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Ay or ’"“;’:””ﬁ”’ e J&v, some things| PROTESTANT CLERGYMEN PREACH-|both simple and sufficient—escess of political |
rh:C;:av;r:en\sﬁne :r;l Ot;llfarlo within the ING SUBMISSION TO ROME. zeal. Old and deeply rooted political associa-
bas yd d. s 1 ¢ ting would h?.ve e ations have blinded the eyes of some Protes-
een regarded as morally impossible, as being IN the battle which has arisen between those|tant clergymen, and have drawn them away
qu'lte outside the limits of reasonable consider- who object to any exceptional legislation |from the right path. They appear now to re-
ation. in favour of Rome and the friends of the|gard as trifles things which the Church of Rome

Those Protestant clergymen who are virtu- Papacy, the remarkable feature of the case is{has always held to be of the utmost importance,
ally preaching submission to Rome, may de- that we find a nunber of Protestant clergymen|and which used to be of great importance in
pend upon it that they are not carrying their supporting the Roman Catholic side of the|their own estimation too. The intensity of
people with them. 7/ey have forfeited their |SOntroversy. their gaze upon old political issues hinders
consistency by advocating that which all their The clergy of the Anglican Church appear|them from seeing the great issue of the day in
lives before, until a short time back, they to be almost wholly on the Protestant side ;]Canada. Their habit of living too much in

 isuld Bave tioet iR dignantly repudiated. |™€n of High Church views and men of Low/|the political past, and dreaming of it, is what

But the people will not so easily be drawn Church views are for once in agreement. Itis,|has sealed their eyes to the realities of the
from the old moorings. Giving the Church Stf&"ge_to tell, within the ministry of the|present.—7hke Toronto World.
of Rome a share in the secular government Methodist and the Presbyterian Churches that

of Ontario, is going too far for the majority of the most,conspicuous Prqtcstant champions of
Protestant people, we should imagine. Some |tB¢ PoPe's power in Canada are to be found.
day the blind guides who are now leading The adherents'of the Churches just named
people astray, to the extent of their influence, | "27¢ for a long time been on the Reform side

will get a tremendous awakening out of their of politics, by a large majority. ~Presbyterians
whose affinities were with the “ Auld Kirk ”

have been mostly Conservatives ; but in the
whole body the far larger number have been
Reformers. Among the Methodists, too,
taking clergy and people together, to be a Re-
former has been the rule, and to be a Conser-
vative the exeeption. And no wonder, either,
seeing that in time not so very far back old
country Governors and Canadian Tories joined
hands to deny to Methodist clergymen the legal

HOME RE UNION.

R

ORD Nelson sends to Churck Bells the
following extracts, showing from many
quarters a movement towards greater Catholi-
city.

An American Baptist's view is given in the
Weekly Churchman.—The line that separates
Methodists fron: Episcopalians is a simple air
line, a difference in the atmosphere; the line
which separates Episcopalians from many
other Christians is a line of Prayer-books; but
the line of fellowship which divides Baptists
from all other denominations is a canal. Is it

The fandamental error of these blind gunides of
ours lies here—they fail to comprehend the extent
to which the Church of Rome is using provineial
powers for her own aggrandisement. It may be
said : “ Oh ! was not Sir John in good accord with
that church before Contederation, and did not a
heavy share of his support ;come from Roman
Oatholic votes ? True, indeed, but .in _‘h°l° days not time to put a few convenient bridges over
who ever heard of Roman Oatholic interference |™ - : it?
with Protestant education in Ontario, or with the |fight of solemnising marriage, except under The Methodist Times, in a leading article
secular affairs of this province in any shape. How | conditions implying inferiority aad reproach. says :—* If we are to ;van elise the heathen
is it that such enoroachments as those of the| That Presbyterians outside of the Established ab’;o; d. we must close u ogr ranlis st Sonke
Church of Rome m Ontario, within the last few | Kirk, also Methodists of all shades of opinion A fea rt:ul responsibility [\)vill rest upon all ﬁh;

