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LAWS OF FRIENDSHIP.*

It ls the author's purpose in this very
readable and stimulating book to treat
of friendship in a purely philosophlcal
manner and to set forth the highest
“conception of life and of religion as
friendship.” When the book is spoken
of as philosophical It Is by no means
inferred that It 's dry and prosy,—
merely that It is a serious attempt by
a gifted and able thinker to set forth
friendship as the highest ideal of human
life, One feels that to so designate
friendship is to elevate 1t beyond our
ordinary connotation of the word; but
we may also confess that the term
needs to be uplifted if it is to represent
the very best of life's relations. Per-
haps, too, we would prefer to cling to
the more famillar Ideas of the father-
hood of God and the brotherhood of
man, But the author is concerned to

_show that the Ideal relationship be-

tween man and man and between man
and God is the same in kind, and his
word friendship serves this purpose
well,

In a beautifully simple, direct man-
ner Dr. King expands the laws for “es-
tablishing the friendship” and then for

d i the friendship.” Some of
the chapter headings are significant of
the character of the book: “Breadth of
Personality,” “The Giving of the Self,”
“Paul’s Sketch of the Friendly Life,”
“The Self-Forgetful Mood,” ete. For a
qulet hour or two this little book on
Friendship will prove itself very at-
tractive and will establish firmly a
point of view which, as the author con-
tends, is the basal fact of all real reli-
glous life.
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LITERARY NOTES,

The May Contem; contains a va-
ried and attractive table of contents.
We me:l:!ion n'n gg ﬁuch mst::;ntd ‘(‘The

rtunity of t! ing""; nd Cam-
Opp:) H‘"{f' Comet;n%‘oreign Affairs;
Case Russia against Finland; the
case of Finland against Russia. The
‘“‘Reviews of Books,” as usual, is well

the leading articles in the
Nineteenth Century and After for May
will be found four articles on the Poli-
tical Situation in Britain, contributed by
well known public men; The Submerged
half in Indh‘ England  and (}emmlny;

PRINCIPAL PATRICK AND
CHURCH,

By Rev. A. B. Dobson.

Dr. Patrick only begins to approach
the subject when he announces: “The
Historical Argument for Union.” He
Is much more caraful about quoting
Scripture than he and his friends were
at London In 1906, when they claimed
that all Scripture, all plety, all com-
mon sense, and all else worth consid-
ering, ware on their side of the con-
troversy. The Principal still looks
fondly back at the Gospel of John,
chapter 17, but merely remarks: “An
argument which commends the sup-
port of the Greek and Roman Cotho-
lle churches . . . ., is not to be
thrust light aside.” The same remark
would apply to other doctrines held by
one or both of these churches. In fut-
ure, therefore, wa shall have to be very
tender towards such doctrines as Pap-
al nfallibility, Transubstantiation,
Purgatory, ete. A few years ago the
writer asked Dr. Patrick and his
friends several questions on this pas-
sage. Two of them will be apprapriate
here: -

(1) Did not Christ Himself and His
followers separate from the only or-
ganized church in the world of His day
and form a new organization called the
Christian Church?

(2) Must not therefore, all His ut-
terances as well as those of the Apos-
tles be Interpreted consistently with
their own actlon in forming a new or-
ganization? Unless Dr. Patrick can
show that a new church was not or-
ganized by Christ and His apostles, we
can “thrust lightly aside” all réference
to our Lord's prayer as irrelevant. But
the Doctor is really cruel to some of his
own friends when he states: “The sug-
gestion that the conditions prevailing
in Canada to-day represent the con-
ditions existing in NT. times is ludic-
ruously absurd.” No one but Union-
Ists have ever In this controversy made
such a “ludicrously absurd” statement,

The next step in the historical argu-
ment is based on the opinion of the
Presbyterlan . Fathers. Dr. Patrick
doubtless knows the church history ot
all times. But what value is to be at-
tached in this particular movement to
the opinions of men who lived from
50 to 250 years ago in a country sev-
eral thousands of miles away? Those
worth* men, according to Dr. Patrick,
declared for organic union in their own
country, and then deliberately proceed-
ed to tear their own church into a half
dozen similar pleces. And Dr. Patrick
quotes them as good authorities for
organic union in Canada between dis-
similar churches one of which was not
in existence when most of the Fathers
died. Let us however suppose the ar-
gument sound. Let us agree with the
Principal that the opinions of these
men of long ago should shame us of to-
day into this proposed union. Let us
agrea with him that they had the pro-
phetic instinct and believed In this Can-
lf.!lan union. What then? The ad-

inst y
ment; and the lmulﬁ.c?:ncy of Official
Statist]

The Forthnightly for May has many
of more than pnsinf interest,
Why Russia went to war with Japan;
Ireland between Parties; the Bankrupt-
ey of Liberalism; England’s Peril; Inva-
sion or Starvation; S| Women Work;
Imperial Scholarships; and a dozen others,
all well caleulated to keep up the repu-
tation of this favorite magazine.
The June number of Current Literature,
as might be expected devotes much s
to the late King and his successor g
V. The articles are well written
and fully illustrated, that on ‘‘The King
of Great Britain as a Family Man” fur-
nishing a number of interesting side lights
on Kin&Georp, ufh:bmd and fat )ell-i
epartment of the magazine is wel
el

