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faith need be kept with hereties '; how can they
imagine that the hatred of Jesuitism to the cir.
culation of Holy Scripture is any less raging in
our days than when they filled France with the
lood of the poor Huguenots, and hunted Bibles

olit of cottages and palaces alike, with fire and
sword ? ' Oh ! but the times are changed, you
know,' etc., etc. Such is the cuckoo-cry of
cowýardico and stupidity everywhere, in our

land. Now, look at this story of the Bible in
Fanac--nay, of only the Four Gospels in the
Frenc Ropublic, in our own times.

Ona Dec. 4, 1886, the work cof Laserro was
approved by the Pope himself, and began to be
circulated as aforesaid. And on Dec. 20, in the
year iolloiving, the saie book was condemned,
suppressed, and forbidden, by the same good
and venerable Pope Leo XI Il., who is no more
his own master than you are 'Infallible'
though lo is styled, he was overruled, humili-
ated, and forced to swallow dcown his own
words; and te make himself a pillar of remem-
brance, as te the utter nothingness of the
'Wlhitc Popo,' in the modern sect. The Jesuits
hiave revolutioned not only the doctrine and tes-
timoniy of the Fathers; they have created not
01nly a naew sect, but another P'apacy. Leo is
supreme only whien seated on the Jesuit tripod,
and letLing the 'Black Pope' speak oracles
th1rouaagh hlis lips.

What night net have been hoped for France
had Leo's approbation of the Gospel according
to iaserre been permitted to mean something
for. a ycar or two more? Crcdit McAll, or
credit the marvellous voice and persistoncy of
tie l'ere Loyson ; France was discovered to b
in a cundition te receive the Scripturos whieb

>body inigined. As when Moses smote the
ruck, the people rushed to the fountain to drink
'thie water of lifle freely.' Fivo-anid-twenýtty
1pophlir editions in a twclvemonth. And nadxt
a laly Editiou,' with coluinis for birtls,
leatls and maarriagos, gotten up by a society of
fomana Catholics-' reg:ardless of oxperse ' as
the phrase gos-the superb edition 1 have in
muy possession. IL is full ofengravings-scenes
in the Life of our Lord, from the old masters.
A ljook for mothers and thoir childron; and for
the eyes of the aged as well. lenri of Navarre
wished that overy peasant should have ' a
chicken in the pot, overy Sunday.' But Leo,
the good Leo, permits all France, rich and poor,
t) read the Gospels overy day in the wck.
' 1re le Pape ! viva Laserre !' But dream inot
that 'iPcter spcaks by the lips of Leo -- the truc
'apacy had yet to be heard frjm. Shall the .fo-

suits authorize a now Port Royal; nlLy-sliall
the lliguenots riso up out of the blood of St.
l;artlholoinew's Day ? In the nidst of ail this
iiulooked for hunger and thirst for 'the words
that are spirit, and ara life'--a year and a fow
daysafter the Papal License lad been granted-
what's this ? ' The Hioly Gospels, a new trans-
l:ation by Hlenri Laserro, Paris, 1887,' is for-
biddenl by the saine authority and put into the
lndex of prohibited books. Tell us, Monsig-
nore, is it prohibited flor America ? ' Iaving
lieen rcferred te our Most loly Lord, Pope Leo
X l I., (so runs the proclamation of suppros-
ü I>),'lis loliness approved the dcree, and
ordlered it te ho issucd.' Give it to us, thon, O
A biegate, in ail the charming liberality of the
original; and hear it, O American Christians,
as follows: 'Aniad lot no one,of whiatsoever rank
or ecndition, dare, in any place, or in any
togue, te publish in future, or if pubishcd to
read or retain, the aforementioned condemned
and proscribed works ; but let him ba held
bounad to deliver them te the local ordinarios,
or lo the liquisitorsof herotical Iniquity, under
thu penalties proclaimed in the Index of Forbid-
in liooks.' Now, please, 'denounce the Froc-
1uns1' designs,' as you are bidden, but be sure

to :announce your own designs, mr, accordaneo
with the aforesaid decree. It applies to 'any
place, or any tonigue.' It provides for an 'Ii-

ilsition of horetical Iniquity.' It throatens

overybody with 'the penalties proclaimed in the
Index of Forbidden Books.' What those penal-
ties are, yen will please inform us, when you
give us your authorized translation of the Jesuit
' Monita Privata.' Mearntimue here is food for
reflection. Pope Loo YIl., for a whole year,
has oificially approved, blessed, set forth and
encouraged 'heretical iniquity.' ' It is noces-
sary,' says one of your bierarchy, • for cvery-
body, from ail surrounding parts and places, to
agroo with the Roman Pontiff.' This ho igno-
rantly understands te bc the sentiment of Iraen-
mous, who went from Lyons to Roe on purpose
te cerrect and overrule ona of its carliost
bishops : but in a spirit very different froi that
of the 'Black Pope,' who overrules Lao XLI.
in his own court, convicts him as an abettor of
heresy and iniquity, and makes him sign and
seul his own condemination, as aforesaid I Truly,
as Edgar Quinet has shown, ever silice the
Council of Trent the Roman Church is revolu-
tionized. it is a modern sect , in which the an-
cint Church of Reine and evon the ancient
Plapacy exists rie more. The sect of Laynez
with a n ew creed, a niew system of polity, and a
Black Pope to goverin the nominal pontiff-this
is ' the Roman Roligion,' as the Jesuits delight
to call it. It dates from Aj. 1564, with taddi-
tional Articles of Faith that only date froi 1854,
Such a Church to call itself the catire Claurch of
Christ ! Sach a religion of yosterday to claimn
identity with the Ancient Church, ' Catholic
and Apostolic,' of the Nicone Creed !

