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a1 6 -onresentation of the position nf these gen- |« yiolata® hov cotupaat witu the State. Tha ¢ Chuxyh of Bo-thud i 0w Al eX protling Jusfus Briitns Booth  Eepoating the
Wha Will fate, :{ﬁ;:f}'\" c‘\f;ﬁ.{ z)l‘uyp\?l[p:;ov.';r that (heir ch-l:;ch Conrts n&‘eg 1820, proviouy ta 1843, ; £99 much fiom-popmlue eleotion § that botlt Tiord’s Prayer,

Who will oare?
Whiae walls Lenogtls the dafstes,
Up a0t th bae cheach-yerd mould,
Anl the Yoo omp, 0% T e0e feces
.4y 3 4t gz A 11av rad coldg
When w2l ate itoal ¢ e uid S0rTaY,

ADd tan il of wr dlity Hlo--
Bleep 10 U MO piled 1G-MNIIW,
With 63 litteraesa of stvilo— .- :

Who will care?

Who will eare?
Who will caan to wean abavo U3,
Tvia, ouf g0 white whtts ond ottll,
Underneith the ehiny of sumnior,
When sl patares pulios $hrill,
f'o & now ity giy and tender,
Full oi beausy, rickuand pieet,
And t 20 world 33 olad in spleadonr,
Tbat the scars chall nover roeas,
Wao will care?

Who will care?
Whon Queen Autamu’s flowers 2lossom,
And sio sloops with pity dows,
With u whito floser for vuir bosom
Taken from her royat crown?
Who will comoe to kuoel 12 5ity,
$iy our loug and narcow bod,
Whon the wild winda slng their ditdy, R
In the grussas o'or our hoad—
Who will cars?

Who will care?
When the gpring-time’e glad smilo Ungers,
On tho mendows far.and wide,
And 830 dro,s, from rosy fingors,
Bloom and lonf on gyery side;
Who will came with tander yearnings
To th gravos of thoeddhey lsg?
Who will sigh for aur Yefuming,
To tirolr presouco and,fholr kisy~
. Who will care ?

Who will care?
Who will think of whils handi I5ing,
On o still and silont hreast;
Novar morg to think of fighing,
Evor moro $o Kuodw of reet? -
‘Who willcato ? ta oug tan toll us;
Bat {trost and poaco befall
Wil it mattor if thoy miss us;
Or thoy miss us not aysl?
, Hot at all.

Union and tho tho:Church of Bcotland
Difficalty.

Haltor BRITISU AMERICAN PABINYTRRIAN,

Drar Sir,—Before proceeding to discnes
‘the ab.wvo subjeé?, as proposed.in my last,
allow mo a few soutoncod:with referenco to
recent correspondents. Aund first, #8 re-
gards your most volumnious writer. I
would simply say that-I withdraw from tho
conteat «ith soevaral other writers, who en.
deavored to cxplain questions in dispute,
and who are now evidontly withdrawing
wom tho field, simply becauso it s found,
worso than useless to disonss with such as
ean diszover no light orxenson, but through'
thoir own lsary ileasan l verbuse writings;
and wh , whex they oauno® reply to-the
reasonablo oxplanuations of those who av.
dontly dusive Chrintian forbaihanco, rotire
witli tho utinost solf-satisfaction into the
shrines of thair own superior sanclity, as if
allgood men shonkistand,bohold,admire and
be convinzed. W.ien men adopt this coursae
of argn.uant, tho only method that romains
is, to deal with them as our Lord treatod
the Essene-Preatists during His earthly so-
journ. [Hu let tiemalune, We do not find
thal he ver followed them one step into
their seclnsivo retroat of self-admiring sanc-
tity. Wo notico only ono word that this
writer quotos from iy lottor, and we rofer
to this because it reqaires no argument, but
an oxplanation. Onr friend, aftor insinu.
ating that 7 understood -the word * broud *
in the vamo gonso a8 tho Romish Church,
thon inquires what meamng I attach fo
the word. Well, when when one assumes
40 dofina tho senso w whioh -others nader.
stand doctrines and pritoiples, wo neod not
wond-r that he mirogates the right of show-
ing how wo undorstand words, ~ Our expla-
nation of our use of the word is: Asin tho
Canadn Preshyterian Church, there are
gomo who hold more lumted viows than-
others of the relation of Chureh and State,
7 conclude that this cxp -under of wordsand

