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than hie who is free to move about at will and correct and enlarge

his ideas by a change of standpoint. With a national church, however,

it is different. The thought-repressing influence of sectarianism xvhich

ever tends to petrifaQtion of existing forms of truth, however imperfect,

is awanting. There is in consequence a greater elasticity of movement,

and the possibility of more extensive progress. A spirit of toleration is

engendered, under the influence of wvhich new ideas are vieîved îvith less suspi-

cion. Claiming to embody, as well as to nourish, the spiritual life of the

nation as a \vhole, the Churchi of Scotland lias, therefore, heen mnuch more
tolerant of change and differences of thought ivithin its pale than any of its

ncighbours. Prosecutions for heresy have, of late ycars, at lcast, beeni less

frequent. Tfle nev ideas te, which the general intellectual activity of the age
lias given birîh, ]lave fouind rcady entrancc and a home wiîin its pale. And

the liberal leaders ]lave adopted the truc method of reforni. Unlike the

faniatic, or one-idea man who rushes noisily to the front, cager lu conx crt tic
Church or world to his side ail at once, or become a martyr for the truth, they

have been content te, work in quiet, scattering secds that should by and by bcar

fruit. The deeper intellectuial activity sharcd in by thie more cultured of the

ministry and laity rarcly finds adequate expression iii an ecclesiastical assemnbly

whcre the ignorant prejudice of the pro/afitm 7/1/gis not seldomi reigns

supreine. Not impatient of results, therefore, uinhasting yct uinrcsting, the

leaders of the ncw% movemnit have pursued the truc mnethod of rcformii, that

froin within outwvards. And, as sumnming up into a single sentence our ý'iev of
the pirescrit state of religions thougbit in thc Chiurch of Scotland as indicatcd

by "lScotch Sermnons, i 88o," it may bc said that whiat apparcntly is the furiction
of the criticismn of this century lias been thiere acconîlishd-i. c., the sepr
tion l)ctween Religion and Dogma, the demonstration of the unchanging and
elernal nature of thc former, and the continually changing and temporal character
of the latter. Il The sphcre of religion is spiritual ; the splicre of tlîeology is
intellectual ; thie sphere of ecclesiasticism is political-and it is fatal 10 real lifc
and progress iii religion to identify with it, or to substitute tor it, cither tUiccnue
or tlic other. Religion is in no sense dependent uipon any special phases of
doctrinal bclief, or tipon any peculiar forms of ecclesiasticai institutions."
Preaching, wc are told, should no "llonger confine itself 10 one set of ideas,
and thcse of a bygone age, but, studying the world that lies around it, should
address itself to the problems, moral and intellectual, that are pressing on tie
present. WVith open and sympathetie mind it should humn tovards the bighiways
of every-day life, and gather froni ils scenes and incidents the iniaterials of a
fluer cioquence than the study of books eau give. The love and sorrow Ibat
arc in pool uicn's divellings, tlîc labour that filîs tlîe day, and the r'est iliat
conles ivîlî cveuîing, the lauglîter of cbildrcîî, and the brow laden with care,
carîh's sunlight and starlight, tlîe uîoisy stir of life, and the mystcry of deatîb,--
tliese are the tlîings tuat, passed tbroughi the fire of Christian thougl, have
power 10 move mauikind. And the truc office of the îrcaclier in modern
society is 10 be a revealer of the beauty and thie deep meaning wliich lies iii

such commouî îhenomcna, but which the world, eugrossed with its business,
lias neither time nor faculty to discover. Then our religions life, fed froin
fresher and more numerous springs than hitherto, would become robust and
nîanly, not a thing *to shun the noontide struggle of the world and walk iii

shady places, but that which stands forth to haliow toil, and mnake
business pure, and ail intercourse swect, and give the State an ennobiing
policy.",

Into the proximahe and final issues of this great movemnt iin the religions
thought of Scotland we cannot noîv enter. Both ecclesiastically and tbeologi-
cally it must be attended with most important results. Amidst the din and
smoke of conflict it is, lîowever, premature 10 attempt to forecast witb any
degmee of precision tlie course events will take. One thing at least is certain:
a profound change must be effected both in the ecclesiastical constitutions and
the creeds and confessions of the Scotch churches.

