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1. Any verson who UkM » paper regularly from the poet-offloe, 
whether illreete.1 In hie name or anothere, or whether he hag 
euhH<irll>o.t or not. le reevonalhle for payment.

3 If a pereou orders hie pai>er ill»eoutlnue<l. he in net pay all 
arreare, or the pnblleher may continue to *end It until payment 
|g made, and then collect the whole amount, whether the paper 
ie taken from the ofHoe or not.

3. In autts for eubeorlptlone, the enlt may he Instituted In the 
place whore the paper li pnhlUbed, although the subscriber may 
reside hundreds of miles away.

4 The courte hare decided that refusing to take newspapers or 
periodicals from the postmfflce, or removing and leaving them 
uncalled for, while unpaid, Is “ prima facie evidence of Intern
onal fraud.
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address label an their paper. The Paper Is Neat watl| 
ordered to he stepped. (Nee above derisions.
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LESSONS for SUNDAYS and HOLY-DAYS.
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Morning -Genesis n. to 80. Mark vii. 94 to vill. in. 
Fveulng—Oeneels xli . or x<1l. Romans xvl
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The Rev. W tt Wadleigh is the only gentle
man travelling authorised to collect subscrip 
tions for the " Dominion Churchman."

TO CORRFSVOXDFXTS.

A quantity of Correspondence and Diocesan News 
unavoidably left over for want of space.

ArKN0xn.KDOF.MNT8.—We regret that accident 
ally omission was made last week to credit the very 
able and interesting article •• Little Children ” to 
Ur. Norman McLeod, in Good Words. This may 
have the effect of drawing more attention to the 
article, which contains matter well worthy the 
earnest consideration of all who are concerned with 
the yonng. In some of oar Sunday Schools the 
wretched system is in vogue which Dr. McLeod so 
eloquently denounces. We need hardly say that 
Ur. McLeod is a Presbyterian, so that his testi
mony against any attempt to "convert” young 
children is most valuable. Such efforts are totally 
opposed to Scriptural direction, are a violation of 
human nature, are calculated to produce an in
vincible repugnance to religion on the part of the 
young, and can only result in changing the heavenly 
simplicity and self unoonciousness of childhood into
more priggish conceit, vanity and revolting spirit
ual pride. r

A WORD ON THE Montaovb Lettkrs.—We take 
opportunity of stating again that the article c 
taming the correspondence republished in tl 
columns between Lord Robert Grosvenor and Ci 
mal Manning, was taken as it was re-printed b' 
from the" Fnglish Churchman atid St. James' Ch 
\c e' wluch had also a leading article on these 
,pr8‘ ~^r' Lynch, Roman Catholic Arohbisho 

oronto, has denied that such letters ever v 
wntten. We, however, believe them to beauthei 
they have not been challenged in England. 1 
were puhhehed within a few minutes walk of Ct 
ufti Manning’s residence, by a number of ni

papers, yet no denial has appeared of their authen
ticity. It suits the policy qf Rome to cast doubts 
on all evidence against her of this kind. Rut it is 
vain to attempt the suppression of such facts.

We commend to the notice of I)r. Lynch the 
following facts. Home years ago a lengthy letter 
was placed in our hands to read in order to dis
cover for whom it was intended, as it had gone 
astray. I he letter, many pages long, was from a 
priest under Dr. Doyle, then Bishop of Southwark, 
to a prirst at Donay. In that letter were remark» 
on the bishops and priests of the Roman Church, 
far, far, more severe, than those in the Montague 
correspondence. This letter was unsigned save by 
a mark, its authenticity was beyond all question, 
it was lost out of the pocket of a travelling friend 
of ours, a Thurifier at Southwark, pro Cathedral, 
and we repeat, contained revealations as ter the 
private opinions of Roman Catholic priests of the 
most damaging character.

A \ n.oAR Error Exposed.—The Church Review 
trenchantly exposes the vulgar error xvhich makes 
the unity of the Church to consist in a mere agree
ment as to certain doctrines, regardless of organi
zation. This notion is indeed the great liereeg of the 
day, and is eating ont of Christianity its very life 
as a cancer does the life of the body. " Now the 
thesis that organization is not an adequate basis of 
unity is absurd, and inconsistent with common 
sense and fact, as well as doctrinally false. As a mat 
ter of fact, there is no other form of real organization. 
Thus the unity of the family rests upon the parental 
organization, the unity of a nation upon organiza
tion of race, the nnity of a sect or religious body 
upon organization of government or outward rules, 
and the unity of any society whatever, such as the 
Freemasons or the Oddfellows, takes the same in
dispensable shape. Holding the same opinions on 
certain subjects may cause men to be very amiable 
to each other, and not to pull each other’s noses, 
but it does not make them one. Neither does 
mutually consenting to sink differences make them 
one ; it is simply agreeing to differ. Nor does 
toleration make men one , it is simply refraining 
from abusing each other. To be mutually ami
able, to hob nob together, to agree to differ on 
non-important subjects, is a usual result of being 
united organically ; but the relation of the two sets 
of facts is never that of ideality, but is always that 
of ocoasion and consequence. The Protestant 
mind is especially subject to these misnomers, 
which lead to the formation of false generalizations, 
and unfortunately these latter stand to it in the 
place of a theology. Very comical results are often 
exhibited, one of these being the present sugges
tion that the Church of England should modify 
her doctrines for the purpose of uniting all bodies 
of Protestants. This is to assume that organic 
unity is in itself a thing of no value as compared 
with the truth, but nevertheless to propose that the 
Ohurch should abandon her views of truth in order 
to secure organic unity.