rincaples adopted tho views of the Froo
Shareh, and thus tho views of the old
Rirk:~That the Supremo Lord not oniy
exore weil logislative awiliovity over Clhinrch
and State, but that his sorvavta should ex.
orcisc admimstranive authority m theso
respective conrts for the advaucement of His
Kingdom; and that to transgress or cast
contempt on fhe first lawa of either, is to
resist Hisauthority, I then concluded that
I lheld views ag broad as he iu these
respeels. It now sppears that 1 hold more
liborat views than he does. Ior while he
woull in praztico avail lnmsolf of the ight
of appeating to the aivil ewurt, he would
have un aci to cselndo others from this
privilese.  What T cham for myself I would
oheer-ully ¢ meede to athers. But aftor all
that e nad hie feienda have written, with
refereuco to the Meadship of Christ, I do
not Sud that they have adduced ono werd
from tiw mspired rulo of faith and pracice,
{o expinin or dufand theid position, or to
show how Curist ia Lo be praotically recog.
nised 18 Head of the Btate as weoll as of the
Churehi. [t is impossiblo to discover what
they would havo. Two things they keep
bofore thewm, tho adsnmed guill of the
Churelt « f Scotland, and the names of cor.
tain men na their lngheat authority and
axample, so that they nre taking tho initia.
tory atepe lowards tho Church of Romo,
Thay ncknewledye cortain humsan antheri.
tiea ns T ad's over tlio .Chursh, and the
Sinlo.  Aad tuvthor, they in effect-say:
Ve, the ministers of the true pricathood,
§neist on you, thi- miviélers of the old Kirk
subserib’ar nu arliols a3 wo dictate, We
do not deuy bur tuat thie articls iz to bo
found in the couf ssion of faith, and sub-
seribed by vou. Wo do u~t yot oall your
subser'bing t. our paper s *oonfession of
wrong “oing ;" but y wir anseht to our article
will hava donbie salutary rfloct-of afipeas-
ng onr ¢ puaiencess And will #o atone for.
your pa~t & n_, that we can ivecive yowingo
our Communion.” We ghink thisis & fuir

s . -

cource pyones of popory, thiy would dauht
Jesy ahiviak fiom suuﬂ & liro of conduer, It
pud fo find thuse whe, we ’csiro ta
in the oxerciso of that ¢he rity which
helpntia all things, with to honour th» Lovd
JFesmn Clirist, earry out thoie exolusivenoss
go aa to bring dineraoe on tho Ghristjan nume
and nwoless strifes and contentions among
Presbytorinns.  It-is indeed Iamentubla to
ind how thoso who ngsuma to raee their
flag higher than othors aud nafl their
colora aicft regred afl who do notl idolze
their idenls of perfeotion a3 turnishing theiv
Master's colowrs in tho dust, We lind
thouzhit that the true soldior of the cross
requirod to hold firmly by His Master's
colonrs, nntil ho had fought the good fight
and finished Lis course.  When hia colowrs
ara nailed his good work muat be done, It
will bo a nove speotaclo to see mon follow
o general who hag nailed his coloura, Itis
sarnestly hopod that fow will make the judi-
cions atterupt.

Now,asregards the SBcottishChurch, What
wo would say of this oft-agsailed church,
is not to proselytiso to our views, but rathor
to show that tho adhorents of our Church,
from our point of view, vegard oursolvos ns

sy
boliove,

‘honest-in our conviotions, snd as steadfast

in ndhenug to sounst principlos, ne thoso
who seeendod from that-aburch, 'Wo yia’d
to none in appreciation of the sincerity and
unobtrusive piety of not a few who left tho
Church of S#o:land.  But we call no man:
Lord and Master, Wae are fully persundod
that many ramained in the Sootlish. Zion.
from conscioutious conviclions that said
church, in the logitimate working of her
conatitution, is ontirely free fromn State
control. Wo have been led to entertzin
this belief, after anxious and eavnest in.
quiry, andmot-hecauss wo owe nnythin% to
her directly in early yoors. Many in hot
array against the Scottish Church, owe
divectly much more to ler toachings and
influenco. Indirectly, we owe overything
that we osteem mosat in human toaghiugs

