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SPECIAL NOTICE.

*,* RUBSCRIBERS IN ARREARS arc Tespectfully raquosted
to remit at thelr earlicst convenience. The very low price
atwhleh the paper is published renders necessary arigld
onforcemcnt of the rulo of payment in advance.,  Thelabel
glvés tho date of explruuon

Will Subscribers please examine Label.and .REMII’
PROMPT LY?

CALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER.

Sxprr. 6th—14th Sunday after Trinity.
13th—16th Sunday after Trinity.
" [NoTICE OF EMBER DAYS.]
I6th—Ember Day.
18th—Ember Day.
19th—Ember Day.
20th—16th Sunday after Trinity.
21s6-~-St. Matthew, Ap. E.M.
27th—17th Sunday after Trinity,
29th—St. Michael and All Angels.

“AGGRESSIVE CHRISTIANITY)

Thore is.much virtue in a-good phrase, such
a8 that which heads this article. It attracts at-
tention, and yet lulls suspicion. It isso casily

intelligible that all can Gomprehend it, and it
seems so undeniably appropriato that but few
think of calling it in quostion. “ Great is the
might of words; words may make this way or
that way,” so suys Ilomer, as Englished by
Mr, Matthow Arnold, and cortainly the phrase,
“ Aggressive Christianity,” is a splendid in-
stance of this power of words. ‘General”
Booth has used it with offect. Others are taking
up tho ery, and trying to conjure with it on
their own account, and theve ean be no doubt
that it will be somo time yot before its energy
.is finally eoxpended. It may possibly; before
then, make “that way,” as well as * this way,”
and, like tho charm used by tho sons of Sceva,
‘being on some who may employ it shame and
nudity.

What, thon, is aggressive Christianity as dis-
tinguished from Christianity of any othor type ?
Cliwrehmen have bsen taaght to bolieve that all
Christianity in this world is- aggressiye, that|.
every Christian is a soldier, sworn in under the:
captniney of Christ, and pledged to fightunder
His banner aguinst sin, the world, and the devil.
A Churistian who doos not fight against these
foos is a disloyal Christian ; a Christianity,

thorefore, which is not aggressivo, can be but| -
when it gains few converts and seems almost

the . psendo—Christisnity of renegades  and
traitors., - No doubt there are a multitede of
‘Christians who prove lamentably ineffectivo
combatants, but tho oxistence bf incapable ov
faithless soldiers cannot annihilate the egsential
characteristic of an ary, .and the Church :on
earth ig'a Church militant;- even - though  her
‘members are inert and sluggish. ~ By all means
lot us keep the thought before us that" Christi-}
anity is an aggressive religion ; but, why speak '

of aggressive iChristianity, ‘when - the" term
Christianity zmphes aggreﬂsmn ? -

8o far as one can ;see, the term as used . is
fallacious, By aggresawa, Christianity is not
‘meant any particular kind: of Christianity, but
Christianity adopting su¢h methods as
approve themselves to those ~who ap-
propriate the title. It is assumed that
the fottn which aggression should take is as
simple as the meaning. of the word, and that
the Christianity which takes this form is alone [m
worthy. to be called aggressive. - But this is not
true by any means. An army is as'much.acting
on 'the agg: essive when advancing by slow’ and
devious mar ches as when concentr ated befors a
fortress, with ity leadmg columns engaged :in
the assault. Eager spirits often enough - chafe,
at' delay'and pant for action; but, whatever
may be their private opinions’, they lceep their.
ranks and obey orders. Were they to desert
and band themselves togethm in the . hope of
provlng more aggressive than' their fellows,
they would simply imperil the chance of victory
and outlaw themselves as mutineers. And yet
is not this ;very much ‘whit some of our
aggrossive Christians are doing ?

The Church has been slowly marching on
through some seventeen or eighteen centuries,
whilst the world is not yet conquered, and the
final victory seems as far off as. ever.. * What
terrible sluggishness | What intolerable delay!'

