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So-and so believed iu nothing particular, aid we 
thought yonr creed was r.earist to his ” That this 
was not a bad shot has bren made clear by a 
recent Conference of ‘ the Unitarian Churches of 
the West;” at which the following resolutions were 
proposed :—“1. That the primary obj ■ ct of this 
Conference is to diffuse the knowledge and pr - 
mote the interests of pure Cur stianity.” “ 2. 
That, while rejecting ill creeds and creed limita 
tions, the Western Unitarian Conference hereby 
expressesifflpurposato be the promotion of a religion 
of love to God and love to men.” “ 8. That the 
Western Unitarian Conference conditions fellow­
ship on no dogmatic tests, but welcomes all who 
wish to join it to help established tru h, righteous 
ness, and love in tho world.” No. 1 was rejected 
>ecause it contained the word “ fibrin ianity ; ” 
and No. 2 because the word “God” was “ t< o 
dogmatic ; so that all that, was left was No. 8. 
An old epigram states with perfect truth that 

other destroyed the roof of the Catholic faith, 
Calvin its walls, and Socinus its foundations ; but 
what American Umtarianism has come to would pro­
bably have surprised even the author of the distich 
to which we allude.

LESSONS for SUNDAYS and HOLY-DAYS.

SEPTEMBER 10th-13th 8 WD XY AT PER TRINITY. 
Moruiug—1 Kings v 2 Corintbi ins xi. to 30. 
Evening-2 Kings vi. to 24 ; or vii. Mark xiv. 63.

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 1886.

Bishop Coxe on a Dangerous Proposal —The 
Bishop of Western New York (Dr. A. Cleveland 
Coxe) raises his voices against a proposition which 
meets with considerable approbation, but which in 
his opinion is subversive of the fundamental idea of 
daily service. Tho proposition is to strike out the 
Confession and Absolution from tho daily office, 
and to allow the reader to begin with “ Oar Father.” 
In a)lengthy-letter thejBishop says : “ This destroys 
our penitential system in one of its essential and 
most practical details ; and though merely per­
missive, it robs the penitent of the right he now 
enjoys, to rely on this ministration. For private 
confession the Church makes all necessary provision, 
not indeed as the rule, but as the lawful exception. 
Under the general law of Christ (‘Let a man 
examine himself,’) she warns him, on the Sunday, 
to judge his own casi, and on every week day 
enables him to go to the temple like the pnblican, 
and to return ‘justified.’ He goes indeed, to‘heir 
God’s holy word, to render thanks, etc.,’ bat, the 
essential duty is to confess his sins and to receive 
the sacramental assurance of nardon and peace 
For three hundred years the Church has asserted twice 
every day, that this ‘ we ought chiefly to do when We 
assemble and meet together.’ I ask, are we going 
to stultify this testimony of centuries, and of mil 
lions of voices which have confirmed it, by over 
throwing precisely that which we ‘ ought most 
chiefly’ to do ? If so, we destroy the penitential 
system ot the Church in its daily fidelity to daily 
needs, and we deprive the Prayer Book of one of 
the most primitive and Catholic features of public 
worship. We thus reduce the daily offices to 
those of a ‘ prayer meeting,’ dignified indeed, but 
having no sacramental character, and requiring 
the presence of nobody in Holy Orders ! A lay- 
reader would suffice. The daily verviae now re 
quires priestly ministration for its full observ 
Race,”

A Specimen of Undknominationalism.—It is said 
that a short time ago a Unitarian Minister in 
America, who had been asked to conduct the funer­
al of a stranger, afterwards inquired of the friends 
of the deceased why they had applied to him, anc 
received this remarkable answer—“ You see poor

The Perversity of Separatists.—Butler is not 
a writer whose works in general are readable. It is 
solely because his portraiture of the Roundhead 
saintliness is felt to be so exact that it has become 
immortal. Great efforts have been made in these 
days to reverse the verdict of posterity, but they 
iave all proved vain ; and if we needed any proof 
that the accepted view was right, it is supplied by 
the fact that pretty nearly everything the Puritans 
sought to destroy, and which they pleaded as a 
ustification of their criminal tolly, has been adopt- 
d by their descendants, who now build steeple 
louses, keep Christmas, wear wedding rings, and 
all the rest of it.

The cantankerousness of the Puritan mind has 
ieen signally shown in our own days. In Scotland 
the members of the Free Kirk has positively treated 
it as an inquiry that the men of the Establishment 
should have asked for an Act of Parliament to 
remedy the greiveanoe that had led to the disrup­
tion. In England we have seen the Methodists 
absolutely altering their standards, because every- 
ihing had been removed from the Church of Eog- 
and that the Wesleys would have cieliked. The 

Calvinistic Methodists of Wales have thown them­
selves in no butter light. The Prayer Book and 
Articles are just what they were in the days of 
Whitfield and Toplady. Alt that is changed is 
that the Welsh Ohurch has bec .une efficient, and 
or that reason the Welsh Calvinists have raise f 
the cry, “ Dawn with her, even to the ground l ” 
What need to be the raiton d’etre of Dissent was afo 
allegation that Church people were lax in doctrine 
or practice ; but we have seen the Dissenters of 
Northampton repeatedly returning Mr Bradlaugh. 
notwithstanding be is an avowed infidel ; and what 
is even worse, we have seen Dissenters insist­
ing that children shall be brought np in Board 
schools without any effective religions teaching, 
est the Church should get them.