and inflioneo. Had we boon like othirs,
roarod beside the parish ochureh, ou in the
parish manso, -wo -probably would havo,
valuod losa the golden opportunities,and be
moro rondy to despiso nnd.reprobate euch
advantagea. But while surrounded by thoso
who Jiad no good report of the old church,
wo wore trainod to cherish the most socrod
regard for hor as a venerable aud dwine
institution. And viewing our Church in
the light of ouc -early training, wo were
wary in recoiving the tostimony of her focs,
and digpoced to listen to the defenco of her
friends. Aund woighing: all that we conld
hear or read of this timio-lhionored church,.
wao could novor yet discover thdl her froo-

dom of acdvn, as & Church of Christ, has
boen: curtai od, sines the oldest living
mombe- of the Preo or old Kirk:was bap

tised at the baptisinal fount in the Scottich
Church, or that slie had one shadow of en-
cronchmeut from the. State, :but that to
which she had.rendered herselflinblo; that
if Jior church courts weoro mvolved in civil-
damaae, it was buchnse the church courts
-failed toasgort tho rights of or poople, or had
violated her constitution, which thoy were
solerunly bound to maintain. Wo would
not then outor tha proposed Union as crim-
inals, sucing for patdon, beenuso of our
connection with tho Scottish Church, but in
tho cloar nuderstanding t*at neither we nor
our church are to bo rogarded rocreant to
impor ant prisciples, We desiro  unob-
trugively tn give sgomo roasons for the hope
that 18 11 us, regardiug the safo position of
tie Scottish Coucch, In order that on:

anhontns may have somo weight woh

tuoso who diffsr from us, wo shall
manly quoto from those outsido the Scut
tish Zion.

Wo find Dr. Chaimers affirming in 1828,
with much movo of tho same knd, ** We
have no other comnumication with the
State than that of being maintained by i.
« « « Wenare oxposed to nothing from
without which can wviolate tho aanclity of
hor  apoatolical  charncter, if  our-
solves do wot violate it. In thinua
occloatasacal wo demda all. o . . [t
should never be forgotton, that in things
acclewastienl the the highost Court of our
Churcti 18 amenable to po power on earth
for its d-cisons,” &c. In the year 1843,
one month or liss before the disruption, the
lato Dr, Burns. in a speech of great posver,
bofore the Synod of Glasgow and Ayr,
uttirs rentunents similar to the above in
dofenen of the Established Church of Scot-
land., (We regret that we cannot quute from
lus sponch, a8 this and many other papers
of tina class passed from our hands. Hav.
mg long avo satsfied ourselves regarding
the sate and ndependont position of the
Church of Scottand, and having nover cher.
ished the conrert of being ablo to convince
then who - differed from us, wo were not
carcful to presorve these papers). We have
not only the testimony oF these eminent
orclesia-ticil  anthorities, that  the
Church of Seotlund, “in things ccclesins-
tical dccide all,” but we have the lughest
civil tnibunal in Scotlannd, declare on an
an apperal from the Chmich courts, by tho
mims.er of Fraserborough in 1851, the very
Aontin.en ¢, in ro'erenco to the indep nlont
position of the Church of Scotland, that the
autiority already « uoted, oxpressed twenty-
iwo 7 ars hef ce. This cvil tribunal-—there
boing five judg ¢ on thoe bonch all conenr-
rng—Jle~tare ** That whon the questiwn i
purelv ¢ celemnstienl, the civil courts hava
no xight to mte fere; that ihoy muss trust
to the Chimich Courts doing its duty, and it
is suprome, aind is parallel to the High
Cou t of Just'ciary, from which no appeal
to any Civil Chuet, can, under any ci.cum-
ataucen, ever a-ai'.” Ishould liko to know
what testimoay ¢nn ho ever more oxphicit
and eatisfactory thsn these concurrent testi-
monies,

Accorling to Dr. Chalmers, *Wo are ox-
preed-to nothing from  without which can
violute the panctity of our apostolical char-
actor, if oursolvos do not vio{’ate it." Thoero
wWas. & cnm;‘mct of long atanding botwaen
Church and State. Aud the conscquent do-
fenco of the State long proved of incatim-

.able value, instend of it~ once.pere.e iting

power. The simpi question {bat cotues o
us, .who ‘‘yiolated" this contract? 'Noi.