[N.B.-Concluding paragraplas of this lutter
vii appear next weckj--Tle Churchnian.

TRlE STARTING POINT OF CIIURCIH
UNITY.

(Fromn thce Living Clurch.)

A correspondent thinks that if mon in the
various divisions of Christendom could only set
out with thel " desiro above all thing te know
the will of God as to lis Claurch and the truth
of [is Hloly Word," a great stop would bo
aclieved towards Christian unity. Hie rightly
thinks that no truc unity can over b reaclhed
by " agreeing te disagroe " iponi such points as
these. Here is clearly rovealed one of the funl-
daneutal nistakes in nucli current discussion
on the subject of unity. One suggestion is that
representatives of Christian Churchos or so-
iicties shall corne together and acgree upon soma

basis of union or co-operation which shall leave
each frce to teach what it profers, as truth.

But it is geerally seen that this is net at aIl
what is meant by unity. Such co-operation
could not extend amuch boyond certain forms of
charity and methods of moral reforn. Thore
is ne difliculty about this, as niatters stand
already. United movements of this nature are
froquent enîough. in faiet when it sems noces-
sary for the genoral good, there is no difficulty
in bringing about co-operation not only of Clris-
tians with Christians, but also with Jews,
agniostics, and infidels of ail sorts. As soon as
the position is examined, it is scen te have noth-
ing te say about Christian unity whatsoevar.

Another idea is that there is a certain amount
of divine truth in which aIl Clristians ara
agreed, and that this common elment ought te
ha considered as the ony necessary trutha. Agrec-
ing upon that, the varions denominations of
Christianis might establish a friendly confed-
aracy, interchango pulpits, hold union moot-
ings and " agroc, to disagree " about the rest of
thacir teents.

The difficulties in this scheme aare obvious.
At the outsot, the qnestioà arises, which Chris-
tian denominatiôns are to bo included in this
programme ? Shall it b "ail whao profoss and
catl thamselves Christians," or shall some line be
drawn ? i the latter case,there would ba a bog-

ging of the question at the threshhold,an antece-
dent definition of this "common Christianity,"
and a rejection before hand of large numbers
who claim the Christian name. Probably the
line would be drawn betwean " ovangelical " and
"liberal " Christians. But the vory terni
" ovangalical " is an assunption ; for many, if
net ail, liberal Christians claim te follow the
teachings of the Gospel, and so to bc ovangol-
ical in the truest sense. It must be acknow-
ledgod that such a method would be purely
arbitary,and thorefore could not be satisfactory.

But allowing that a conven tion or congre8s
were brought together, even of those who ar-
rogate to themselves the title of " çvangelical,"
and that they sucecoded in formulating a doclar-
ation of things in which tlhey were agred, and
which must b the solo basis of aIl preaching in
the sphere of pulpit interchange and united

eetinags, what would b the relation of this to
the individual teachings of the sevoral sects
within their own organizations ? Would it not
be a plain acknowledgmont before the world
that it is only the coiammon belief that is es-
sential ; in other words, divine truth, unmis-
takably rovealod and necessary to salvation ?
Would it net imiply that the distinctive teach-
ings of the soveral bodies were not assential, not
known te be divinoly revealed, more matters of
ilndividual proforence, private opinions ? Suroly
no one who is conîvinced that the tenets of his
own denominiaation ara maatters of essentiul fhith
necessary to salvation would consent te any ar-
rangement which would compal him to loave
them out of lis preaching. But if thoy are
oialy matters of preference, of private opinion,
whIat becomes of tho.right of the body te a sopa-
rate existence ?

It was not on such a basis that Christian
sects were founded. They woro firmiy convine-
ed that ttheir belief tad their polity were right,
and the only right, and that ail others were
wrong. If they haave changed their minds,
why should they cumber the ground, and by
increasing the number of Christian divisions con-
t'use the minds of mon and ropel many in dis-
gust from all religion, about what they now
conifess are ion-esseiitial things ? Cian Baptists
any longer insist upon immersion as a term of
membrslhip, if it be a thing indifferent ? Can
the Prosbyterian raject the application of an
Arminian, if Calvinism ba not esseitial ? or is
thore to ba anîew class of Christians, those who
accept only the platform agreed upon as con-
taining the "common Christianity " adopted as
the teri of interchango and religious co-
operation ? And if so, shall this class of personas,
upion their assent to these few things about
which al arc agreed, b admnitted te the aights
and privileges of membership in aIl the confed-
erated bodies, or shall there b some special ar
rangemant made for them ?

With such embarrassments are we confront.
ed in any scheme of union which bagins by mak-
ing union the first thing and truth secondary,
which is content te regard as truth the
residaum obtainod by lirst taking a selected
number of Christian bodies, and then waiving
all points of diffarenco.

The only method which eau ever conduct te
any sure results is that which our correspond-
ent suggests, that which begins with a con.
suming desire to know what the will of God is
as touching [lis Chuirch and the truth of His holy
Word. Unity must b scught through truth.
l t is only in this way that the unity of which
Christ spoke can over he attainod, fer that
unity is based upon truth.

But new difficuItios await us whon we ask
what is truth ? How shahl we attain it ? One
answer is this: Lot representative mon come
together and bogin the prayeriul study of the
Bible, putting aside aIl prejudice and opening
the mind to what is there revoaled. Strange as
it may seem, this is the very method out of
which aIl sectism bas coena, and it is net likely
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