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Warning to Subscribers in Montreal

All Subscribers in Montreal and neighbour-
hood are notified that no one has hitherto been
anthorized to collect Subscriptions in bebalf of
this paper, and that any payments made up to
this dato otherwise than at the office, 190 St

- James street, aro wholly unauthorized. Should
a Collector be sent out ho will bear a written
anthorization over the Editor’s stgmatare.

SUBSCBIBERS generally throughout the

Provinces are rospectfully reqnostod to Remir

Susscripeions direct to this Offite, by Post-
Office Or.er to address of L. H. Davipsonw, in
order to prevent mistakes and delay in acknow-
ledging.

CALENDAR FORJULY.

JuLy 1—bth Sunday ufter Trinity.
«  3—tth Sunday after Trinity.

« 15—7th Sundsy after Trinity.

¢ 22 —8th Sunday aftor Trinity.
St. James).

v 25—ST. James Ap. and MaAR.
sian Creed).

# 29 _-9th Sunday afier Trinity.
SHOULD THE INTERNATIONAL SYS-
TEM OF BIBLE LESSONS BE IN-
TKODUCED INTO CHURCH
SUNDAY-SCHOOLS?

(Notice of

(Athana-

BY ANNIE TREADWELL.

From a Paper read before the Sunday School
Teachers' Guild of Culvary Chuch, Memphis,
Tenn,

“Why should wo mot adopt this plan into
our Sunday-schools? What good in holding
(AT ?

What objections could you urge against it 2"

Beforo unswesing any of thoso vory natural
irquiries, permit mo once more to state the
suestion :

“ Should the International System be intro-
duced inte Church Sunday-schools 77 Not,
* Is the International System a good one ?” for
that it is good in moro respects than one, we
have already found.

Meritorious as wo boliave it, there are objec
tions which, as a Churchman, I cannot fail to
urge aguinst (he system.  Grave fanlts, which
must not bo ov.rlooked, faults not merely of
wanner and form, but of mauner and substance.

In the first pluce, it starts out with a false
principle, numely, that a man may be & Chris
t aa without being allied to any religious body,
without belonging to any school of religious
thought. As well cxpect a branch to blossom
ani bear froit without being attached to any
pactioular troe, but just lying around loose on

the ground. “The children of this world are
in their generation wiser than the children of
light.” Would your son become a physician,
does he read any medical works he may find at
hap hazard, witkout any plan or direction ?
On the contrary, you send him te a college of
some particular school of medical thought
whero he may leara the peculiar tenets of that
school whether Allopathy or Homaeopathy.

Irregular physicians are called ‘‘quacks;”
and there are 100 many Christians of just that
stamp, men who calmly uccept and acknow:
ledge the truth of Christianity, in a general
way, bot whose view of the subject is 86 broad
(?) and Catholic (?) they have never cared to
.choose a Church. In fact who consider one
Chureh about as good as another, and who
think that for their part they can get along
vory well witheut any.

This international system wonld pever have
produced a Charles V., I grant you, but at the
sameo time, the world would never have known
through its agency, the blessing of a Luther,
a Latimer or a Ridley.

Nor can I believe that any advance towards
Church upity would follow onr adoption of
this system into our Sunday-schools; and for
this resson ; the tendency of the whole thing
is to give children the idea that onr Christian
religion and the Church are foundedon the
Bible; consequently any msan who reads his
Bible bas the.right of building for himself a
little religious structure of his own jast exactly
to suit himself. A sort of private aut hill, as
it wore.

Again, the tend.ney of this system is to
foster in the minds of ¢hildren, in an intense
degree, & spirit of individuality ; each ono
thinking of himself, aa a Christian (if at all)
for himself and apart from others, not simply
as one momber of the great fanily of God.

This solfishness and undue self-importance,
this exaltation of the individual has much res-
ponsibility in the numerous schisma which
have rent in a thousand fragments the seamless
robe of Christ! Could we only destroy the
prominence of this ides, and substitute in the
minds of men the more Cbristian thought that
“we are members incorporate in the mystical
body of Christ, which is the blessed company
of all faithful people,” Church uaity would
not long be, as now, an unknown factor in the
bistory of the world. We can scarcely hope
to accomplish this till the werld has been
brought to the appreciation of the fact that tho
Church i3 older by many centuries than the
B.ble, that it is a divine and oot & humaun io-
stitution, ‘“‘the pillar and ground of the truth,”
gw very proof aud witness ot the Word of

od|

While the international system may cause
the pupils to take the interest in reading the
Bible, we do not bolieve mere reading of the
Book and familiarity with its contents would
make very good Christians. Oun the contrary,
not a skeptic of any note ever lived who was
not conversant with biblieal characters, nay
more, who could not quote the very words of
the Son of Man.