‘withstanding all that has been writien, we
.could never find. that -the Biate passed an

act or did auything'to eneroach on o- cur.
tail tha rights of any charsh for many years

beforo or sincs tbe disraption. Dut tu us
it iy very maaifest that the church did

did violals her constitaticn as o Blu'é
Chureh, snd.consequontly did involvw hex-
golf in civit damages, And wo hold that
whatever conrt violates hor own contract,
that court, . whether vil or eeclosiaatiesl,
ghould ruffor tho weritod penalty.  The
majority i tho Churel Courte viotated thid
compeet in two yeapests, In torms of this
agrecmont hetween Charch and Sc_nto.'ux_:l_v
the mwinisters of pwishes wnd their Rulmi;
Riders had the right of sitting in Church
Cauwts.  The Churoh Courts, howover, enl-

owerod the Chapels of Ease ministers, to sit
in their conrts, without <coking the conout-
renee of the State, and thus the Gharch
became an illogal tribanal, swud liavle to
have hier Accisions reviewed by the oivil
Courls. Were tho thres logally constitat
od Trustees of one sahool to add o fonrth to
thoir numbor withoni secnring the conour-
raneo of those who gave therreives legal
power, and then attempt to deposo their
tonchor, thay would at onge bo involved in
civil dnmages, and could not expel their
teachor, however unworthy of hig situation.
Accordingly in the Church of Seotland,
aftor the admission of the Ghapel of Ease
ministors into the Church courts, when an
unworthy ministor was summoned before
the illegal church tribunal, ho would raiso
abjactions to its constitution, and apply to
the civil courts for redress, and whon it was
cloarly shown that the church court was
illegally constituted, the Judgoe was com-
pelled to issus an interdict againet further
procoedinge.  Now this was ropresented as
nu invasion by the civil courts ou the spiri-
tual functions of the Church, Wheéreas wo
contond that the Chureh Courts was the
aggressor. DBut it hasoften beon said, “The
Ministers of the Chapols weve as Hood and
often botter and wiser than somo of the
parish Ministers, and thereforo should-have
a yoice in the Church.” This may.be true,
but whon there aro advantages in any réla-
tiond, whethor in Chureh or State, thero
must also bo restrictions, and those ad-
vaniages: cannot possibly be permanently
enjoyed, except by conceding to each its
reapectivo vights. ~Every church must hiave
rulos and contitions for tho regulation of
her Church Courts, and must also ba éave-
ful ot to invade the civil riglits of individ-

sual membors, and this is nut less necossury

in a Churen in compact with the State.
And it should b observed that nlthou%h it
was pronounced a grent wrong that their

ministers had no legal voice in tho nfinirs-

of the Chureh of Scotland, the Freo Church
was not long in oxisience uuntil her Courls
enactod o rule, that a district or community
that failed to faiso £80 foi-tho support of a
winistor, ‘wat not ontitled to a sharo iti the
Sustentation Fund, and consequently can-
not have o secttled minister, entitled: to
adjudicato in the spiritual or secular mat.

‘tors of their church., Aud why shimld that

bo heldup s a great evil in ono clinrch, and
18 just and rightcons in atother? But that
whioh was regarded a felt ovil in tho Church
of Seotland,mighthave beon onsily romediod,
o ns to provent the mauy troubles that
were oceasiotied by the pissing of this Act
previous to 1848, ~ Smnco then thix disale
lowance has beon removed., By asimplo
process boforo tho court of Tiends, these
ministers of the Chapels of Eave aro rrapow-
ered to git and adjudicate in the Church
Courts, During the last twenty years

about 200 churches have been endowed.

with.competent snluries, and their winisters
havethe iull right of taking parlin the
soveral Church courts, and there is every
prospect of having 100 wore added ore
luny.

