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FAlftor BRITISH AMBIOAN: PRESDSTRERIAX,

Tean S, —T trust you will give me room
in your paper for o etatement of views on
tho subjeot of Union, whioh I entertain, in
common with mbhy of the office-bearers
and mombers of the Cohtada Presbyterian
Ohureh.  Mnny of my brotlwen axe in great
porploxity in reference ta Uniop with the
Ohurch of Scotland in Conada~g 'union
whicl, judging from tho present aspeot of
fhings, they fear muy shortly bo formed,
without any due regagd te principlo on the

jm‘t of oux own Chuxch,

A gront deal is auid'\in favour of the pro-
posed Union that has no bearng upon phe
great question *hat should occupy the mind
of the Churth in refoxence to it. I is not

uestion with any of us whether Union
oug Christians s o debirhble thing,
‘nge\(‘er much may he said about fhe de-
girabloness and adveatages of Union, and
» tho evils of disseasiou andseparation,it need
notbu said for mobody is disposed fo dis-
pltte it. Neither is it o question withi any
of us, whethor Upion with the Chureh of
Seotland in Canads wouldnot bo o desivable
and happy thing, if elroumstances wero
such as fq justify tho p'ersuuéﬁm that it, con_
Do effected without any sacrifice of principle
. and without any dotriment to tho interests
of roligion, Dut X'mbist feankly gpy that

8
A

looking ot things ag they “are, iaking into,

considoration the past history and proced-
,ure, and the present state of the Church of
Seotland, in Canada, I do'not think » union

with that Church ig desirablo at the preséx;t'

time, Thero are ¥arious things thaf syeigh
hieavily on my ,mhy.f, _in . view of suchn
Union, and that mako me dvead and did-
like it, because, in view of them;, I am pos-
. snaded thatit would be productive of no
,real good, but that,{on tho contrary,it woyld
“ bo injurious to the intorests of roligion. * I
,, am Jully convineed that it will be unspeak-
. ably better for the moral and religious in-
torests of tho country-that we romnin, in
the ‘médntime, 65" wé’ Arey leaving the
" Presbyterian Church of Canada'in connee-
. tiong with the Churoh of Scotland to what.
gever course it may judge proper. My cone.
viction is strengthened by the fact thrt it is
shared by o large proportion ofthe rel.gious
people that I am in the-way of nssociating
with.. I have no doubt that the experienco
¢ " others may be different; and I know thn¢
anany persons of the mest decided piety aro
. sirongly in favour 68 Union,  But such ig
my experience, S0 far a8 my own personal
religious associntions ave concerned, I find
{hat aversion to the proposed Unionis most
decided on tho part of those,whose pioty is
. most unquestionable, , Those who know me
.will not readily entertain the suspicion that
such an exporionce is,$he resalt of any di-
_rost aitempt on my poxt to: influence the
minds of others on tho subject. I beliove
tho experience of many others 18 similar to
my own, snd I would ask those whe seom
1o hiive's commanding influonce in favour
“of Union, whether they ltavé given or aro
giving anything hke due consideration to
the fact that no contemptible number of
serious-minded people nre averse fo the
proposed Union, nnﬁ in groat perplexity of
mind as to their dnty in thé " event of the
accomplisnment of o Union, on such terms
a8 are at presont before the Church. Is
there nut a dusposition, to say tho loast, tu
gresnme on their unwillingness to separate
om the majority ?  But oven supposing
that fow or more should carry their op-
f_osxtion to such & longth, it 18 surely no
ight thing that o course should be pursu_ed
that makes many pious people—minis-
ers and mombers—consider whether sopar-
ation imay not be thoir duty,” and that is
likely to issno in a Union which they can
only regard as a calamity.

Much as the considerations above refer-
red fo weigh with me, s they are_of such a
nature that one cannot well introduce them
into discussion on the subject 6f Union, I
shall only further say respeeting them that,
whilein view of them, I would feel con-
strained to oppose tho contemplated Union,
I would probnll’)ly not think of carrying my
opposition beyond veting ngainst it, were it
not that T am persunded that, setting aside
all these considerations, the Church is on
theroad to Union at the exponse oft he eacri-
fico of 4 principle of vital importance.
iope T shall not be regarded as disrespeat-
fulto esteemed and honourable brothren
from whom I differ on this subject, when
I say that all along the negotintions secm
to me to have been conducted on tho prin-
ciple thnt Union being n most dosirable
thing, it ought to be eg‘ected spéedily and
that with this view wo must refrain from
doing, shying,or asking anything that might
stand in the'way of it. It is, in my judg-
ment, much to ho regretted that thoides of

ing and submitting to the Churoh s

Basis of Union, bofore a caveful and trust-
Yorthy statomont was preparod elearly ex-

