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fostly with persons holding such views about the Christian Ministry,
Union is impossible. The ssme vwriter condescends to an argument,
which one had thought to have met with only in a collection of Logi-
cal Fallacios. It is this,—¢‘ Wo Presbyterians, admit the validity of
Episoopal orders, but they, Episcopalians, wili not admit the validity
of ours, Ergo, ot~ It is of a pioce with tho occupant of a schooner
{nviting one travelling by & powerful ateaner to come try tho schooner,
¢¢ For we aro quito sure that we in the schooner can cross tho Atlantio
safely, and wo do not beliove that you can do so in the steamer,
Ergo, ote.”

But 2 truce to these matters, Thore are throe bodies betwoen which,
with alittle ** give and take” on any part, union might boe effected.
Thesoare the Congregationaiists, tho Methodistsand the Presbytorians.
*¢The five l;}oiu ,—woll, are they not as good as buried, if not
actually dead ! Methodism, ccclesiastically, is cortainly first cousin
{0 Prosbyterianism, and, practically, nothing in the shape of a serious
barrier separates us except our respectivo traditions. So, again, as
regards the Congregationalists, doctrinally, eto,, we arc one—nae,
practically in all respects save tho namo of our form of church gov-
ornment.” But, asremarked at tho outset, whether we can afford tho
lack of stimnlus due to ou- rivalry with cach other is an important

ucstion. We might, however, co-operate, it seems to rae, more freely,
mnkl; and abundantly than woe have heretofore dono—ineaning by
““we,'"” the three bodies mentioned—espocially in missionary work.
And as to tho Egiscopalims, 1, for wy own part, have uot the slight-
est objection to Presbyterians appointing men to work, in tho doing of
which thoy may be most truly called Bishops iu name, as they most
traly aro in reality Teke, e g, our Suporintondent of Missions in the
North-Wesl, aud our travelling missionary (we call hini) in this Pres
bytery, to say nothing of tho Episcopal functions common to &ll of
our Presbyters.

What I d~ object to, and even resent, is the assamption that any
body of men so called posseas exclusive, inystic powers and privilegea,
As a basis for consideriog union, faint as is my hopo of it, I know of
vothing better than the ** Resolations of the Langham Conference,”
= copy of which is subjoined :—

TRE CHRISTIAN FAITH.

““Weo agroe—1. In recognizing the Bible as Divine authority, aud
as the sole ultimsts tost of 3q,ctxino in oatters of faith, as is cxprossed
in the sixth article of the Church of England.

‘2, In accepting the general toaching of tho Apostles’ Creed and
tho Nicens Croed, including of necessity tho doctrines of the Holy
Trinity, the incsraation, and the atonement.

3. In ixing a snbstantial connection betwoen tha resurrec.
tion bedy and tho ¢ present body of humilistion.*

* 4. That saving fith in Christ isthat self-surrender to Him which
loads a man to believe what Ho teaches and to do what He bids, so
far as bo bas opportunities of koowledge,”

THE CHRISTIAN MORALITY.

“Wo agoe 1. In tho conviction that it is tho duty of the
Christian society to consider in the light of the pnoapies, motives
and promises of the faith, tho problems of domestic, socisl, acd
nationsl morality, with a view to concerted action.

49 That progressive sanctification is essential to the Christian hife,
so that withont it neither piofessed faith, nor conversion, uor sacra-
ments, nor worship can avail for the maivation of the soul.

CHRISTIAN DISCIFLINE.

¢ Weagroe 1. That the divitions smong Chrustisas render the
due administration of dixiplice, in the case of those who openty deny
the fandamental trotha of Christisnity or offend against Lhustian
monality, extremely difficalt , and that greater caution snould be nsed
in admittiog to the privileges of memberaship those wao leave, or are
expelled from, the Christian commauoity to which they have belongud.

2 That, whileitism  Jdesirablo that this caution should be
exercised in 21l cases of men.oers of one Chnstian society socking ad-
raission into another, by carcfol in: airy bemng made ana adequats
tostimony being required as to their Chnistian character, this i espoc-
hély it,nporlu:t in tegard to those who desire to exercise the ministenal
office.’

CHRISTIAN WORSHIT,

* Weo agree—1. That Oongm?tion:lisu czn accept azd uso tho
trezsuros of devotion-hymns, collects, liturgics, etc., 2ccumuolated by
the Church daring the Christisa ages; and many Nonconformists
think that in certain circnmstances it is desiradle to do so.

2. That churchmen can accept the oo of extempore prayer in
public wonship ; and many churchmen think that ia certain circom-
stances it is desirablo to do so.

*¢3. Thbat rigid uniformity in public wonhip is undomrablo ; and
that to enforce it by civil penaltics is a mistake.”

TAE CHRISTIAN XACRAMENTR.

"¢ Wo sgreo that, although it is desirable that everyone should
seek to knox tha trao doctrine of the sacrawents, yet their efficiency
does not depend opon such knowledge, but liex, on the one band, 1o
the due administration of ths sacraments **in all those things that of
Decemity are requitite to the same,” and on tho other in the use of
them with a troe daaire to {ulfil the ordinance of Christ.”

THE CURISTIAN CHURCH AND MINISTKY.