Again, tho Church violated her compact
with the State when the “Veto Law” was
passed.
tho Church 1nto trouble, Dr. Chinliners and
mauny other wise connrellers were strongly
opposed. By this law the poople wero al-
lowed to reject a licontiste of the Church
without assiguing any reason. It also ro-
stricted the right of call to male heads of
famlies, being cwmbunicanta. By the
constitution of the Church in her alliance
with tho State, the Preseutee had a right to
be put on s tnal before-the Church, and
the Chureli Court logully cunstituted, had
the puwer to admut mto, or exclude lnm
from t.o parish to which ho had been pre-
sented. Had the Church adhered 1o hior
awn constitution, it tight always be snid
of lter, “In tlungs ecclemastical we decide
all." At the disruptionn the Church of
Scotland was released by those who mainly
constituted tho majority in brmging the
Church Cowmrt mto collision with the State;
and then practically acknowledging her or-
ror by purging her Courts and procecding
to legislate with que regard to her constis
tution.,  As the result, the Church Courts
fiud that no appoal to any Civil Court, can
under anv circutastanco avail.*

It is (rue that the much mi-reprosented
Lord Aberdeen’s Bill was pasged aftex the
digruption.  This act certumly docs nat
restrict, but perhaps somewhat extends the
potverot the people,  Weo should like, did
space pertutt, to give this entwe Act. It
wmore especially nuthorizes, that*aif uny one
or more Parishionoers, bemg wembers of the
congregation has any objections to the in.
dividval prosented, 1 respect to his minis-
tenal gifts or qualities, either m general, or
with vespect to that particular parish, or
any reason to state ngainst lis setilement
ju that pavish . . that if the Presby-
tery m judieatory of the Chuich shnll come
to the conclusion, as their judgmentm the
whole muatter, thut the said oljections or
reasons, or any of thom are well fonndad,
aud that in respéct thercof, the individul
presented is no: o qualified and  su.table
perron for the fusetions of the ministry,aud
vught not to be eettled in the smme, they
shall determine to that effect,” &e.  Aec-
cordingly it is well kaown toevery one who
has watched tho acttlewont of mmidtera in
tho Courch- of Scatland, during the last
thirty yoars, that -tho Church Courts have
absolute control in adnmitting and rejecting
Presontecs, atid thal Clitrch Courts hdve
rejected worthy ministers, chiefly, if not
salely, because tho majority of tho * parish.
joners was adverso to their boing setiled.
Dut our settled conviction 1a that too mich
hias Geen 1hnde of this “popular election,”
a8 tho right of the people. Oue of 4he

-most enlightened Christinn  Philosophers.

liviug, and ouce of the Free Chareli, aliowa
that the
Cexpeete
gea’” We Lulicve the majsity e

To tlus law, a8 ealculated to bring:

q\'ostF‘theu of tho Free Churph,.
d'too much from ‘popular eles:

§ Oliurchios fwre 1IN £ move phice t this eles
! mont than the Word of God  anthorizes,
! Chia we shuwal in your» paper in May last,
| It wo might eawly speaty instanced in
which thera  had been mors  unsoemly
proceedin g in conneation with  the sottls
racnt f ministors, putside of the B tabtiah
od Chureh during Inte years than thers had
beenformany yesrs in the Old Chavely;
whaso tho presenea of the military would
Liavd beon o gonmely veliof. In one instance
tha 1umbors of Conrt proposed to sond for
the ssaistanee of the civil athorities. . We
stato thia solely ¢ show that trouble may
and do ariso outannde of » Charch having
Iny patronage.  As tho result of this prea.
gure for popular oleion in _Soutland, we
find that a Romuh pricstin Edinburgh and
anothor in Gasgow, wera olected to tane
charge of tho Educstion of {rath in Scot.
land. A priest of Rome controlling the
education o truth in Scotland! The Church
of Seotland did 1ot rairo a fingor to bring
about such a stato of thinue, but her
enemies, Is this advancing Christ's Hoead.
ship over the Ciureh and natlon?  For
ourselves, we chall infinitely prefer to seo
.any Presbyterian Ciureh in Scotland  bhav.
ing tho entire coutrol of schoola and Uni.
versities than seo popular clection arrive ot
such a stato of marters. Our consorvative
principles are sviely tried in presence of
such and the prespect of the emd.  What
wonld Knox ruy of thoge who helped to
bring bring about this in the lsnd that
foug'l’\t 50 long to east off the domination of
Ronte. Wo cannot think that this can be
pleasing to the.Groat King, who hassot his
seal to the doom of Rume.

