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faith need be kept with heretics ' ; how can they
imagine that the hatred of Jesuitisra to the cir-
culation of Holy Scripturoe is any less raging in
our days than when they filled France with the
plood of the poor Huguenots, and hunted Bibles
out of cottages and palaces alike, with fire and
gword 2 *Oh'! but the times are changed, you
know,” ete., ote. Such is the cuckoo-cry of
cowardico and stupidity everywhere, in our
land. Now, look at this story of the Bible in
France—nay, of only the Ionr Gospels in the
French Republie, in our own times.

On Dee. 4, 1886, the work of Laserro was
approved by the Pope himself, and began to be
circulated as aforesaid. And on Dee. 20, in the
year following, the samoe book was condemned,
suppressed, and forbidden, by the same good
aud venerable Pope Leo XIII., who is no morve
Lis own master than you are ‘Infullible’
though ho is styled, he was overruled, humili-
ated, and forced to swallow down his own
words; and to make himself a pillar of remem-
prunce, 28 to tho utter nothingness of the
“White Pope,” in the modern sect. The Jesuits
have revolutioned not only the doctrine and tes-
timony of the Fathers; they have created not
only & new soct, but another Papacy. Leo iy
supreme only when seated on the Jesuit tripod,
and letting the ‘Black Pope’ speak oracles
through his lips,

What might not have been hoped for France
had Leo’s approbation of the Gospel according
to Laserre been permitted to mean something
for a year or two more? Credit McAll, or
credit the marvellous voico and persistency of
the Pere Loyson ; IFrance was discovered to be
inw condition to receive the Scriptures which
noboidy imagined. As when Moses smote the
rock, the people rushed to the fountain to drink
“the water of life freely. Five-and-twenty
popular editions in a twelvemonth. And néxt
atiumily Edition,” with columns for births,
deaths und marringoes, gotten up by a society of
Roman  Cutholics—* regardless of cxpense’ as
the phrase goes—the superb edition 1 have in
my possession, Lt is full of engravings—scenes
in the Life of our Lord, from the old masters.
A baok for mothers and their children; and for
the eyes of the aged as well. Henri of Navarre
wished that overy peasant should have ‘a
chicken in the pot, every Sunday.) But Leo,
the guod Leo, pormits all France, rich and poor,
t read the Gospels every day in the week,
“Vieele Pape! viva Laserre!’  But dream not
that ' Peter spenles by the lips of Loo '—the truc
Papuey had yet to be heard from. Shall the Je-
kuits authorize a new Port Reyal; nay—shall
the Huguenots rise up out of the blood of St
Burtholomew's Day ?  In the midst of all this
unlooked for hunger and thirst for ‘tho words
thut ure spirit, and are life'—a year and a few
duys ufter the Papal License had been granted—
whut's this? “The Holy Gospels, a new trans-
lation by Henri Laserro, Paris, 1887, is for-
bidden by the same authority and put into the
hudex of prohibited books. Tell us, Monsig-
norg, is it prohibited for America? ‘Having
been referred to our Most Holy Lord, Pope Leo
NHL, (50 runs the proclamation of suppres-
sion), * his Holiness approved the decreo, and
ordered it to beissued.” Give it to us, then, O
Ablegute, in all the charming liborality of the
original ; and hear it, O American Christians,
as tollows ;¢ And let no one, of whatsoever rank
or condition, dare, in any place, or in any

tongue, to publish in future, or if published to’

read or retain, the uforementioned condemned
und proscribed works ; but let him bo held
bound to deliver them to the local ordinaries,
or to the Inquisitors of heretical Iniquity, under
the penaltios proclaimed in tho Index of Forbid-
den Books.’ Now, please, ‘ denounce the Iree-
Masons’ designs,’ as you are bidden, but be sure
Lo announce your own designs, In accordaneo
with tho aforesaid decree. It applies to ‘any
place, or any tongue.' It provides for an ‘In-
yuisition of heretical Iniquity.’ It threatens

evorybody with ¢ the penaltios proclaimed in the
Index of Forbidden Books.! What those penal-
Lies aro, you will please inform us, when you
give us your authorized translation of the Jesuit
“ Monita Privata.’ Meantime here is food for
reflection.  Pope Leo YIIL, for a whole year,
has officially approved, blossed, set forth and
encouraged * heretical iniquity.’ ‘It is neces-
sary,’ says one of your bierarchy, * for every-
body, from all surrounding parts and places, 1o
agroo with the Roman Pontiff.” This he igno-
ranlly understands to bo the sentiment of Iren-
icus, who went from Lyons to Rome on purpose
Lo ccrrect and overrule one of ity cavliost
bishops : but in a spirit very different from that
of the ‘ Black Pope,’ who overrules Leo XLIIL.
in his own court, convicts him us an abettor of
heresy and iniquity, and makes him sign and
seul his own condemnation, as aforesaid | Truly,
as Edgar Quinet has shown, ever since tho
Council of Trent the Roman Church is revolu-
tionized, [t is & modern sect, in which the an-
cient Church of Rome and even the ancient
Papacy exists no more. The sect of Laynez
with a new creed, a new system of polity, and a
Black Pope to govern the nominal pontitt—this
is ‘the Roman Religion, ws tho Jesuits delight
to call it. [t dales from A.n. 1564, with addi-
tional Artieles of Faith that only date from 1854,
Such a Church to call itself theentire Church of
Christ! Such a religion of yesterday to claim
identity with the Ancient Chureh, ¢ Catholic
and Apostolic,” of the Nicene Croed !