. hibiting tho points of diffsrence and agree-
' ments betwixt the two Churches, wns not
. Yejeoted, whoever suggestedit., Such a
. Matement dught to liave been_presented to
© the Chureh, and the guestion haying beon
' pui] Do you consider tliat the differonce of
| Setiiolt botwixt the two Olinrchesis suoh,
thiit 4 Unjon m:{ be formed without any
Sacrificn of prini 5}0 3 and thai question be-
ing answared in the afirmative with some
£00d degree of unanimiiy by our Presvy-

i thon Wt

not N thm.:.';::ldco:n pt have been

tnallo to draft o bosis of Union,  But as

.| mattora stand, however w.divg we may be

to Jiops the beat, we have no cottainty of
migd as tq the sentimentsof tho othor
Churel in yolation to a principle of wital
Isportance, snd instead of anytling being
dons to relave our minds, & course is por-
slatently followed which we cannot but ro-
goxd 23 fifted to contirm o suspiaion that
tho great puneiplo referved 1o 1 to bo sacr
rificed for a Union which vo can only con-
toraplate as fraught with ovil in relation to
the ihtorcsts of roligion. Do we not gaoti-
fico thet great priuciple if it censos to bo a
fundemental primeiple of the Cliurch, which
1t is niow-—and not only fundamental, but a
yrinciple the assertion of whichisthe raison

d’olre of tho Presbyterian Church of Canada?-

Lot me not bo told that I am speaking as n
Free Churchman my snswer to thatia that
op entoring into the Union of 1861, wo
did so,distinetly declasing'the Canada Pres-
byterian Clhureh tu be 1dentical with the
Presbytrian Church of Canada.

. What wo wish, and what we considor m-
dispoensable to Union, is that it shall not bo
consummated unless provision bamade fora
full express and authorative exhibition of
this great principle as a fundamental prin-
ciple of the United Ohurch if not in' the
basis of Union, then is some other way
cqaally satisfactory. Tn dther words, let it
bo distinotly  declared, — not  assum-
od—but distinetly and expressly declared
that the United Church lml&s, as fundamen-
tal principle that Clrist las appamnted in
His Chureh' & government distinet from
and not subordindte to that of the Civil
Magistrate,andthnt the oivilmagistrate does
not possess junsdighion g1 anthoritatiye con-
tvol over the regutation of the affairs of the
Ch¥rbl,—Tot thig b done. and speaking for
mysolf, thiough I have no: oxpecmtibn‘of

%ood from Union, T shall submit to it, and
do my best for the interests
of I do not

tho United Chyurch,
wisk to go back upon the past more than is
necessary or unavoidable, and I s willing
that pothing be said on what wo conceive

1 tu be incynsistencies, if wa can obtaia any

thing Lke reasonably satisfaction as fo the
gon unlonts of those with whem it is pro-
posed.to unife. Knowing that we may
greatly wrong brefhren by charging them
with holding an erroncous principle,, beo
chuse thoy hold what, in our judgmonl:, in-
yolves it ; or with 1iot holding an important
principlo, beoause of their holding or doing
what in our judgment, is inconsistent with

i, I am willing thnt the pgst should be for

gotten, =8 mudh ds possible. 1 sny s
much as possible, for surelythe past teaches
lossons which it wexs folly'ta ignore, and
great principlos must be viewed in the light
of the controversicathat have arisenin con-
nectionavith: them. DBut I can donbeive of
brothren holding the great principle ‘which
is to me everything in these discussions on
Union, while thoy may have been charge-
able with what wag, in my judgmont, even
grossly inconsistont with it.