Scotland. We have Dr. Hanva'y, of the
Freo E. Presbytery, aund author of the
“Lifo of Christ"—oune.of the 1wdst valuable
worka on this groateat of thewes—wo find
him nobly declars, years ago, thal it is
wrong to charge the Church of Scotland
with denying the Hondahip-of Christ ovet
His Church. Also A Smith, ai that
timo member of the same Presbytery, ut-
tors o ginilar sentiment in a germon  pub-
lished by him. Bomo of his less gencrous
brethren desirod him to withdiaw it. This
‘be vofused to do, And voluntes might ho
adduced from those within the Chureh,
proving to a demonstration, a8 wo think,
that this oft repested charge was withont a
shadow of fovndation.  \Wo aro roady to
make allownuce for the foreing discussions
of thoso daya whon popular vizhts were so
warmly discussed and when damages wore
incuered by tho Cuursh Convts coming into
collision with the Civil courts, but wo can.
not undeestand how any telligmmt Clwi .
tian man, who ling taken an juterest in th
-£ato of Presbyterianis, cun porsist in mam-
taining that the Church of Scotland donivs

the same ameunt of fairness, wo baliove,
the Fiee Chuich of Scotland.uay bo charg
od with ernatinnism, whon the Civil cou-ts
compelled hor courts to *‘sutiafy pro™s .
tion" i the fatnous case of MeMillan of
Cardross, aftor her Geineral Assembly do-
posed him without heariug liis case, in caid
coutt, interme of the laws of his Cimch,
‘on learmug ¢ & ho had applied to the civil
court for counsel.

It is our delhiborate and inatured opinion,
that therdis not o Churchin Scotland more
independent in.tho exerciro of all that ap-
pertaina to the #)ivitna) and ecclrsiasti-
cal jnrisdiction of a Chuvel of Clirist, and
that thoreis not munther Chuveh §y the
wat1d that has moro unrestrained pavor for
Aning gonld than the Churely of Sroflaad
Wo do not ask the ¢ *who differ to adopt
thees sedtimeits.  Wo beliove, morcover,
that the Chnrel of S2ntlaud wag falaely. ac.
cured.  Thevefore to concede an artiole
as a basisof Union, that wonld in the re-
motest dogreo imnly that wo or the Church
to which wo have hLeon connceted was
guilty of this charze. would, wo ¢ nerive.
he involving ourselves in the sin of otherg
We are not prepared to do this. We have,
it must de admitted, more than enough sins
of omission and crwmmissiern of our own to
couferg and wo ontured more than enongh
unjust declamation bueanre of our connee-
tion with the Chureh of Seatland, and wo
are propared ta beara continnation of this
to the end of onr davs, rather than make
what we regard ne unjust conencginng, Lot,
then, what has been waid of unneceasary
& wxm awd denial of the Headship, be sot
asido, snd no mare ba aek down tothe ac.

-count of eithor, otiarrigs it is bottor to
drop the ilea of Union, unt.! wa shall have
loamed ta practice more Cliristian charity.
Tor ourselves we are a thaugand times sick

“of theso profitless disputatons—that min.
istor strife with little edificntion. Lot those
who wish to tranamit the old war cry asa
heritage to their children and to all, con-
tinne toupholdatrifs and ~antontion and'bit-
terness hotween t! e Proshvierian families
whi'e *hei« hraath et «if they will have it
g2, I mean tlis to he iy last letter on this
urhanpe quectian unlacg  gpeeinl causo
rhonld arisv,  We havg dona our best to
forwar] the peopasad reunion.,  Our best
hopo for nn'on waa not for au weak efforts
or tha hest human efforts,  We had been
for some time indyleing the fond bolief
that the Great Tead of tho Church way
working ve'y graciongly sud powerfullv on
the heavts of the propleproparing thens for
Unior. Shonld we not see and acknow-
ledga g vight hand in the (riandly  inter-
conyrso and charifuble utterances exchanged.
by thore were only rocently in cold oppos-
ing ranks.
hope of the Union. Our ennfidance i+ that
Ho who har begun the rood work will earry
it on to completion. And wa da pity the
man. who can only rep it his duty to use
his influenop and his. efforts to retard or
provent so desirrble a consumination,

I am, yours very truly,

Avex. McKav.
The Manse, Eldon, 0th Jan.. 1874.