80 exclaim the new advocates of a guerills

warfare. “Let us show the main body of the
army what success may be achieved by in-
dependent energy.” Yes, and brilliant results
are sometimes obtnined. We would not wish
for one moment to undervalue them; but
brillianey is not necessarily allied with per-
manence, and when such results are achieved
throngh want of discipline, no soldier can
award than enthusiastic praise. “ ("est may-
nifigue, mais ceu'est pas la guerre!” Wo
gympathise heartily with the feeling which
animates the volunteor enthusiasts ; at the same
time, we refuse to credit them with a monopoly
of loyalty and devotion. Woe think that more
lasting good might have resulted had they re-
strained their enthusiasm within the limits of
Church order,

And.after all—for this lies at the root of the
whole question—what reason have we to sup-
pose that Christ, the Head of the Christian
Chureh, intended His army to make quicker
progrees than it has done? No doubt the ad-
vance scems slow, judged by, the standard of
man's brief lifotime, but, judged by the stand-
ard of God's eternal purpose, who knows whe-
ther ‘it is slow or fast? “Tarry thou the
Lord's leisure " is surely:. sound edvice for any
man; we cannot quicken the hour-hand of

‘etertity by pushmg on the mmute-hand of )

tima, .
Chnstmmty is . not then, _least aggressive

at o stand-still; its soldiers may be all the time
adviincing slowly, without needless noige or|
tumult, ‘acquiring positions whence, when the
hour is ripe, their Captain may summons the.
world to a surrender. : »
Certainly Christ’s own. teaching and example |

,seemsrmosﬁ to: favor this; orderly -aggression.

It ‘Hb“ﬂ1mablf'd1d“not sttive nor: ery, neither!

wis Hig voico heatd in - the strests, we ought

surdly to have very p]am dxrect:ons before ac-
cepting . methods not sanct:ondd bnys prac-
tice. Who have done mogf good in tha past,

the aggressive 'Christians who-have followed in

Christ's footst.eps, and.:foughte for: Him -with
gilent self- suppressxou, or ‘the: *aggrédslﬁe Chris-
tians who' have" preferted ‘the. “’p‘nﬁ’ ‘dnd push
method " euloggzed by sq:ne pprsons ‘8t the
pr esent day ? . Why, the “puff andipush” peo-

ple-have to re-write -the: New Testament to

make it évén ‘seem to’coloir thelr‘-prbceedmgs

A new edxtxén of the Acts of the A”ostleg, pub-

_hshed by the Salvation. Auny in the, Little

Soldier, shows us -what the; lustory should have
been if the/principle'it is supposed torillustrate
were true. In this woik, the ap‘oétlés are all
generals and majors, and they hold haile]ujah-
meetings and the like ; but 80. long 88 the old
Book holds its ‘gronnd, we may-:be: excused for
refusing to replace it ‘by a travesty: -

To us the conclusion’ of the whdle mattor
seems to be this: Gh.uutmmty is aggressive
both by professmn and by: pragtice ;. but. « Ag-
gressive Christianity,”. so-called,: has far less
value than'is by some- at’mb’utéd toit. What
we want most now—a—days is "individual self:

suppression and réverence for. authouty The

commsnder-n-chief knows: best; how, to place
and. when to'move his forees; TLet:each soldier
throw all his energy into-dding the work
‘manifestly allotted to him. Let him not en-
deavor, without regard to dlscxphne to con-
quer the world by any coup-de-main ; let him
look rather to eventual..success: ;.through the

united action of the: Church :in-its integrity

working ‘along such well:considered: lines as
her leaders feel assured have the sanction of

‘their Master.

LAY READERS.

A subscriber writes enquiring whether “a
Lay Reader is allowed to, or can he if he
wishes, write his own sermon, as Jong as it is
according to the forms of the Church of Eng-
land.” We unhesitatingly answer, ag a gene-
ral rule, no; such a practice being in our
opinion contrary to the usages and-practice of
the Church, as well- as to the- tlue intent and
meaning of the 23rd Article of Rehgxon and, to
the 49th Canon of 1603. We fear, however,
that the practice is one only too common, and
that sometimes episcopal countenance:is lent to
the assumption, under the .excuse that the ser-
mon shall be submitted for imspsction. We
entertain’ very-strong opinions s to the un-
wisdom of this course; as a rule, we believe it
to be.injurious to the lay. reade1, whether he be
5 student in a Theological: College aiming at
the ministry, or one fulfilling, the ordinary
duties of life with. no-such:intention'; and we
‘have no -doubt of its being injurious to the
Church, ‘We have heatd of young men, scarcely
in their teens, students, used under the plea of
necessity as lay readers,. teaehmg the. crudest
sort of theology, and most dogmatically- -agsert-
‘ing that which ‘those' ““old it the priesthood "
would hesitate to touch upon..” The: practice
leads to concéit and bumptmusness—quahtws

‘| far too common amorngst our ygung men—and

is, destructive of that, humxhty whmh should. be
characteristic, of one; wrhoge: aiml is; thej.discon-
ate or:: pnesthood . Anid-there:ds no -need for
the innovation! !~ Mgcallent’ sérmiots ' suffible