Can néthing be dono to relieve the minds
of the many who nre in the same perplox-
ity as Tam? Some of my brothren  say,
“Your suspicions aro groundless; the broth-
ren of the Church of Scotland in Canada
are perfectly sound—just ag gound as you
aro—in reforence to the principlo of which
you spoak ; your dread of Erastisnism lias
no better warrant than a child’s fear of a
ghost.” T havo littlo porsonal acquaintence
with ministers of the Established Church of
Scotland, 86 that I judgo of their sonti.
ments chiofly by the position which they
occupy. DBut others, who have the means
of knowings, assure me that I judge rightly
in bolieving thiat thoy are nof sound, and
that, ot least, many of them hold that in
all cases the civil courts must be the courts
of last resort ngainst the possible wrong:
doing of church courts. ¢ll, whom am I
to believe—my brothren who make a joke
of my g .spicions, and rally mo gethups on
my Highland proolivitics, or those who
tell mo that my snspiciong are too well
foundted? And who ave the parties to end
my perplexity ?  Of courso the brethren of
the Church of Scotland. ot them speak
out frankly and explicitly. Let them (still
belioving that the proceedings of the civil
courts in connection with the non-intiusion
controversy il not warrant the courso
thoy took at the disrupfion) assure us by
o distinct and authoritative utterance, not
only that they believe the chureh courts
have an execlusive jurisdiction in sll purely
spiritual cnses, and that the civil courts
have no right of review m things purely
spintual; bat that they believe the cgvx.l
courts have no right, under tho plea of civil
snterests mvolved in the Clarch’s proco-
dure, to wnterfore in the way of mtordxeg-
ing, suspending, or annulling the Church’s
aots, or of enjoimng them, any more tha‘n
thoy have a tight to interfere with a man’s
govornment of lus family or his dizposition
of his property, if, for instance, ko should
turn Ius son out of dooss beeause he believed
o was corrupting the morals of ghe family,
or should cut lum off with a shilling. Iam
not blamung the brethren of the other
Chureh for not mving & distinet npd an-
thoritative exlubition of their sovtimonts
upon this pomnt. I biame my own Church.
It seoms wo must not ask this, because our
domg so will endnngor the Union. We
ave told we shonld b content with sub-
soription to the Confossion of Faith, and
with she assuraunco given us by our com-
mities that the brethren of the other
Churoh hold as firmly as we do tha doo-
trine of Christ’s Headship. But do we not
know what tho valuo of subseribing articles
of faith has come to be in another Church ?
And do we not seo & tendency 1n other
churches to move in the same diroction ?
Do we not _igaore oue of tho most impor-
tant ends of n ohurch organization, it we
content oursolves with seeing that our arki-
cles are signed, and are nok oareful {0 know
what sense those. who sign our Confession
attach to its _siabemeats ? 'These are o
days i> whiek wo oanl be antisfiod with the

 geners] profeasion of ibe sdmission of geea¥

traths, when men svorywhere, inall the

Tt were a waste of worde o

Charches, are  veiling th ir infidelity aud
their errors undex tlie lavguaye of fzith and
orthodoxy. 1t ix nek goneeivably that auy
maa  calling himsgel! a Chyistinn  should
deny the Headship of Chrmst over the
Churck.  Even the dignitary who recrntly
nraded his Erastianizm with spplauge be
ory & Scottish audience of Ligh intelli
geunt, wdiils i, Dut what is the :x!}}mia

| migu worth, when it is made, p3 in ls case,

in counection ‘with a somplete uyqraight, if
not tutal jgnorance, of the fundamental
iden of o church ?

Bat it 18 smad, yor mnay know what the
brethiren of the Churcly of Seotland i Can-
fdn bolisve to b mvolved mn the doetrine
of Christ's Hendslnp over the Church, by
ronding thoir own Declaration of lndepen-
denco, I onnuot but feol that byothren
have commutted agreat mistakein referring
to that Declaration, omitted, we beliove,
woon after thoe disruption an 1844, Itis re-
ferved to for the purpose of showing that

the Prosbytérian Chureh of Canada in con- } I

neotion with the Church of Scotland holds,
antt hos always held, views identieal with
ot own. But we cannot view 1t bxcept 1n
the hight of the tune and the circumstances
in whieh it was issued. And roviewed in
this light, my thoughts aloutit are such
a8 I nm most unwilling to oxpress, because,
a3 Ismd, I am willing to forgpt the past,
and to submit to the wishes of tho majonty
of my brethren, if I can got satisfaction in
relation to my great dilticulty. Let this
decinration be forgot(en, and Jot ib now be
not only assumed, but distinetly declared
on both sides mn thie conswmmation, of
Unton, that it is & fundnamental priueiple
of the Umted Chrch that the civil magis-
trate does not possess authoritative control,
undor any ples or pretext whatever, over
the regulation of the affawrs of the Chureh,
nnd then, I, for one, shiall perhapa net even
dissent from a consummation which so
many seem to have geb their hearts on,