Tt is no diegrace for anch who have the
gt and grace of extemporary prayer sems-

behoof.of othara, .Jasob, thongh he conld
have marelied on at & man'a pace, yet was
-careful.-nokio ovenltive tlie childran and
owes big with young, Tét ministers re-
- member (o bring up the rear in their con
gregations, that the meanest may go alogy
with them du sheir devations,

But further, as regnrds tho Church of-

the Iendship of Christ over His Churgh, ot
persist in chargiug her with erastanism, With-

Theveforg wa do not vel lase |

{imos to use a rat-form, for the benefit and.

—

. Tho Lord'a Prayer oontainx sisty-five
finplo words, and no other three-score-and-
five hnd avor basn tauather on o many has
munlips, Fora thonaand yeurs they havo baon
the Lansohold, the aeadie words 6f lirvistens
| dom, _Obildren fnnumorable in both hem-

i¥phares Bave beea tanght o any thim in
their flest lessona - uriicaluto spesch,
Thay hava been the prayer of all ages acd
conditions; nttored by mitred bishops in
graad eathadrals, nid lsped by poor mon's
-childron, with eloval eyos in eots uf straw
at night;  Tho icet of forty generativus, 0%
it were, havo hoen trodded out of thom.
Indeed ono often heurs tham frora the pal-
pit #s if they were tyora ont by repatition.
A (ow protontionsly eduentod minds oy
cven ank their seorot thoughts, “Can these
ey words live?”  Yex, they have beon
madoe to live with overpowoering vitality.

Junius DBratus Beoth, tho celohrated
tragedian, was & mun who throw into his
imporsonation an amount of heart and
sonl which hia originals sould searcoly have
equalled.  Hea did Richard IIL, to-the lifo
snd move.  Hohad made human passions,
emotions, and exporionces his lifo gludy.
o could not only act, but feel ingo, love,
despair, hato, ambition, fury, Lops, aud
rovenge, with a dopth of forco thsi half
amazed his anditors, o could trAnelate
himself into the hevo of his imperaonations,
and-he could breathe & power into other
uen's written words which perhaps was
uover surpassed. And, what is ratltbr ve-
markable, when lie was inclinod to giva il
lustrations of tins faculty to private gircles
of frionds, o nemly nlways solected some
'})nnsugOS from Job, David, or Tsaial, or

ioly 1men of b1, When ah asjiting young
P;olessor of Harvard Univeraity " ‘went o
1im by night to nek a little advice or in-
straction for qualifying himself for an oras
tor..tho vetran tragedian oponed the Bible
and read o tfow vorses {rowm Tgrink in'a way
that made the Cambridgo scholar tremble
with wwd, a9 if the prophot had rison from
tho deall and Wworo ‘uitering his sitblime
visiong in hiseara. Hé was then refiding
in Baltimore, and n  piond, utvans
-gentlowan of tho city, hearing of his .o
derful power of olocution, ono day insite.
Inm to dinmor; alihough strongly depress g
ing the stage and all theatsicdd 1
manees. A largo compune .
table und on retnrnim: 1. -
one of them reqguested :
favear-to them to rep:
Fo signitied his wilhy; -
-and all oyes were fis. -
slowlg'l aud revi'umntly *
o irésubling with the buetes o7y

