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THE AMERICAN CONURESS OF
CHURCHES ON CRISTIAN UNITY.

Readers of the Cemfury magazine will readily
recall svne most interesting papers by that forable
and large hearted writer. the Rev Washington Glad-
den, entitled . “The Christian League of Connecticnt ?
Most readers, however, while emoy.ng the papers,
thought it would be alimost a utapian hope to realice
the Leautfu) preture of * bretbren dwelling together
in unity,” of Episcopalians. Presby.2nans, Methodists
and Baptists meceting to discuss and co-aperate. plac-
ing first the nterests of the Church universal  One
would thnink that, at tlus stage of the world’s history,
when vital Lhnistiannty has to face so many cager and
deadly foes, the mottoes & plurstus unum  and
“ Union 1s Strength,” would be her watchwords as a
matter of course.  Yet so high stal) do denominational
and muinor doctnnal differences run, that one of our
most liberal thinkers—judging by past experience -
remarked sunhingly of the * Chnstian League of Con-
necticut " *that 1t was enly on paper yet.”  But let
us be thankful that it1s more than on paper now, The
“ American Congress of Churches” wihch met in the
beautiful city of Hartlord last May, secis to have been
avery far realization of what ** was not all a drecam ”
In it, representative men frum all the bodies tha
“profess and call themselves Christians "—Episcopa-
lian and Methodist, Congregationalist and Baptist,
Presbytenan and Universahist, Quaker and Unitanan
—met to testify to the one great uniting Lund and
centre—the personal Saviour—and the love to Hum,
through which all have assumed the Christian name.
When in the proceedings we tind such well-known
names as those of Dr. Crosby, Dr. Hopkins, Dr. Pen.
tecost, Bishop Coxe, Dr, Gladden, Dr. Boardman and
Dr. Ormiston, alternating with those of Dr. Frecinan
Clarke, President Porter and President Robinson, we
feel that the Congress was as catholic and compre-
hensive as it was possible to be. Yet, while cach
speaker evidently held strongly his own convictions,
and several navely expressed their sense of the
superiority of their own branch of the Church and
their belief that it would yet be the uniting force,
there was not the shghtest tinge of controversy—far
less of edium theologicum—tomar the proceedings. All
felt that 1t was not intellectual unity, but the “unity
of the Spirit in the bond of peace,” which they had
met to illustrate and emphasize, asindeed they seemed
divinely guided to do. One wise provision of the
rules agrecd upon— printed in capital letters—will re-
mind many of the samg judicious provision of the
“ Christian League i Connecticut,” and doubtless
originated with its aathor . ** No topic discussed in the
Coagress, nor any question of ductrine or opinein
arising out of any discussion, shall ever be submitted
to vote at any meeting of the Congress or u! its Coun-
cil” As this Congress simply aimed at exchanging
syn.pathy and Chnstian sentiments on points interest
ing to all, the wisdom of excluding all that would tend
to **divide the house” and jar our brotherly feching 1s
apparent at once

Although the words spoken at the Cangress met
necessanly a hmited audieace, even withk the aid of
newspaper reproduction, the Coundil has laid an obli-
gatuon on all thoughtful and ‘watholic hearted Churis
tians by publishing ats proceedings in a neat pamphiet
which can be had for titty cents. As this, however,
may not c.me in the way of many of the readers of
THE CANADA PRESBY TERIAN,qhe present writer feels
that it will be confernnyg a benefit on those who may
not read the papers for themselves, to transcnbe some
of the more forcible and suggestive passages which
have a practical bearing yor us all.

The opening paper by Dr. Crosby had for its sub-.
ject the * Relations of a Linided Chnstendom to
Aggressive Christiznity,” and vividly pointed out the
comparative weakness of a divided Church, and the
manner in which it would be possible to brning about
a happier cunndiun,  The fullowing are among its
leading thoughts.