But why, it is snid, insist on this, whon
the Synod is wilhng to torminate its con-
nectiou with the Church of Scotland ? and
thus y-old the very points on which the
Capac an disruption turned ? I answer,
this niuouhits to “no more than simply not
asking @is to unite with the Church of Scot.
land, But more must besamd. In tho first
pinco, though the disruption hinged on
that particular point, have we not been ac-
oustomed to. look upon the disruption as
baving brought abaut a separation desir-
able in other respeets? Were there not in
the Church of Heotland, previous to the dis-
xuption, two ﬁuties whosa views and feol
ings were so different that their separation
was, 88 wo believe, in the interest of true
religion, although it actually hinged on one

articular point? And wore wo not thank-

ul for the separationwon this account?
Have these ditforonces disappeared? Are
they less than they were? And if less,
is the assimilation owing to the ono party
boing cducated up or to thd other party
bein;l;l educanted down? Such insinuations,
it will bo ssad, may apply to somo extent
to Scotland, but not to Canada. IwishI
could think so. ,But let it be so. There is
something more to bo said on tho mattor
now beforo us. Had tho majority in 1844
congented to the proposal to cast off con-
noction with the Scottish Establishment,
which, a3 we boleve, was then become
hopelessly xecreant in xelation to great prin-
ciples for which she had contended for
generations, they would have been joined
with theix brethren in tho }mvilego and
honour 0f mainiaining tho Church’s testi-
mony unbroken. Buf instond of this, they
resolved, to adhere to the Church that had
fallen from her tustimony, and for thirty
yenrs they have constantly decldred their
proference for her, and their approbation of
hor principles as at present constituted, and
are now as loud 1a their praises of her as
evor i Does all tlus make no differenco
between 1844 and 18782 Does it not at
least justify our bemng very careful in tho
busineas of this Umon, and warrant our
msisting upun suneething vory definite in
togard to the great principle which wo
rogard ag being of suoh vital importanco ?
Wo wish no confession of wrong-doing.
Let the brethren of the Church of Scotland
hiveand die in the beliof that thay did right
in adhering to the Scottish Establishment
in 1844, and that they do right in separat-
ing from her thirty yoars after; but if there
18 to be n Union, let them not only tell us
by word of mouth in conunitteo that their
taking tho position they did in 1844 does
not imply in their {udgemont agit does in
ours, any disregard of the great practical
prineiplo that wa have over been so reudy
to charge them with the disregard of; but,
1ot them show thoeir readiness to dispel tho
suspicions which we think wo have good
renson to entertam, by saymng that they are
willing that that great principle shall be
deolared in the most express and unmis-
takeable terms to bo a fundamental prin-
ciple of the Unitod Church. I cannot sce
any ground for tho shargo of discouriesy in
asking this. I feol quite suro that if wo
had given them nany ground in their judg-
ment $o suspeot our soundness upon any

oint, wo would ave been not only willing,
Eut desirous to give them any _satisfaction
thoy could possibly require. It has boon
said, indoed, they mighit as wrell insist on
our giving them cxplivit assurance that we
behevo sehism te be a sin, inasmuchas they
considered that our action in 1844 was
schismatic, and we are asked what we
would think and how wo would act if the
brothren of the Synod of the Church of
Scotland wore to muke such a demand
upon ns. My answor is tliat whatever I
may think of them, I bolieve them to bo
incapnble oither of the mrserablo sophistry
or the gross impertinence involved in_suo
» domand. Isthe guild of schism doger-
mined by arithrowtio? Ts it only & minor-

ity thot con be guilty of-it2— Who does nod

know {hat we charged o then. the sin. of
sohism, as 2trougly as shey oliarged. it on
us, aud, sa we shink, fax, rorexeason? |
prove
there it and eam be ne parolleliim between
the two onses.