Organization alone gives unity.—As organiz
ation is the only possible basis of complete nnity— 
so that it is, in fact, of the essence of it—it is also 
easy to prqve that it is the best means of produc
ing the results which Protestants pretend to prize, 
such as mutual tolerance, complaisance, and agree
ing to differ ; not to mention that, apart from or
ganic unity, these highly prized results very com
monly proceed from a feeling of indifference abont 
truth altogether. The toleration so much canted 
about in these days every one knows to be, in the 
majority of instances, the extremely liberal process 
of making a present of that which we care next to 
nothing about, while in all other instances it comes, 
not from the heart, but from the head. It is 
rarely the case that oneness of feeling among the 
members of the same family is guaranteed by simil
arity of views on all topics ; its guaranty is the 
family connection, and this is organic. The same 
thing is notoriously true' of all bodies of men who

* / v ,: ■> au uuiwaru Dorm independent of mere feeling, and in proportion as it is ho 
independent. They are animated bv esprit de corps 
and the feeling operates to mocify their individual
' i^enC/8' c8tr,the fien8e of fellowship should be 
infringed. St. Paul never instructed his Corinthian 
converts that so long as they contrived to think alike 
upon every imaginable subject, it was a matter of 
indifference whether they continued within the apos
tolic organization or farmed new societies of their 
own. He taught them the reverse, viz., that to 
long as they avoided making fresh parties—that is, 
so long as they preserved the integrity of their 
personal connection-they ought not to expect a 
minute similarity of opinion on points upon which 
tne Church had not pronounced. Intellectual differ
ences existed even between the Apostles themselves 
for we suppose that St. Paul laid stress upon one 
side of a doctrine, while St. James laid stress upon 
the other. But there was only one Apostle's fellow 
ship, and while all belonged to it the whole truth 
was preserved in its coherance and its power. It 
is when religious leaders form pretended Churches 
of their own that difference of opinion sets them off 
at a tangent away from each other, and that it may
differ^ Wlth tmth th&t tbey no lon*er agree to

Organization Essential to Truth being Kept.__
Organization precedes troth, for troth* is simply 
describing organization in words. Indeed, to be 
all for “truth ” and nothing for organization, is to 
make not only Church, and priesthood, and Sacra
ments, but God, and Christ, and the acts of Christ, 
words, and not beings and objects. It is to treat 
onr notions about a thing as everything, and the 
thing itself as nothing. Mr. Gladstone enjoys a 
considerable following among English politicans, 
each one of whom has formed an opinion about his’ 
excellencies, and poaeeees a more or less distinct 
image of general personality, in his mind ; but it 
is not their opinions about their leader that join 
them together, but the fact that he exists, and, in 
their view, deserves their encomium. A true belief in 
Christ is of the highest moment, but it is the act of 
the Redeemer and His Person which really alter 
man’s condition, and create their relations to Him 
and in Him to one another. Belief is the act of 
the mind which is preparatory to our individual 
appropriation of the Redeemer’s acts, but unless 
the Redeemer existed, and His operations were in 
progress towards ns, belief would be inoperative 
and useless. Men are saved and are united to Christ 
in one body, not by their own opinion of what He has 
done, but by His own aetual deeds and His own actual 
outcoming to them as objects of His power and benefi
cence. As the Redeemer of mankind become a visi
ble organism for the purposes of redemption, it is 
at least antecedently probable, that, as in the old 
Church, so in its universal development, this 
organization would adopt by Divine appointment, 
an outward and efficient counterpart, and on the 
face of the Prayer Book this is the fundamental 
belief of our Church. Organization is the basis of 
all forms of social unity, a Divine organization is the 
basis of Christian unity. Men’s opinions may be 
sincerely entertained, nay, they may be commend- 
ably accurate, but apart from the divine organiza
tion they inevitably lead not to nnity but to divi
sion.

A Noble Offer.-—We are informed that the 
Rev. Professor Boys, M. A., Trinity College, has 
offered to give $500 towards paying off the debt of 
the Toronto Diocesan Mission Fund, on condition 
that nine others pay a like sum before June next 
so that the whole debt of $5,000 may be wiped 
out. We trust this noble offer will meet with early 
responses from onr well-to-do laymen.

—Pardon, peace, and vanotification is like a 
goldon chain which Christ h.-ngs around the neck 
of his followers.


