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CALENDAR FOR JUNE.

——

Junz 3—1st Sunday after Trinity.
# 10—2nd Sunday after Trinity. (Notice of
St. Barnaba's Day).
% 11-—ST. BARNABAS,
« 17—3rd Sunday after Trinity.
% 24—4th Sunday after Trinity.
% ¢ __Nativity of St. Jobn Baptist. (Notice
of St. Peter's Day).
29—Sr. PeTER.
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SPECIAL,

Wo are obliged to ask our Subscribers to be
forbearing for a few wecks and accopt a “half”
instead of a whole paper. We have
thought it better to diminish our labours
rather thaun suspond publication entirely,
in the hope that we may so far rogain strength
a8 to be able to carry on the work as usual, or
if not that some one else may be found to take
our place.

PULPIT EXCHANGES AND CHURCH
UNITY.

The question of Cburch unity should be kept
distinct from other and lesser questions. It
does not turn upon denominational tenets or
party claims., Noither Presbyterians nor Epis-
copalians, neither evangolical nor ritualistic
Churchmen may dictate its terms. If Christian
sects and factions cannot sink their difforences
and find some common ground of mutoul toler-
ance in the samoe Churebh, ur within ihe erame

Church system, thero is an end to everything
like organic onences, as distinguished from
meore sentimental followship.

Accordingly, the proposed terms of Church
upity are 50 siated as to ecxclude most thor-
oughly nll denaminational tenets and partisan
opinious, Even the denominational tenets of
the Protestant Episcopal Church are largely
ignored as well as the ecclesiustical parties
within its palo. Tho Holy Bible is insisted ob,
but not the Prayer Book; the Nicono Creed,
but not the Thirty-nine Articles ; the two sac.
raments, but woither the evangelical nor the
ritualistic view of their efficacy ; the historical
episcopate, but neither the high nor the low
theory of ile prerogative. In like manner, the
Presbyterian Church, in acceding to such terms,
could pot insist upon its own Directory for
Worship and Confession of faith, nor dictate
any special views of ritual and polity. The
two bodies, whilo adhering to the same Scrip-
tures, creeds sseraments and ministry would
still have a wide margin for their denomina-
tional forme of doctrine and worship.,

These distinctions apply with special force to
the last of the four conditions. The historic
episcopato, if defined in any partisan eonse by
Church authority, would cease at once to affora
a ground or bond of unity  Its own supporters
would rush apart into schism. According 1o
the definition made, the mmistry aud sacra-

ments would either be declired void of all that
they meant to the one party, or tharged with
mesning wholly repudiated by the other party.
And among the denominations ¢f the Charchat
large, such & doctrinal definitioh would be still
mere divisive, repelling them toward the ex-
tremes of Protestantism and Romanism. It is
but & traist tosay that the right and left wings
of Christendom could never be conjoined into
mn episcopate which should take sides dogmat-
ically with either against the other.

If this be a correct view, it is not easy to see
how true Cburch unity would be promoted by
exchanges of zulpit services between Kpiscopal
and non-Episcopal ministers. Sooner or later
such exchanges ¢ uld not but involve a divisive
definition of the Christian ministry itself. tor
a time, indeed, they might serve sote good
ends. Saperficial observers might trejoice in
them as signs of Christisn fellowskip and cleri-
cal amity. In some worshipping assemblies
they mightlead to effusive manifestations of fra-
ternal feeling, and oncharity platforms to more
or less practical co-operation. Bat at length a
breach would be opened which bad been con-
ceuled, and harsh recoil would follow the hasty
union. When the black-gowned preacher in
the palpit stood contrasted with the white
robed priest at the altar, a difference would be-
come visible to their rcepective adherents in the
pews—a difference as absurd as irritating,
shonld it be known that the priest meant to re-

tion, while the preacher claimed to have the
other fanctions from which he was debarred.
Each party would be put in a false position.
The visiting minister would publicly take the
place of & layman, and his Low Ckurch brother
would be forced to appear against him in the
absolution or the communion] though both
held substantially the same views of the cleri-
aal office and the Holy Sapper. Is it not to be
feared that a few such object lessons might put
an ond to every hope of nrity in the pulpit as
well a3 at the altar ?