A former Rector of this parish, in discuss-
ing the international system, once remarked
that his objection to it was this, “whereas it
taught the geography, history, biography,
zoology, and all the other ologies of the Bible,
it omilted the teaching of the religion of that
Book!" A rather severe ecriticism you may
think, but true, at least in part. How can we
believe the religion of the Word of God is
taught, except there be definite instruction in
the great cssential principles of Christianity.
For example, is no doctrine of baptism or lay-
ing on of hands taught in the Bible? Yet
nothing is said of these things, because, forsooth,
some churches (1) don't believe inconfirmation,
and others don't accept infantbhaptism! No
stressis laid on the two great sacraments “which
are generally necessary to salvation” because

no particular view of them could be taken

without offending some Christian body using
the system ¢“He that believeth and is bap:
tized,” said the Saviour, “shall be saved.”
“Believe what?’’ asks the child. “Oh believe
in Christ and what the Bible says: I cannot
tell you explicitly,” answers the international
system, ‘for that would be to teach you a
creed, and to touch suck a dangerous thing as
a creed I cunnot consent, for I might tread on
somebody’s toes who doun’t believe in a creed !”
Now shall we, as Churchmen, consent to in-
troduce into our scbools a system of instruction
which ignores the creed, the charter of the
Courch, the heritage of the Apostles, that
grand embodiment of “all which a Christiun
ought to know aod believe to his soul's com-
tort ?” St. Paul was not of opinion that study-
ing the Bible we should avoid doctrine, for he
gtates that as one of the reasons for its very
existence. He says it is “profitable for doc-
trine, for reproof, for correction, for instruc-
tion in. righteousness.”” Now if any mon, or
cluss of men, or Sunday-school teachers, think
it best mnot to teach doctrine from the Bille,
perhaps they know, but the Courch judges not
80.

All these faults found in the system spring
from the fact that other religigus bodies do not
view the Sunday-school as we see it, They
think of child-life and child thought as some-
thing apart from the life of a growa-ap Chris.
tian ; beieve tbat men are not fit for the re-
ligious life, till, having come to yeurs of dis-
eretion, they are converted to God and are uabloe
to understand the mysteries of divine grace.

The Church, on the contrary, would tske
the now-born babe, and dedicate him to God in
holy baptism, leading him goatly and patient-
ly throngh life. The Sui day-schools are the
ourserics of the Church, where ber children
paturally, unconsciously, without wrenchor
strain or compulsion, grow up into the mun.
hood of tho Christian life. Men, she thiuks,
are but children of larger growth, so she would
have her youngest cbildren not merely nominal
Christians, but loyal Churchmen as well,  Woat
broader Christiantty than the Holy Catholie,
which requires no narrower creed than the be-
lief of the univers.l Church—the Aposties’
Creed ?

Again, though the facts and incidents of the
Saviour's life are taught, I cancot allow that
it is dono in the best possible msunner. It
wants reality, is too much like studying the
life of George Washington or the sayiugs of
Benjamin Franklin! The childien know Him
as & great and wonderful Teacher, 2 little
wiser than Socrates, & little better than Plato
-——one who lived & long time ago and whose
life is only a faint shadow-picture dimly im-
pressed on the minds of men.

Shalt we be satisfied with such teachings for
our children ?

Has not the Church “a more cxcellont way”
in the Christian Year? What incongruity, to
be occupied in teuching the Sunduy-school
abcut the birth of Christ, for example, while
the Church is following His fainting footsteps
to Calvury’s Cross? W hat better way to make
Jesus a real, living, actual, personsl presence
than by taking the child’s hand and leading
his infunt feet into the time-worn and unending
circle of the Christian Year.

Let outsiders, who “‘caro for none of these
things,” quarrel with us, as they will; call the
Church narrow asod & bigot; we will not an-
swer with a tanut, but placing the little bands
of our cnildren in tho tender paim of the Bride
of Christ, we would teach them early to g0
aride with the Saviour into Gethsemane, ts.k’e
up His Cross, and bear it with Him to Calvarys
top, and watch before the sacred tomb till the
glorious tun of Baster Morn announce the .
Risen Lord | .

What Churchman would have it otherwise ?
Who ameng us would wish to teach the coming
geueration of Churchmen to leave their t)idast;‘l:-
“t0 tread the wine-press of the wrath of &o

alore ?