“A Church, split u4p into separate and often hostile
camps, presses upon the world the Gospel of unity and
brotherly love It is true that Chrnist 1s preached., and
we are glad.  Itis truc that the Gospel m 1ts power
surmounts thesc disadvantages and paradoxes and
spreads over the carth.  But is thisspread of the Gos-
pel the result of these divisions ?  Some darc to say
5o, right in the face of the Gospel's teaching.  Is not
the spread of the Gospel in spite of these unseeraly
divisions? Do not cxplain away the mutual hostihitics
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of these divisions into generous rivalries.  The pulpit }

polemics, the missivnary friction, the recerded anath-
cmas, are witnesses by the thousand of the hostility
ivolved 1n the divisions of Christendonr.,  Division
implies a distinct apparatus of doctninal basis for work,
Such an apparatus must oppose that of another
division, or else there would be no division.  Thetno-
ment you relax your hestility you are taking away the
argument for division, you are weakening your doctri-
nat bams. * But, say some, ‘ we carry on thie hos
ulity 10 a Chnstian way,  The outside world wall not
understam] this delicate logic. In a passize Chns-
tianity we may hide theoppasition : but in an aggressive |
Christianity the strife must appear and it is the un- |
chessuan clement in the Christian aggression It iy
the indrance to comviction i the pagan mind. 1t is
an argument (whether sincercly held or net) for the
resistance of the carnal mind in Chnstian lands.  The
Christian Church is divided Paul and Apolles and
Cephas a1 set up as heads instead of Christ, and
the curse of the Corinthian Church rests upon Chris:
tendom to-day. There can be no millennium for a di
vided Church.”

*“The principles laid down for a better way are :
First, the union of the Church must subordinate ex.
ternals ; sccondly, the spiritual character of the
¢ hurch must be emphasized ; thirdly, the grading of
doctrinal truth. By this we wmcan that there are
truths without which a man cannot be a Christian,
and there are other truths which a man may deny with-
out compromising his Christian status, and that this
differcnce must be practically recognized in a united
Church. By hypothesis it is adherence to vital truth
which makes the Christian and,as all Christians should
be united before the world as a testimony, uccording
to our Lord's vish, it follows asa necessary conclusion
that no doctrinal truth which is not counted vital should
be a cause of separation in aggressive Christianity.”

“If we pass the denominations in review, we shaill
find each acknowledging the true Chnstianty of
the other denominations. Naone beliete. the other
out of Christ and salvation The fact proves conclu-
sively that they are all agreed on the category of
vital Chnstian truths, and that none considers the
pecutiar truths which he holds as essential to a Chris-
tian life. \We hold that, therefore, they arc no reason
for a separation in organization as against the un-
believing world,  If now they put anything like or
gamzation or canon in the way of a collective and har-
monious movement on the ranks of unbelief, they be-
come heretical, factious and schismatic—to this extent
denving Chrnst because dividing Him.  These are
solemn words and who shall dare to say they are not
true ?”

The closing words of his paper are equally worthy
of being taken to hcart—not least by Presbyter
1ans, as they were spoken by one:  “A uniformity of
belief among Christians is not to be expected, perhaps
not to be desired Probably no Christian secs a
given truth in an exhaustive light, and it requires
many diffenng views to complete the experience in the
aggregate. A creed that minutely defines the meta.
physical side of a doctnine does not keep and pre-
serve but cramps and crushes truth.  We are nov
speaking of those truths which all Chiristians (as be-
fore shown; consider as non-essential, however import-
ant. Regarding these, there must be a yielding of dog
matsm and unchantableness and a readiness to clasp
in loving embrace the brethren who differ if aggsessinve
Christianity is to as’ ame the fonn and dimensions
cummanded by our Lord.” .

Dr. Hopkins followed to the same purpose, thaugl
he could not refram from allusions to what he holdsto
have been the episcopal mould of the early Church,
which afterwarus brought tum under Dr. Pentecost's
humorous though gentle criticism.  But his closing
words should be well weighed by any one who is con-
sciously secking to promuic 1n any way the sectarian
dividing spint.  ** He, then, who longs and prays and
labours the most earnestly for the unity of God's
people—a unity that slall be real, organic, visible,
such as the world cannot but sce and confess—he is,
at the same ume, doing the most for the furtherance
of the aggressive work of the GLospel and for the full
granting of that constant petition, given us by our
Lord in His own prayer, ¢ Thy kingdom come.’?