Lot it bo observed that we are now lcoking
at thiv question from the standpoint of Church
unity alone, I am not here maintaining the
trath or falsity of any doctrine of the Christian
mini8try, nor asking others to take high or
low Chureh ground as 10 its powers. Indeed
it is not npon such ground morely that intelli-
gent Episcopalians may be sapposed to with-
hold recognitton from learned divines of npim-
peached orthodoxy and piety. 1t is because
they know that the recogoition would draw
after it a train of other questions involving at
length the unity of their whole Charch. And
they value such unity more than any chance
traternization ar mere visionary fellowship. In
other words, the historio epircopato holds them
together in the essential faith, notwithsianding
their diverso views of the ministry and sacra-
ments and in spite of their leanings toward
eithor extrome. In like manner it might draw
together other denominations with which it has
more or less affinity. On a large scale in the
Christian world it might embrsce the same
schools and parties which are now found within
its palo. Its oxpausive unifying power is mo
mere theory, but san exemplary fact. All this
power, hewever, it would luse were it dragged
aside to any partisan ground, high or low, evan-
gelicul or sucordotal. By reeognizing faithful
ministeis or preachers not eprscopally ordained,
no doubt it would meet many noble Christian
impulses and please some seotions of Protes-
tantism, but it would alienate the rest of Christ-
endom, as well as rend its own body asunder.
Whatever else it might retain, it would forfeit
1t8 potential capacity for collecting and com-
bining the scattered ecclsiastical elements of
our divided American Christianity. For such
reasons it 1s quite conceivable that a true lover
of Church unity might deprecate the proposed

interchgngea, not as undesirable in themselves,
but ay likely to do more harm than good to the
cause which he has at heart. He might think

cog:ize the validity of the preacher's ministra- |-
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a lasting peace bettpr thah Any hollow truce
and be disposed to shun mere sentimental com-
pacts for the szke of more intelligent agree-
ments.

B Unity is a plantof slow growth, It cannot be
forced. It will require time and thought and
study, as well as prayer and effort. The pre-
sent race of clergymen may have to pass away. -
Another generation may need to be educated to
a higher point of view. Ia fatare ordinations
which oast no seeming reflection upon a former
ministry, or which may involve some practical,
without a formal legitimation of Presbyterian
ministrations, a degree of esseatial anity may
be reacbed before which the freest intercliadge
of pulpit services woald eink intd insignifi:
cance. _

In 4l ¢andor and fairness it should be added
that this is not the time to urge a new conces-
sion. It is the time for some concession from
the other side. The Right Reverend Bishops
have presented four terms of unity, thres of
which might be adopted at once, and have so
stated the fourth as to open the way toward
conference and agreement, They behieve, too,
that they would give more than they coald
ever receive. Let other denominations and
churches offer to grant or give as much, aud they
will then be in a good position to discass the
minor question of pulpit courtesies.—CHARLES
W. SrieLps in North Dakota Churchman.

CHURCH MISSIONS.

The following is the text of a lettor from the
Board of Missions read by the Archbishop of
Canterbury, to the Upper House of Convoca-
tion, at its recent session :—“Memorandum on
the Respousibility of Churchmen with respect
to Foreign Missions, prepared by Dr. Westcott,
and adopted by the Board of Missions of the
Province of Canterbury, April 23-d, 1888,

“The facots disclosed in a statement prepared
by the hon, secretaries to the Board show be-
yond question the necessity of pressing upon
Churchmen their responsibility with respect to
foreign missions. Nearly a third of the par-
ishes in the whole Province of Canterbury,
and more than a fourth of the parishes in Linn-
don, contribute nothing to the two great mis-
gionary societies of the Church. No further
argument is required to prove that an active
participation in missionary work has not yet
obtained its proper place among the common
dnties of the Christian life,

A more minute analysis of the financial re-
ports of the two societies emphasises this con-
oclusion in one special application. The contri-
butions of the upper and wealthier classes to
missionary objects are wholly oat of propor-
tion to the funds which they provide for other
religions and charitable objects. The tntal
aunual amount given by titled subscribers to
the Church Missionary Sociely is litile more
than one thousand pounds, one two-hundredth
part of its whole income.

Some facts become intelligible only when we
come 10 recognize that the true relation of mis-
gionary work to the corporate work of the
Church has not yet beea fully realized, Hither-
to missione have been treated as in some sense
supplemental to norm:1 Chureh work, They
have been founded by peraonal devotion, and
directed by the unwearied energy of great
gocieties. We atill require to learn the univer-
sal obligation which lies upon us as Christians,
as Englishmen, as Eoglish Churchmen, in order
that the great resources which are as yet un-
touched made be made available for the foreign
missions of the Church. ]

1. Christianity is essentially aggressive. The
field which it claims to occupy is the world.
The last command of the rirer Christ to His
disciples, and the first gift of the ascended