Jfand the illustrations through-

out are and ill
(Axddrul 134 West 20th Street, New York
ty.

i will prove more than Principal
Patrick will cai» to admit, For If
any welght Is to be attached to thelr
views on this Unicn question, equal
welght will have to he attached to cer-
tain other views of theirs. For ex-
ample, they balleved n the Canon of
Scripture as stated in the Westminster
Confessign; they also belleved in the
plenary verbal inspiration of the Scrip-
tures. Will Dr. Patrick quote their
views as authoritative on these sub-
jects? The Principal states that these
men “never ceased to deplore the neces-
sity of their separation.” “Necessity”
is a good word, but it is rather hard
on Dr, Patrick's argument. The Fath-
ers beliaved that separation was for
them a ‘‘necessity” because they were
sensible enough to perceive what the
best concelvable is not always the best
practicable. Mother words, they be-
lieved that, in their circumstances, sep-
aration was both a priyilege and a
duty, and they acted accordingly. What
has this to do with the union of Meth-
odism, Presbyterianism and Congrega-

*The Laws of Friendship, Human and
Divine, by Henry Churchill King; Pres.
fdent of Oberlin College. New York:
The Macmillan Company. 1909, $1.26
net.

ti 11 in Canada to-day, except to
condemn it? Unless, indeed, Dr. Pat-
rick can show that the separate exist-

sity’ in the nature of men and times
and things which cannot be argued
down. With some rhetorical flourish
the Principal says: “Call Cunningham,
Candlish, Guthrie, Rainy, call Real
and inquire as to the duty of the three
churches concerned. Thelr answer
would be swift. You are one In
doctrine and policy: you must unite.”
Dr. Patrick might also call Michael the
Archangel, and he would b. honest
enough to declare that all this grandil-
oquence Is no more an argument of this
proposed Unlon than that similarity
of language, government, nationality,
conditions and aims Is an argument for
the union of Nova Scotla and Ontario,
or even for the union of Canada and
the United States.

Dr. Patrick's witnesses, if called,
might possibla declare that Uniformity
Is a fine ideal, Le., iIf we are to judge
by the spectacul Every one would
probably admire such an aggregation
from that standpoint much as he might
deplore it from others, There are many
things which would be very fine but
which are not easy to obtain. The
abolition of war, crime, poverty, ete.,
are grand things in the ideal. But it
18 not the ldeal which is before the
church as Principal Patrick assumes. It
Is the very practical question whether

this particular Union is at this mo-
ment a proper act; whether the king-
dom of God would be the betier or the

worse of it. This was the only ques-
tion Principal Patrick had to prove and
he has not yet touched it.

Wordwlich, June 18, 1910,

ENTER IN BY THE NARROW DOOR

Sir,—In conversation with a news-
Ypuper Interviewer, a Toronto pastor,
it is reported, was emphatic in his
denial that a distinguished attendant
at his church, now deceased, was an
atheist or an agnostic. He * took issue
with Christians on dogmatism, but he
was one with them in practical Chris-
tianity. He certainly believed
in the nature of God, and in Christ us
the founder of Christianity.”

Is this enough? If so, there was
little ground for the exclamation of
the disciples, * Who can be saved ?"—
nor, 1 would say it reverently, for the
Master's reply, * With men it is im-
possible.” If a man can be saved by
accepting  Jesus as the final and per-
fect revelation of God,” what need was
there that he should die the accursed
death which is the penalty of sin?
The man who teaches that any belief
short of accepting Christ as what He
claimed to be, the Saviour who came
into the world and paid the full ran-
som for sin, and who does not, believ-
ing, accept Him as his Lord and God,
as did Thomas Didymus, is not a
Christian in the proper sense of the
word. And the man—be he pastor or
layman—who teaches a smoother doc-
trine than .his, incurs a fearfal respon-
sibllity. ULSTER PAT.

On Sabbath morning, June 6th, the
Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper was
administered in Knox Church, South
London, by the pastor, the Rev. J. G
Stuart, BA. The attendance was
though the day was wet and cold.
address was on the finished work of Christ,
text ‘It is finished,” of which an indivi-
dual application was made. The serviee
was impressive and profitable.

We cheerfully make room for the fol-
lowing, sent us by Mr. W, Sanderson,
an Elder in the Congregation:—Please
permit me to thank you for your kind
reference  to Springville Congregation
(Rev. Dr. Marsh, Pastor) relative to their
givings. Permit me however, to make
a correction. The average giving per
family, for all purposes, is 838.47‘:'
the average giving per member for all
purposes is $13.56c. The secret of our
success is not in a few large givers, but
nearly every one gives something. Ours
is not the stout mans’ lift, but every-
body, young and old lifting.

Articles from the Spectator, the Econo-
mist, the Outlook and the Review
;lgm the death of King Edward VII,

0l

ence of these bodles is an ry
obstacle to the kingdom of Christ in
this land. This is the task he set for
himself, but the Fathers do not help
his case. They recognized a “neces-

f King George V and the
home and tuni:nmg o

uestions
affected by the change of rulers in%hghnd
mlhmb:'h- Living Age for June, a notable
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