I begun to fonr that Liaay be regurded as
& tronsgressor mn respoct of the spaco ru-
quired for this commmunication; but let me
ark loave botoro concluding to refer to
another fallacy that has done servico mn
the disgussions on Upten. It hes beon
spid, why should yea make so sauch ado
about Clrist s kingly eflice, whon the great
couttuveintes of vur e hikve ulation nut
su ol to Hus kiugly effice as to Hs pro-
phetic aud prestly oflices.  Tu out tho
mattor short, lot uy suppose that & coutro-
vorsy had aiisen sffecting the prophetic
offico of Christ. Suppese sopic of the
minigters of the Chureh hpd expressed
thomselves in suoh o way as to warrant the
siiepiejon that they held the belief thut tho
Seriptures are not God's revelntions uf Him
solf—of His character, His will and His
purposeg ;~but only the expression of the
thoughts of pious men respocting Ilin.
Suppose & confroversy to have aripen upon
the subject cnding in a disvuption, the one
party chorging the other with denying the
ispiration of Seripture ag of couxse they
well might, and the ofher parly repudiat-
ing tho charge, a3 they. would yo deubt du.
And suppose further that after the lapse of
& number of yenrs, the proposal of a ve-
tnion of the two parties should be made in
connection with the jdea, that, possibly as
pome might think probably as otliers might
think, and certainly as perliaps others
night think the erring bretgren wad only
oxprosged themselves rashly in exhibiting
the wmdividuabity of the sacred writors.
Who in such a case would not goe the ue-
cossity of having the duetrine of the inspir-
ation of the scriptuves bxpressed in ‘the
most definite terms?  Would not the
notioh of being contont with, the terms of
the confossion, and the proposal to 1guore
the x.‘vhole cunbrovergy )uat{)y awaken the
suspicion thiat there was really something
wrong after all ¥ And would not our sus:
prciens bo confirmed by our beingyerminded
that sur brethron bad enuttod & declara-
tion i the strongest terms oxpressive of
their belief in tha inspiration of Scriptures,
and told that we would insult them if wo
mpisted on anytlung different from tho
terms of the confessions ?

I mught carry tho parallel furthor, but I
forbear, sud will conclude with imploring
those who seem ttbo setupon thus Union
to give to theix otvn brethron somo of that
consydexation wlioly- lntherta they havo
beon giving so exclusively to tho. brethren
of the other Church. So far as
I oan seq the foolings of the brothtéen
of the Chuxch of Scotlund are overy-
thing with them,while our viewsahd feehngs
are nothing, It is unworthy of them to
treatus as a helpless minority., Their
domng so may be found the reverga of con:
conduoive to the realizatikn of the great
idea of ong Presbyteranr Ohmrchr in «the
Dominion of Canada. I shrink from tho
very thought of disruption. I cannot look
atit, till all menns to obtamn reasonablo
satigfaction have boen tried in vain. I
would, in the menntime, rather appeal to
tho better fueling of iy brethren; and
while we xafiain from everything that looks

liko o thraptening of soparation, I would

have them not to goverr, themselves by
the notion, so often proved n mistaken one,
that the spirit of the fathers is net inherited

by tho chuldren.

Jamgrs MippLrMISS.

Sunshine for Ministers,

BY THE REV. R. C. MOFFAT,

Wo xond the other day & very dark sido
to ovon tho “ shady side” of & minister’s
life. A mumister and his family in o Now
England state, strugghng with poyerty, &
small clique bound to got nd of him, after
yeéors of faithful service, saying the harsh-
est things in tho coarsest way.

All this brouded over by oneof the min-
ister's sons, until 1t became a mania, the
poor boy burning tho church in rovengo,
caught and sent to an dsylum, the father
dying broken-hearted, the son escaping and
in tho fury of his madness burning barn
after barn of his dead father’s unfecling
foes, until again seized and sent back to
agonize over the mernory of o ruined
home.

It was o toxt not easily forgotten. Ll
the readers of the PrespYTERIAN be our
audience to-day, while we plead for sun-
shine for ministers and their work.

But, does not the minister got as much
sunshine as othor pooplo? Yes, it is sent,
but you may bo the cloud preventing it
from reaching him. In what way? If ho
is a true minister, you often pour out to
lim your eares, and fears wand onxieliés
about yourself, your family and your busi-
ness. Many in the congregation may bo
doing tho very same ; unless ho has n cast-
iron heart, all theso things cost him many
an anxions thought.

Agnin, you pour out to him your griefs,
it may be the old story of a wayward child.
Othors have liko dark, sad sorrows, he
suroly must hear them also; his soul yeaxns
aftor tho erxing onos, and can that be done
without many a sloopless hour,

There will also over bo siock beds, and
doath beds, andl if one death of some much
loved one will shadow your life for months
10 cotne, what musé nog"f:l\x_e pidny suoh do
tq l\i!.liing', Srtar gty NI ST

hose,axe. some. of the olouds which
hinder the sunshine sud sadden the hoart
aod wrinkle {e brow, and i’ this i4 the
cnly aide of life you give to your milnister,

God pity kim and his work,

Wo saw lately o buok cutitled, Evory
Map his own Phyaicion,” lot me add to it o
presociption for your ministor.  And if ho
takes it, us take it ho will, there wiil bo
new Jight in bis oye, a fior ring su hus
voico, 2 waymor tone in his words, and
propla will ask i swonder, what hnn como
ovor the ministor. A fortnlght up Lake
Superior, & 1aouth down the St. Twrance,
& trip to the Mother Land may be to lum
wdle day dveams, bing your medisine givan
wwm  {romy your own heart will certainly
strongthen his handin God.