[N.B.—Concluding paragraphs of this lotter
will uppear next weck, |[—7he Churchman.

THE STARTING POINT O CHURCH
UNITY,

(From the Living Church.)

A correspondent thinks that if men in the
various divisions of Christendom could only set
out with the *desire above all thing to know
the will of God as to His Church and the truth
of His Holy Word” a great step would be
achioved towards Christian unity, He rightly
thinks that no true unity can ever bo reached
by “agreeing to disagree” upon such points as
these. Ilere is clearly rovealed one of the fun-
dumontal mistakes in much current discussion
on the subject of unity. One suggestion is that
represontatives of Christinn  Churches or so-
cieties shall come together and agree upon some
basis of union or co-operation which shall leave
eich free to teach what it profers, as truth,

But it is gonerally seen that this is not at all
what is meant by unity. Such co-operation
could not extend much beyond certain forms of
charity and methods of moral reform. There
is no difficalty about this, as matters stand
already. United movements of this nature are
frequent cnough. In fact when it seems necos-
sary for the genoral good, there is no difficulty
in bringing about co-operation not only of Chris-
tians with Christians, but also with Joews,
agnostics, and infidels of all sorts, As soon as
the position is examined, it is seen to have noth-
ing 1o say about Christian unity whatsoever.

Another idea is that there is a certain amount
of divine truth in which all Christians are
sgreed, and that this common element ought to
be cousidered as the only necessary truth. Agree-
ing upon that, the various denominations of
Christians might establish a friendly confed-
eracy, interchange pulpits, hold union meel-
ingra and “ agreo, to disagree ”* about the rest of
their teents.

The difficulties in this scheme are obvious,
At tho outset, the qnestion arises, which Chris-
tiun denominations are to be included in this
programme? Shall it be ‘“all who profess and
call thomselves Christians,” or shull soma line be
drawn ? In the latter case,there would bo a beg-

ging of the question at thethreshhold,an antece-
dent definition of this ‘‘common Christianity,”
and & rejection before hand of large numbers
who claim the Christian nume. Probably the
line would be drawn betweon * evangelical * and
“liberal ” Christians. But the very term
“ovangelical " is an assumplion; for many, if
not all, liberal Christians claim to follow the
teachings of the Gospol, and so to be ovangel-
ical in the truest semse. It must be acknow-
ledged that such & method would be purely
arbitary,and therefore could not be satisfactory.

But allowing that a convention or congress
were brought togother, oven of those who ar-
rogate to themselves the title of * gvangelical,”
and that they succeeded in formulating a declar-
ation of things in which they were agreed, and
which must be the sole basis of all preaching in
the sphere of pulpit interchange and united
mootings, what would be the relation of this to
the individual toachings of the sevoral sects
within their own organizations ? Would it not
be & pluin acknowledgment before the world
that it ie only tho common belief that is es-
sential ; in other words, divine truth, unmis-
takably revealed and necessary to salvation?
Would it not imply that the distinctive teach-
ings of the soveral bodies were not essential, not
ltnown to bedivinely revealed, mere matters of
individual preforence, private opinions ? Surely
no one who is convinced that the tenets of his
own denomination are matters of essentiul faith
necessary to salvation would consent to any ar-
rangement which would compel him to leave
themout of his preaching. But if thoy are
only matters of preference, of private opinion,
what becomes of the.right of the bedy to a sepa-
rale existence ?

It was not on such a basis that Christian
sects were founded. They were firmly convine-
ed that their belief aud their polily were right,
and the only right, and that all others were
wrong, If they have changed their minds,
why should they cumber the ground, and by
increasing the number of Christian divisions con-
fuse the minds of mon and repel many in dis-
gust from all religion, about what they now
confoss are non-cssentinl things ?  Can Baptists
any longer insist upon immersion as a term of
membership, if it be a thing inditferent ? Gan
tho Presbyterian reject the application of an
Arminian, if Calvinism be not essential ? or iu
there to be a new class of Christians, those who
accept only the platform agreed upon as con-
taining the “ common Christianity " adopted us
the term of interchange and religious co-
operation ? And if so, shall this class of persons,
upon their assent to these few things about
which all are agreed, be admitted to the rights
and privileges of membership in all the confad.
crated bodies, or shall there be some special ar-
rangoment made for them ?

With such embarrassments are woe confront.
ed in any scheme of union which bogins by mak-
ing union the first thing and truth secondar
which is content to regard as irath the
residuum obtained by first taking a selected
number of Christian bodies, and then waiving
all points of differenco.

The only method which can ever conduct to
any sure rosults i3 that which our correspond-
ent suggests, that which begins ‘with a con.
suming desire to iknow what the will of God is
as touching His Church and the truth of His holy
Word. Unity must be sought through truth,
It is only in this way that the unity of which
Christ spoke can over be attained, for that
unity is bused upon truth. :

But new aifficulties await us whon wo ask
what is truth ? How shall we attainit? OQne
answor is this: Lot represontative men come
together and begin the prayeriul’ study of the
Bible, putting uside ull prejudice and opening
the mind to what is there revealed. Strunge as
it may seem, this is the very method out of
which all sectism has come, and it is not likely