“§.—~Weo sgree—1. That the Catholic Church is a sceiety fonnded
by Chriat, the members of which are anited to Him and to each other
by t,sintml tiss, which are over and above thoss that attach to them
sim

y 23 men.
2 That thess tiea depend upon a it} union with the person
llx'ug of the on3 spirit.

of the one Mediatar and & special indwe

“The Wonconformist members of the conference aro unable to
admit—

't 1, That tho recoption of visible sacraments is essontial in ordin.
ary cascs to tho establishment of theso ties

449, That through the reception of the visible sacraments these
ties may subsiat, though not forever, in thoso who not believing and
living as Cbristian people should,

Il —We 1. That Christ has catablishod a perpstual 1ain.
istry in the Catholic Church.

*¢ 2, That yo one can_rightly excrcise this ministry unloss hio be
ordained to it by Christ Himsolt.

¢ 8, That there is a divinely appointed distinction of offico in this
ministry.

a “Tho Nonconformist members of the conferonce are unablo to

admnit—

*¢1, That thore is a divincly appointed three.fold distinction of
orders in this ininistry.

** 2, That cxternai ordination by the laging on of Episcopal hands
is necessary for ita rightlul exerciso.”

From Right Rev. Andraw Hunter Dunn, Liord Bishop
of Quebec.

Six, - In reply to thequestion, 1 can only refer you to the lotter
signed by all tho Bishops of Canada who wero ablo to take part in
our recent Genersl Synod. {n the course of these letters you will
read as followa. ¢ Many Christian bodies separated frora us are
working by our aide, some in advance of us, both in the foreign
field and iz ths Dominion. Vo yecarn for unjon with them.

“¢The General Synod has set forth tho position which the Church
of England ocenpies in her desiro to recover and reatoro all Christian
bodies that organic unity, which Christ Enyed. might aver dutinguish
}!ils Church. The langusgs adopted by the Genoral Synod is as

ollows :—

¢ Woe desiro her “y to make it known, that we adopt and set forth
a3 forining & basis Jor negotiation with any bodies of our separate
Christian brethren, with a view to union, the following articles agroed
lipors b’;;stho Lambeth Conference held in London in tho year of our

ord, 1888.

«¢{1) The Holy Scriptures of the Old and Now Testaments as oon-
taining all things neediul to salvation, and as being the rulo and
ultimate standand of faith,

*(2) Tho Apostles’ Creod as the Baptismal Symbol, and the
Niceno Creed as tho sufficient statement of Christian faith,

¢1({8) The two sacraments ordained by Christ Himaolf. Baptism
and tho Supper of the Lond, ministered with unfailing nse of Christ's
words of instruction and of tho clemeuts ordained by Him,

(1) The Historic Episcopate, locally adopted in thomethodsof ita
administration to the vu—gng noeds of tho nations and peoplea callod
of God into the unity of His Church.”

Now theso aro exactlymy own gcuoml sentiments. lycarn and
p;s for union with the various Chnistian bodies, that have sopar-
ated from as in time gone by. But sinco we, in the Church of
Eogland, have in tho Historic Episcopate a sacred trust, which we
may not betray, even if we wonld, tho whole qucation of tho possi-
bility of organic nonity turns apon the acceptance by our
brethren of the Episcopato from those who haveit from the tirst for
the government of tho Church, for the ordainicg of the ministers
of the Church, and for the administration of tho sacred rite
of the laying on of hands. If those, who havo scparated from us,
would accept the Histonie Episcopats as being of the essenco of the
constitation of tho Charch of Chast from the nming or as bang
necessary in order to aniod, of, 1a fact, thoy would but accept the four
articles agreed apon at the Lambeth Conference, the Charch of Eog-
land wonld moet them with open armsa, and would make, 1 bsheve,
the very 1 t copoessions as s Forma of Service and the hike.
It is not aniformity that wo seek, it s Chratian amty, so that wo may
be able, withuat betraging a:{ paociple, to work shoulder to shounlder
in the great battle of the Lo AL H. Qorerc.

From® Rev. Dr. Reid, Ex-Moderator.

Sir,—1 may stato that at this soason of the year, I am incossantly
nccupied with matiers in connection with the General Amembly. My
reply, must therefore, be very brief and of a very general character.

You aak first, Whether it is desirable that there shotld be a uni~z
of tlio varionk Proteatant denominations of Canada' In repiy, I
would say that no doabt it wonld be most desirable that there should
be a anon of the Prolestant denominations of Canads, if brought
sbont on tho proper basis.

Io yoar second question you ask * Whether a basis of union fairly
acoeptablo to the leading churches could be devised 1 Your finst
question refers to a union of tho varjous Protestant denominations;
{:nr second refera o a union among the leading churches. It would

necessary to ?cdfy xhat you meao by the *“‘laading churchos,”
and I really could not give ap opinion &3 10 whether a basis of union
fairly acreptabls to the leading churches could bodevised. My opinion
is, that judging from paat attempts. it would Dot be very 2asy in

t circumsionees, toagroe on & basis of union, fairly acceptable.

Your third question, ** As to what extect and what dirertion, the
Preabyterian Chureh in Cauada, would be justified in waking conces-
sions for the sake of such a union1" This question is of too groat
jmaportanco 1o warrant we in oxpressing any decided opinion, Referr-
ing to Goion generzlly, my individual opinion is that however desir
able it may be, and zithough I look and long for tha union of all who
love the Lord Jesus Christ, it will not bs brought about by roclesiati-
cal negotiations, or attempts to frame schemes of union, bat rather by
ths of :piﬁzmligoén tho chureh, and & more abundant oat-
pouring of Lhe wpirit of God,