years, were never heard of in the former time— |as to church rule and order, should be on the do anything to perpetuate the existing divi-
never until Oonfederagion and the provincial [side of “ Responsible Government and the sions of the Churches, Nothing is easler thaa
rights craze gave Archbishop Lynch his opportu- | Voluntary Principle,” was natural enough. t0 sxagmerate the im. ctasos of doctriadl Ead
nity ? 'We see this, that things are being done in| And just as natural was it that the same men eccle:lgsti cal diﬂ'erep:ces woscially’ Hae
Ontario now which could not possibly have been |should be opposed to the pretensions of the Mich dtvide aad ker; Chul:ches thh e
done then. And we may see, further, that the | Cpyyrch of Rome, whether as a spiritual or as a = ced in the mal we;h d mw be
Archbishop, or somebody acting for him, adroitly political power. agr n the main. ¢ world will never

threw out the bait of Roman Catholic support of
provincial rights in matters purely secular or
territorial, in order to catch Mowat’s support of the

saved if we try to ram every jot and tittle of
Already we have progressed somewhat ; we|our peculiar views down everybody’s throat.
have found good reason why both Methodists| 7, things essential theve must be umity, but

church in its encroachments in those fields wherein and Presbyterians should lean heavily to the

it especially desires to encroach. Small matter | Reform :v,ide; fand patriotic reason, too, of
to Archbishop Lynoch where Ontario's western | Which neither they nor their descendants need

boundary is fixed, whether at Algoma Mills or|ever be ashamed. But observe that over all
within a stone’s throw of Winnipeg—if only the | the historical period indicated, these Reform-
boundaries of his control over legislation and |ers in politics—Presbyterians and Methodists
administration in the province be extended. - Mr. | together—were wholly opposed to the power
Mowat, simple soul | —swallowed the bait—fell|of the Church of Rome in Canada. They be-
into the trap—and now his defenders are at their | Jjeved that this power had increased too much
wits’ end trying to show that he did what was for|;)ready, and ought to be diminished. All the
the best all the time. But one thing he and his| . -e strange, therefore—is it not ?—to find
Protestant clerical defenders may be sure of. The Presbyterian and Methodist clergymen to-day
reaction provoked by that giga.x;t.io blunder of his trying to make the worse appear the better
is only beginning. 1t will not edol of and sabaide, reason, and to lead Protestant people into the
but will grow stronger and l?otter every year that itch of submisslon to Rome.

p-:s Be:' ?-:1(; g:rceohght Z::::::lr t:?:;:o 1;{?:: We have to face the extraodinary fact
:lm‘;).h::?oally thegr e::xgnt of time is against Mr, |that a number of Protestsnt clergymen, more
Mowat and his defenders. Revolutions do not go|Or less, are to-day conspicuous in advo-
buckward, and we are now only at the beginning

of one which it is beyond their powet to stay.—|Rome, and in advising the surrender of Protes-

The Toronto World.

— There is no luck, but there is such a|cerity of their Protestantism. After a good
thing as hard work and knowing how to|many different explanations proposed and

make it answer for what others call “luck.”

tant rights. How account for this? It will
not do to charge against these men that they
are consciously doing so, or-to question the sin-

things essential are by no means so numerous
as those who have been trained in narrow cot-
eries imagine. In the larger problem of evan-
gelising the world, as well as in the smaller
one of evangelising London, we must substi-
tute elastic bands for red tapé. The next gen-
eration will witness re-unions and federations
on a scale of which the world has had no ex-

shattered by the folly and O©bstinacy of the
Church of Rome.” ’

The Christian World directs attention to an
article by Dr. G. R. Crook, in the North Ameri-
can Review, ‘Why am I a Methodist?’ The
Doctor asks, ‘ What are the features of Metho-
dism whichjhave endeared it to its followers?’
In reply, he puts in the forefront the fact that
it draws a great distinction between opinion

cating the pretensions of the Church of|and religion. Some of Wesley’s expressions

on this point are (Dr. Crook says) memorable,
“ T offer,” the great field,preacher remarked,
“ o opinion on the term of union with any man,
I think and letthink. What I want is holiness
of heart and life. They who have this are my
brother, and sister, and mother.” And again :

rejected, we have to fall back on one which is

perience since the unity of Christendom was

“ 1 desire to have a league offensive and defen~