THEATRICAL REFLECTIONS.

What is thc proper life ? Carlyle says, Work 1 and that tlîe thinker is

nothîîîg but a lichen ;but if the thinker gives expression to and mntercbange
of bis thought il is sumely action. Knowledgc of life is flot of any practical
use or benefit unless acted upon ; an observer of social and political problems
effects but litile good unless his observations are disseminated and made subjeet
to, criticism by those affected. Whither aIl tbis inteilectuality of the present
day is tending, who can say ? The attendance at churches hias deciincd,
perhaps owing to the advanced position of the press, and the sermons are
listencd to wvitî nmore submission than study. In fact, 10 a great many, the
idea of attending a churcb in these days is repugnant ; just as some arc bitterly
opposed 10 theatres.

There arc signs of an abatement of this stern and long-continued opposition
to theatres. A meeting of thie British Social Science Congress took place
somne îimc since at Manchiester. It is curious that, at this meeting, more than
one clergyman adv.ocated the dlaims of the theatre as a beneficial agent, instèad
of following the usual customn of abusing il to an extreme degree. An essay

was read by a clergyman advocating tie establishment and support of a

National Theatre iii order tu provide rational amusement. 1 have rcad some-

ivhiere that, iii London, comparatively uneducated people support the legitimate

drania at Sadler's 1IVells ;whilst educated 1WesI Enders' require farces, and

ballets. Thbis seeins 10 support the statenielit that intellcîuality lias been the

cause of the decline of the draina. 'l'le statement that wvben the Shakspearian

drama is well-actcd ià is îve]l-supported is not correct, as aIl thc revivals of

Shakespeare have been quickly abandoned, and only attracted for a time by

their pageantry. 'lle success of Miss Neilson is due not soiely to lier playing

Shlakespeariaâ cliaracters but to lier beauty aîîd natural grace ;lier success

wvould bc fuliy as great if sue took other characters ; of course lier abilities are

great, otherwise, lier reputalion would jiever have been what it is. As ho the

iiiiiniorality of nmodern plays anîd I)layers, the plays are wvhat the public demand,

the liyers are neillier better îîur worse ilian tiiemibers of other professions.

Very fev sensible liersomîs object to ticatrical representations ; and those that

do, object for the reason that the associations coîînected îvith them are perîîi-

cions and are t00 excitiîîg on tlie youtlîful mid. If the effeet is for good it

eau hardly be toc) exciîing, and if the associations are bad, the theatre itself is

îîot culpable but rallier those attending it, thus showing that the onus of proof

rests ou tliose who assert that the thecatre i s immnoral. A bishop, at the Social

Science Colîgress in Manchiester, said that immnoral plays ivere supported by

thie arislocratic classes, and that the taste and morals of the middie classes were

inticli ilurer, and tbaI lie iuelicved tAie tlîeatre 10 be a poîverful instrumient for

good - lie said tliaI an arclîdeacouî, an acquainlance of bis, had acknowledged

thiat lie had been saved front a gamlîler's fate by witnessing the play of the

' Gauiiester.' Vhieu ive thiik that for years the clergy have, with bigoted Leal,

endeavou md to iîiake peoplQ think tuat theatres were bot-bouses of sini, il is

e'itreiîiely pleasant te, read sncb senitiments as the above, coiig from the lips

of higli dignitaries. On tue other biaud, il wili be said Iliat for olle exiample of

good efl*ected, a greal înauîy uîay lie given siiowing tbat a great deal of harm

bias hccu donc. I thiuk, if these cases be car-cfuliy exaunincd iuilo, it ivili be