The Rev. F. D. Power struck the same note.  “We
must go back to the spirst, the unity, the faith, the
practice, the name, the foundation of the eaily Church.
Nothing is essential to the unity of Christians bat the

Apostles’ teaching and testimony. The Bible alone

{Novemprg 18th, 1885,

in faith, in its purity, its practice, without change will
cfiect it.  The old foundations are hiere ; the old paths
arc here s Jesus of Nazareth is yesterday, to-day and
forever, the Christ of God.  The truth is the new and
the old, thie vl and the new for evermore. And going
back to Jerusalem and sweeping away the rubbish
may we not lay hold upon the genuine foundations
of the Chnstian mstitution—~the impenshabie basis
of the Apostolic Church? And finding and butlding
upor the old foundations and walking in the old
paths, and restoring to man the Christian institution
m ts ntegrity and anity and divine power, may we
not expect to convi ace the world of 1ts teuth, and brinyg
the whole of a now divided ¢ hrstendom as one peopic
back fram its waneering toy 2 true foundation? Thiy
is what the world wants Tlas is what Christianity
wants.”

These passages will suflice o show the tone and
spintt of the Conxress in regard to the grest question
of unity. Its mind on some other subjects we must re.
serve for another article. Filvelts.

WATCHING AND WAITING.

Mgz, Evttor,--In the * Allegory ” of * The Ser-
vants,” in a recent number of your paper, these sen
tences occur, which 1 find ot in accordance with
my experience, nor with my reading of the Gospel
“Watch means to be wakeful at.the post of duty,
never to be on the look-out for a person or an event.
Wait 1s to bide God’s good time, satisfied till o
comes, without excitement or anxiety.”

In Mark xii. 35, 37, * Watch yethercfore,” and * |
say unto all, Watch "—our Lord is speaking to Hu
disciples,  reference to His own return ; so because
the tima is to them unknown and, therefore, uncertain,
He urges tlus watchfulness. The same duty is -
serted by the Holy Spiritin describing Christian duty
n Titus ii. 13—* Looking for that blessed hope and the
glorious appearing of the great God and our Saviour
Jesus Christ"—and the Beloved Disciple, in 1 John
fi. 3, says: *“Every man that hath this hope in Him,
purificth himself, even as He is purc” ; thus showing
its eTect upon the life, when it enters into the motives
of Christian conduct. Does any one think Mr. Moody
a less efficient worker because he is looking for the
speedy coming of the Lord? Do any think the [
Bonars or Dr. Somerville any less evangelical and 4
carnest workers because they cxperience joyful help
in this glorious hope amid all their arduous labours?
And then, in regard to “waiting,” is it not enjoined
i such way as to show that it means resting on the §i
promise of God, with a certain expectation, which the 8
Spint of God uses for active supportto the Christan [§
The Thessalomans were commended not only because B8
they turned from 1dols to the service of the living and §
true God, but also © to wait for His Son from heaven. IR
This is, indeed, to bide Go<l’s good time, satisfied, not |8
with idleness—not with present things, but with the ox &
pected coming of that Glonous Person who wouic i
come again, to receive them unto Himself. The re |
flexive power of this hope, divinely inserted amor; 38
Guspel mutives, is beginning again to be felt asin 1be i
carly ages of the Church. Men are awaking to ++- B8
orders givea by the Son of Man before He took H..
journey 1nto the far country. 1ne nising up of so mauy 28
evangelists in every form to tell the Gospel tiding»-- 8%
the eagerness of many in the Church to give then- ¥
selves to the work in forcign lands the increase /|8
interest 1n the sad condinon of the heathen «the large B8
resources mcreasingly put into the treasury of the &
Lord- the universal feeling in the Church of intens J
desire for the latter-day baptism of the Holy Sparit— B
all thesc signs indicate the nearness of the dawn o i
the Day of the Lord. H.M.P

Tne Church of England has lost one of its most ¢c Q8
voted representative men in the death of Dr Fraser 8
Bishop of Manchester. He was an earnest and siv 2
cere Chnstian, who spoke his convictions withot gl
fear and without temporizing. On all questions off
public interest, after due consideration, he made v; B4
hi, mind and was at no pains to trim his utteranre 34
to suit the timid or half hearted. His endeasoo g
throughout bus public cateer was to bring the Guspe}
home to the hearts of the people, and in all philanthr B
pic movements he took an active jat, being e
peciaily interested in the promotion of education. It
ttus connection he sendered important service. 1t
died from overwork in the sixty-scventh year of ba
age.




