selves so completely reformed that they are
now more orthodox than the rest of the Church,
and wish to have the Southern Church with
them to maintain their orthodoxy, or whether
they have taken this action simply to produce

the impression that they are orthodox, while
they feel sure that 110 result will follow such
nn overture.
The course pursued by the New York Pres¬

bytery has had probably more to do with con¬

firming the Southern Church than anything
else in its position in remaining a separate or¬

ganization. There are many other reasons
which induct* the Southern Presbyterian
Church to take this stand, but for some years
New York Presbytery has given the readiest
answer in reply to those who have favored
union. We are waiting with much interest
to sec what the Northern papers will have to
say on the subject. One of their leading papers
published the overture without comment. We
feel convinced that this overture will have 110

weight in t lie South, and will not result in
bringing union any nearer than it lias been for
some time past.

A WORTHY EXAMPLE.
The papers relate that the British govern¬

ment, finding itself making slow progress with
the war, decided that the cabinet of over thirty
men was too large. Ilence the small, compact
cabinet of Lloyd-George. When things are to
be done wisely, a few men with power to act
is means of doing it.
There are two great tendencies manifest in

the world. The one is towards democracy;
every man having his say and his vote 011 all
affairs of state. The individual coming into
his own, but not as a segregated unit. The
other is the lodging of acting power by the
democracy in the hands of a few talented men.
The deliberative and executive forces kept
apart.
A step farther is being taken; that is, the

few ought to advise, and advise with some
authority, the many, as to what is wisest to do.
If the governments of the world are feeling
after this form of modified democracy, why
should not the Presbyterian Church lead the
way? Is there any more apparent need to¬
day in our Church than for form of democracy
that will deliberate and advise and then com¬
mit the doing to a few men to bring to pass
what the Church feels ought to be done?
The old adage that "the burnt child dreads

the fire" has driven Prcsbyterianism far away
from anything that even looks like the gov¬
ernment of the few. We have suffered many
things by reason of bishops. Under the Romish
Church and then under the Episcopal Church
of Scotland and England, our forefathers suf¬
fered the loss of everything we held dear.
Ilence we are slow to delegate a power which
cost us blood to gain, even to our own kin in
the Church.
But is there not a tremendous need in our

Church for "men of Issacher who have under¬
standing to know what Israel ought to do"?
How many enterprises have we seen

launched by the superlative zeal of some man,
which the Church did not understand, nor
need? And then these ill-born schemes re¬
main to plague us for years and in some in¬
stances bring shame 011 our Church?
How often have Presbyteries and Synods

started things that would require the whole
Church to father, and found out that the rest
of the Church had no interest in the child.
Then the poor poverty-stricken Presbytery or
Synod would try to rear the runt on its own
feeble pabulum.
The land is sown with abortive schools and

colleges that were not needed and soon died
to the injury of Prcsbyterianism. How often
like the French king, we have marched our
armies up the hill, only to march down again.

Nearly every meeting of Synod witnesses the
funeral obsequies of some effort of a previous
Synod, and we spend our substance in spread-
in}; flowers over the grave.
The man must be blind indeed who cannot

sec that the abortive, wild-cat schemes of good-
natured and zealous but mistaken men, line
the slow path of progress of the Presbyterian
Church. To mention names might be injurious
and would hurt feelings which is not to be
thought of.
What shall we do?
What can be done to avert this waste of

energy and money and consecrated effort?
Why not have an executive commission in

each Presbytery, Synod and the Assembly?
This commission to consist of a few men,

changed from time to time, so that lordshipshould not be established over the Church of
God; and to t li is commission all matters be re¬
ferred before the plan or project is launched?

Tin scheme is then caveiully considered, and
the judgment of co m a.io disinterested men
secured as to its wisdom and feasibility. When
this is done i! will be icaf-onably sure that th°
scheme will go aright.
The only possible objection to the plan will

be that it tends to exalt some over others.
But is it not the part of wisdom to recognize
that all men arc not equally wise and fore¬
seeing. and that it is only common sense to use-
in the progress of the kingdom the wisest men
we have. We too often fail to count the cost.
Some are not competent at counting costs; why
not get an expert who can figure it up?
Where a matter is entirely Presbytcrial, then

let the Executive Commission of the Presby¬
tery handle it. Where it concerns only a Synod
then let the Executive Commission of the
Synod look into it. Where it affects the whole
Church and calls for the combined effort of
them all, then let the Executive Commission
of the Assembly recommend or condemn the
matter.
Wj have confidence in our brethren, and

even if they should fail us, being a changing
body, they could not long balk anj' great
movement. Something should be done to stop
this waste of effort. What is it?

A. A. L.

LAYMEN'S CONVENTIONS.
The laymen of our Church are arranging

for two great conventions in the near future.
One will be held on February 20th-22nd, Lex¬
ington. Kv. The second will be held in New
Orleans, March 13th-15th. There is every
reason to believe that these conventions will
come up to the high standard set by those of
previous years, which have accomplished so
much for the advancement of the Master's
work in our Church. Every layman in the
Southern Church, who can possibly do so,
should attend one of these conventions, and
should begin at once making preparations to
do so. Business men think it very important
to attend conventions in connection with their
business interests, and frequently the number
attending them runs up into the thousands.
In the same way all business men of the Church
should attend the conventions which have to
do with the Church's business.
At these conventions the great subjects of

interest connected with the Church's work are

discussed, and much information is given and
much inspiration is aroused. We have never
known of a man who attended one of these
conventions that did not come back enthusias¬
tic from the effect upon himself as well as upon
others. No one can hear the experts dealing


