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letter, or nearly so, from the first, and
at present seems to be unknown., A
code of Iaws cannot be effective with-
out a judiciary to expound them, and
an administrative department to en-
force them.  We have only to fancya
uvilcode in India, with esery plaintiff
and every defendant assuming  the
function of advocate, judge and jury,
in order to see how absurd it is to pro-
puse & coude of laws which can neither
be officially interpreted nor enforeed.
This explains why it is that nearly all
attempts in this dircetion seem  to fo-
ment discord rather than allay it.
How could it be otherwise when both
plaintil and defendant attempt to
pess judgment on the case in dispute?
Aclose and faithful study of human
nature will greatly assist us in con-
sidering this question.  Missionaries
are very much like other people, and
will continue to e like (l“ll\fl‘ prople.
When any two human beings ditfer
warmly over any question, it Is amaz-
mg how clearly each one can see his
ounside of iund how bLlind he is to
the merits of the other side.  As a
matter of fact, has not the average
tisswonary this infinmity in common
with otha men? And if so, what
wsstble use is there in laying down a
{u\\- for him which he will be sura to
mterpret n the light of his own in-
terests ¢ For instance, & missivnary
1> asked to intervene in a neighbur's
quarrel, and allows lis feelings tolead
lum into the dispute.  Heds reminded
ot a rule fuibidding such meddling,
but at unce replies, ** This is a case of
gross injustice. X am merely helping
the weak,” ¢te. Or, a discarded helper
comes to him for service.  He accepts
him, and when reminded of the rule
against such procedure, replies, “Yes,
but this case does not come under that
rule.  Thisman is in the 1igl,” ete.
It has been suggested that a com-
mittecof reference might be appoint-
«d, aud that all disputed questions
miaght Le referred to this body, but this
would ouly be adding to the difficul-
ties of the case. Could such a com-
mittee enforee its decisions?  And
would all missionaries be willing to
submit their cases to such a body?
Would not a certain class of men al-
ways be ready to show special reasons
why cach one's own particular case
should not be sent up to such a com-
mittee? In important cases a refer-
cuce o such a committee might seem
ntting cnough, but it is extremely
probable that many trifling ditferences
would be magnified by such a refer-
ence, and in this way a dignified com-
mattee would be made to figare ina

ridiculous light by being made the fre-
quent recipient of undignified com-
plaints.

If then we are to have no code of
rules and no mission boundaries, can
nothing at all be done to promote a
proper spirit of comity among mission-
aries? Beyond all doukt something
can be done, but not on the old lines.

First of all, there should be a radi-
cal change of policy. ,We should for-
ever discard the notion that mission-
aries cannot dwell together in love
and harmony. Instead of saying,
How good and how pleasant it is for
brethren to dwell apart in comity, let
us holdly and firmly maintain the
ground that it is a good and pleasant
thing for brethren to dwell.and work
together in amity. As a matter of
fact we all have reason to know that
brethren of different societies who
live and work <ide by side have fewer
differences than those who live far
apart. We ought to be ashamed to
proclaim to the world that we cannot
work side by side. In October last I
saw Christians of the London and the
Methodist Episcopal Societies in a com-
mon assembly day after day, takinge
council together, aud waiting on God
together, and it was impossible to dis-
tinguish between them. How much
Lietter this than to keep them separated
as if they belonged to separate castes!
We need not plant our stations in the
same towns for the mere sake of ex-
hibiting our fraternal love, but let us
no longer shun one another’s presence,
and thus almost ostentatiously pro-
claim to the world that we cannot live
together,

2. Asfar as possible both mission-
aries and converts should co-operate
in their common work, especially in
meetings for the promotion of their
spiritual life. Instead of having a
commiittee of reference for the settle-
ment of disputes; two or more societies
might have a joint committee for the

romotion of their mutual interests.
n former years the London and the
Methodist  Episcopal missionaries in
ICumaon had such a committee, and
the plan worked admirably. It isin-
finitely safer for us to attempt tolegis-
lIate in the direction of practicalamity,
than to attempt deliberately to make
provision for the demands of future
discord.

3. For the correction of unfraternal
conduct, and of all conduct which oy
be hurtful to our commaon cause, weo
must depend chiefly on the power of
public opinion, with now and then a
reference to the home authorities. We
raay G well assume, once for all, that