When we come to look at the professed grounds 
of separation we shall find that “ orthodox Dis­
sent,” so called, is an apotheosis of the infinitely
little. » • ' ^ . ,

Oar English contemporary ceeme righteously 
shocked at the Dissenters of England preferring 
that children should be educated as atheists rather 
than that they should become members of Christ’s 
Church. What would he say of those in Canada 
who are nominally Churchmen, yet who prefer 
their children to be brought up in schools an 1 col 
leges without one atom of religious character rather 
than be educated to become Christians ?

The Unckrtanity or Bom*.—Now the fact is, 
t whatever great qualities we ascribe?,!» the 
arch of R ime, that of certa'nty is more eonspicn

any organisation that ever existed in the world. 
Mark, we do not allege that the Roman system as 
a whole is the most untrue, but that its uncertainty 
is the most conspicuous, just becajisç of its relation 
id such mightiness and mejesty of claim. Every 
ecclesiastical scholar knows that whatever oncer■ 
tainty exists iu the Church of England has a com­
pletely adequate parallel in the Church of the first 
centuries, aud therefore when a system is elaborated 
in marked or ntrest with esrlier and original uncer­
tainty, it expo- es itself to an indefinitely wider 
necessity of evidence and proof. Indeed, the im­
posing grandurr of the R irnan system is entirely 

its wonderful pretentiousness, and its fatal 
weakness is that for its support it absolutely 
requires not the certainty of faith, bat the certainty 
of mathematics. We boldly assert that since the 

Ays of Moses, the message of revelation to man- 
rind has always possessed to an appreciable extent 

margin for the exercise of faith, which may be 
expressed by the word somehow. We use the word 
with restrictions, easily to be understood by the 
candid Christian, as never being without its ade­
quate and sufficient safeguards : but, as distinct 
from coming upon mathematical lines, we main­
tain that truth bias come from God to man eome- 
iow, and we maintain it only in virtue of this con­
tradistinction. But the very falsity of the Roman 
system is in pretending to correct this “ somehow " 
by fixing the voice cf revelation to one d finite 
spot and one visible month, without any difficulty 
of approach or ambiguity of utterance, and yet 
while speaking this word of promise to the sa» 
ireaking it to the hope.. A sufficiently assured some 
low of arriving at the truth is exactly proportionate 
to the chequered history of the early Church, but 
an infallible somehow is a contradiction in terms 
and a practical imposture. The Pope is not a Lit 
letter equipped as a teacher or a ruler since 1870 
than he was before, and if infallibility does not 
save him from the necessity of political expediency 
and painful concession—as for instance now in 
reland—then infallibility is a delusion and a snare. 

Considering the claims of the Roman system, it is 
unquestionable that Roman uncertainty exceeds 
that of any other body of which history records the 
existence.

Denying Christ.—Th i question, I fear, is not 
with us, “ Lord, is it I ? ” The question is not, 
when have we denied our Lord, but when have we 
not done so ? When have weoor fessodHim ? Do we 
confess Him in our daily life ? Do all pen know 
that we are Christ's disciples indeed ? Dojthey 
ndge by our conduct that God is with us ot a truth? 

Do they find out by our uniform life and conver­
sation that we are followers of our crucified Savi­
our ? ' Do we publicly proclaim His love and 
enforce His precepts ? Do we c «fees Him before 
men? If not, we daily deny Him. Peter denied 
Him but thrioe, but we deny Him more than this 

ery day of our lives. I deny Christ if I hear His 
Name taken in vain without reproving the swearer. I 
deny Christ if I do not at all times stand np for 
lis Gospel, or hear it spoken against and am silent 
deny Christ if I see religion neglected without 

reproof; if I see iniquity practised without correc­
tion ; if I see ignorance or blindness without giving 

stion in righteousness. How much more do 
I deny Christ if 1 myself am the swearer, if I speak 
against Hie religion, or cease to practise the pre­
cepts of Hie Gospel 1 I declare by my whole eon- 
duct that I do not know the man. I declare, like 
Peter, that I do not even understand the language 
of my accusers, that 1 consider it a reproach to be­
long to Christ. Ob 1 is there not occasion for ne to 
pray to Jeans, “ Lord, teach thou me. Tell me 
plainly of my sin Oast upon me the earns look 
which brought  ̂tears to Peter’s eyes. Move me 
repentance, to godly remntance, en I by Thy 

on the cross, ‘By Thine agony and t 
sweat, by tby cross and passion, by Thy precious

\

bloody

death and burial, by Tby glorious resurrection and
e by its absence from the Roman system than in. ascension, Good Lord, deliver me.’ ”
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