found that the evii lias corne froni the abuse of theatrical pleâsure, or over-

inîdulgenice, or, pcrhîaps, the persons uipon wvlom it has lîad au cvii cffcct were

imumoral otîhcrwise and nîerely ' took in' tue theatre in their course of dissi-

pationî. Recenlly tlîc aldermen of tbe city of Montreal, in a fit of what wc

suippose wouid be callcd by sentimental mioralisîs rightcous indignation, met

with the purpose of endeavouring t0 prevent a dramatic represenhation from

taking place oun Chiristmias Day. A minister of that charitable (?) persuasion,

the Methiodist, also iii a cowardiy niner attacked the private character of a

dcfecîcless îvouiauî- le spoke without knowledge aîîd wiîhîout charity, a.nd

muist îiow be assured îiiat bis attack bias oîîly reflected discredit u1ponl binîscf.

It is evideut Iliat inaiiy are slraining at gîîats and swallowiuîg caniels-the

desecration of the Sabbati is no iiovelty liere.

Tliose wvio are stained witlî gross mnoral defeets, are sonietimies, perbaps

very ofîeîî, possessed of nioble qualihies ; and il is questionable wbehher they

do nul reaily exert a greater infuefnece upon men than those whîose morals are

of the milk-and-îvater type. It seems 10 be tlîe case tlîat there are characlers

in whom the proportions of niorality and inîmorality are perbaps about equai

and these ebaracters conceai Ilîcir immoralities and show tlîeir mioralities as

prounently as possible te the îvorld in an unctuons sort of way. The unobser-

vant and careless spectator dues not discriminate between tbis moral hypocrisy

and the truc moral iife. The appearance is taken for the reality. We bave al

met wiîli, in everyday hife, the person îvbo, by a diguiified reserve and a solemun

face, togetlier with a few expressive gestures, siîcceeds iii gaining a reputation

for extremîe clevemness, erudition, aîîd iuteilcctinalihy. Any attemph nmade by

une suspicions of bis abiiitics is baffled by the dignified reserve of luis superior
being. Ifc may niai-*ge to go îlirough tlîis life wiîhout discovery - but bie leaves

no impress iipon ]lis tinie-bec will be unknowu to posterity. Tue resemblance

betwveen tiîis iuidividual's career anid that of the previonsly described mnoralisîs

is very close-he uîoralish speciuîeu beiug more conîmoni. This iN a sad

evidence of the superficiaiity of tlie presenit age. An inteilectuial mian developed

lias been defined as 'uone vhîo knoîvs cverything of sometbing anîd soimcthing

of everytiîing ;' a moral inan niay be deflned as one whio knows flot bigotry

and practises chîarihy. Those vhîo deny any rights to the dra-a cannol pro-

perly iay claiuîî t0 come withiu cithier of tiiese definitions. Thcy refuse to

examine or criticise the nierits or deunerits, ai-d, by lowcring the position of the

theatre, îhiîîk that they cievate thenîselves-rather a pliarisaical nmode of argu

ment. 'l'ie imîdividuial critic or scientist iii these days is not s0 l)romiuient nom

so, influenlial as lic ivas ; tlîcories, problcms, and literary successes, comne iii

what 1-ay bce aIled oases of plenly; and it would appear, in fach il must bc
the case if we believe in any sort of theory of progression, tuaI Iliese oases arc

dependent impoli and are the natural effects of ar.teccdent causes. Just so sure

as dissipation brings phîysical muin, do bigotry and mnental oppression brimîg
revoit ; and il is sad 1e, îhink whîat cvii bigoted human actions bave caused in

Ibis way, thiough tue persons who performed theni were actuated by good
motives, brut, tbrougli perverled vision, misîook the cruelty of a bigot for the
zeal of a hiero. 'Tis a curions sîndy ]in psyciîology thaI a mani siuîccrely w ishing

ho, do right does îvrong.P Sapphio.