cepbiona,” H& had o rend 2 s POl %‘:M: o
atiributes and prosence of ., Al"‘-r ;%f?
Buing ho was to address. 1y, uq tﬁ,i",g,
form himselSinto o poor,u |, o gpmbli
bonighted, needy sapplic i --“xitvrin hmg.
ayéy arking hread, pardar, ,,1“‘, "m,l{ g!(‘i'
unce.  Suys ouo of the ¢ m,, e l,mﬁ‘,l,‘:
“It wus wanderful to wovic 4, l) ; f
rmuotions that convuleed iir '(.:,,_‘ntl);ny 0
He beeauwro doady pule, wnil i n:::cc.
¢d tromblivg, upward, .- "’fsti l:ﬁ;
tcavd,  Aad yethe had nes « -‘,*,;,0 ‘rl"lh
silence could bo felt; it hriiv'« vsolut "
ly pamful, until at Iast the 4§t N ‘brok o
as it by an oleetrio shock, &« idis . 1 ;o 'ﬂ_;
vaice, fromn white lips, ayllaii;. 1 """."l ?30‘.
Father wiich artin How.on, w7 DU

werfor
"ty the
Laving: room

« 43 n special
nl's prayer.

o gratify thom,
‘wonu him, He
< from his ohair,

ps+hos and forvid salenimity th.., :‘,’:vahs
ull hearts,  Ho finwhod 3 the w0 c‘on

uuuedl; not a varco was hoard.
moved 1 bis mpt sudionee, e

reuiote cormer olg the room..n \l‘:l" {?m ﬂ'
was henrd, and the old goututyrs. [Zﬁ
Liost) stopped forward, with aeec, o, (the
and tottering frano and seiz. \='}§“.u,’1 oylf "
the hand.  Sir,’snid ho, in bre %, 'a.'-:c:lmtsy
‘you have nfforded ma a pleasu. for 1 hish
my who.o hte will feel weatefist, ~ Ve
okl man, aud every day from b vl m.'l ‘in
tho presout timo Uthought 1 b ) \‘lf'f § 3
tio Lord's Prayor; but I haver ', ., “; iy ed
it beforo, never!  *You nre rl.,v,';" \eﬂrd
Booth; ‘to read that prayer a3 '.,t{','lg
read caused wme the s veragt ‘m,“‘ ! 3
labor for thirty years, and I am ¢ {.n
beivg eatisfied w1 b wy rendoriny | e
wonderful production. Haedly own™
in ten thousand comprehonds” li p-.r&tﬁ
beauty,tonderness and grandiurc.an s (D n.

‘| densed in u space se small, padjre ‘iuwx-
sitaple.  That prayer itsell suftic.n ";‘ ? '-lo
lustrates tho truth of the Bib e, nad - ¥ Le
upon 1t tho seal of divinity,' Sn oy 04 :
tho effect producad, says oy i+’ l:-;‘?
“that couversation was enstaine: pas o
short tuno lovyer, in subdued ¢ 'm,-'&
Inbles, and almost entirely censes ,‘)1"“"1
soon after, at an early houv, the o o
broke up and rotirod to their severa! b2 2"F
with sad faces and full hearts,* Kl

“Can theso words livo?"  Let quy oy
‘their ‘ife bi,' ropotit on, ask any one of to

company that listened to Juning Lea' .

Booth on that evening, to say what . 3,
opinion on that question.  But sowo co
«cientions persons may possibly obji¢: th ,
tho offect be produced was dramatic; the,

ed feeling.  Suppose this be granted .
artificinl or counterfeit fecling conld pr.
ducs ruch effoct, what impressious oungiv:
not geuuing emotion in tho utterancs o
that sisaplo-and beantiful prayoer to gro-
ducy on an acdionco.— Ten-Misute 1al"s
—by Blhu Buiriit.

. Prager to God is o moral neceasity.
ia tho iugtinet of hurmnnity-~oftho croatire
towaxd the Creator. Beforo rerson gad
without, the foul, inits conecivus infori-»
ity and weaknoss ciies to the great Creatur
for-help.

‘Thousnuda more would find it e to
love God'if they hnd not such mi:gablo
types-of Hind'in the eelfaccking, impulse-
ditven, putpdaolon®, faithfoss hiinps whe
are alliy lef_ havae for father and mather,and
to whom they are no dearer.tuan her litter
ié to the unthinking dam.

o friendly fo all; lint make wons your
frionds natil they know you and your know
them. Many a friendship, born in the
darkiess of igiorance, hath died suddetl
in the Yxht of beltur scquaintauce wit
each othor,

rR

of that

ho only.jave to the words the force of nel -

LIS

Iy 4 inuselo

who thinke, and almost saysd they hive L




