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it may bc as an armn differs from, a leg in the one body, but nourishied
by the one lieart and directed by the one head; so thoroughly ini
synipathy withi that head, that ta maintain grond hieaitl in the most
distant and Ieast honourable member wvould bc a source of solicitude
to, the whole.

Three questions arise out of aur subjet-
lst. Is Christian Union Scriptural ?
2nd. Is it desirable ?
3rd. Is it feasible ?
:Proving the first would for devout minds be sufficient answver for

the second and third; for being Scriptural, it must be desirable, and
also feasible, as our b]essed Lord would neyer have prayed in this
connection for ivhat ivas not attainable. and what is only held back
by human pride and perversity of spirit.

We shall ba told that the oneness in Christ is a spiritual unity
nowv enjoyed by bis most faithful disciples who are capable of rising
above seetariauisni, but what is desirable is greater ezterncil evidence
of our oneness that thte worlcl may kcnoiv thatw;e are Christ's and
desire ta rnanifest the spirit, as wvell as the letter of that petition,
AThy Kin-dora corne." Certain it is that there is a great work to

be donc ini preaechiug the~ Gospel Ilta ail nations>" and it is evident
that aur divided Frotestantismi with ail its petty rivairies is not
'wcrkiug with the rapidity it oughlt, to secure the Divine end. God
N'orks through human instruments and our sin of disunion enfeebles
the arms that Nwield the IlSword of the Spirit," it fails flat and
nervetess in its blow, tlue sword is aIl riglit, but many of the arms ail
wrong. As au evidence of tlue wrongness, we Eind in the Dominion
Chiurchman for July 7th, 1887, (the officiai organ of the Chiurch of
Eng1and in Canada), an editorial wvhicli rings out sonoroitsiy, Ilwe
are the truc Churclh, the Church of Christ." You Methodists and
1'resbyterians are simply -1hunuan societies " developed out of the
truc Chiurch. 0f course the human tendency is ta, ring back like the
steel bell on the free Kirk, in ScotUaud, in good Highland protest,
"no you're not," Ilno you're not," and thus the clang'our and jangle

convinces the looker on that unity is sadly naeeded and oughlt to be bad
because Christ desired it, and the Apostalic Cliurch practisedl it. lu
John X, 16, our Lord gives no uncertain wvarding ta his prayer that
there shall be Il~ foàl 61d » ur flock and "lone shepherd." Thiere is no
senublance of division in what we read in John X I,11, «"Holy
Father keep them in thy name which flou, hast givenl me that they