Fust Telilum of your spireant biessings,
Dons absorb them all, shave them with
athers, and eapecially with him  Yovider
he ds woanly sitting ix his study, alnost
doubting Ged's husang upon his sermuns,
I theso hava doue good to your soulam any
way cheored, warnpd, strengthened, oc
comforted, lot him kpow it somcliow.
Euarnest ministers wang no flattery, but to
kuow thpt they are downg good to henrt
orlfp may be a godsend to thur weary
soul, '

Welipd a1 tter {rom one of the Southern
Stator thy uthon day, w which the wrtor
mentioned ¢hat lus father vears ago hid
recerval special benefit from a sormon by a
now salnted suwmster in Scotland. o at
ones callod at the mause and frankly
thanked the ,soimster for that word in
sengon ; he was the firét man who had over
done ro; ot once these iwo meon wore drhwp
togethet, nud o fiiondslup was begun never
to end. v

And tisnot the fixsttimo wo have known
of & minister's whole nature being roused -
and refreshed by lottors from young men,
who hal gone® from their congragations
without, apparently recoiving any good,
geatelally siating now thont earnest words
had turned the tide against tho world, ifs
sing, ahd itg. infidelity.’ o,

Away. then with all tho clouds, and thus
1ot an the sunshine and the breezo to, the
very soutl of your toil-worn miniglor.

Second,~-Havo thorough sympathy with
himin oll his work. His aim will never
e to atenl fiom anotltor sect or congrega-
tion, 'but to rench tho careloss and tho god-
lesy. " If Lie goos down tho pit, hold you the
ropes and help with hand and heart, Thb
work of a live-ckureh is to gather live sin-
ners to a living Christ.

T3 the Biblo Class filling this generation
with biblieal knoyledge; if it is not, at oneo
join the clasg yourself, and take with you
overy young msn and woman you can
reach, andTEVory soon will.

Is tho Sabbuth Sf}lxool lacking one teach~
or, go you noxt Sabbath and do your best ;
Ged will bless, U Y

100r it soroly neod first-olaes maps ok
a stock of hoalthy books, if you won't got
them yourself, don't hinder the childvon
from getting them, butsco that they avo
there, whatover the way.,

TIs the Prayer Meeting only half alive, go
round your friends and talk work, and
next week Iot thoro be a genuine surprise
prayer meeting. Men can talk politios by
the mile, and yot theit voico may never be
Lieard in o prayer meoting.

Let your motte bo “ All at it, and always
abit.” Maka it your hobby, talk for it,
pray for it, work for it until you and your
church are all aglow with vigorous Divine
lifo.

Thus give your minister your whole-
hearted sympathy,an all his great work 3
stand by him foot to foot, and shoulder to
shoulder.

* Hearten him up,” again wo say, heart-
on him up ; his sonl will foel the inspiration
and his pulpit will become a throno of un-
dreamed power,

Third--Keop very short accounts with
your minister. Shortnccounts make long
fricnds."IDon’t owe him ono cent. No,
don’t be in his dolt for even one sermon,
and then if ho has wants for brain, or body,
or hoalth, he can got either or all snpplied
liko o man, '

Aud if thus surprised by the story of any
good he has dono your soul, by your gens
erous sympathy, and by such kindly promp-
titudo, ho will with streaming eyo confess
his lack of faith, and with broken voico, yot
grander purpose, thank God and take cou
ago.

¢ For you must share, if you wonlid koop
That good thing from above,

Coasing to glve, you veaso tohave,
Sach {3 the law of love.”

We have seon a story of the Iron Duke
gomovwlat like this; when asked in his old
ago if he had, never made & military blune
der. Oh yes, e frankly answered,; I often
got into sad sc=apes, but my soldiors
always earried me safely tirough, Clasp
your miniyter to.your heart aud carry him
into the very of the swnshine of tie
Swn of Righiem ud then every Bab-
batls from ihe grandest ipessury iniths uni-
verse, he will your souls with evw

inereasing spiritual uaetion.



