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terminating  the observations to which it has
Jed us,

With vespect to doctrmes, even those which are
allowed to be ¢ fiest princaiples of the futh,” it s
needless to add anything to what has been alveady
addieed.  Never, perhaps, at any penod of its tos-
tory, was the opposition to nany of the cluet taths
of Christianity mere vidlent  or more suceesslul,
than at this moment within the Church of Fog-.
Lad.  Itis not wonderful that it should be the same
with ceremenies and ritual observances.

Oue of the eatliest avowed amongst the many
good and excellent attempts of the ¥ Puseyue”
clergy, was the introduction ot a daily oflice of
Prayer in the churches of the Listablishment.  Liar-
nest ndued men, in various parts of the country,
men who loved prayer themselves and wishied to
make others luve it too,-~and weare forward to ac-
knowledge that there are many such in the Chureh
of Lngland, since it is upon the multiplication of
this class that we found our hopes of the conver-
sion® of our nation,—embraced the suggestion
wuh religions enthusinsm.  We have  snown
loved, and reszpected many who made the experi-
ment.  And what were the results > We speak of
tucts, indisprtable facts; facts withi2 our own pei-
sonal knowl:ge, wlien we say, that numbers of these
pisus and amiable men, alter struggling on for
months, in some cases cven for years, in faintness
aud wearmess of spirit, amazed and almost stopefied
at the daily aspeet of their dreary and empty church-
es, at the insensibility of their unfortunate flocks,
finally ahaudoned the trial in despait.  Some there
were, and we have reccived the avowal from their
own lips, who were still more astonished and dispi-
ritcd at finding, that the constant recital of the sime
cold didactic form, which Craniner and Bucer had
capriciously compiled, only revealed, in proporiion
to its frequency, its unsnitableness for the purpose
to which they applied it.  They discovered by a
painful experience, that its unacceptableness was
ittemediable and its impotence inevitable. The
phenomenon of its long disuse was no longer & mys-
tery. . The poor and illiterate could not join in
it at @ll.  The educated ounly by a continued
cflort. i

There was another explanation of their deserted
temples and a more solemn one.  Some have dis-
covered it since that time, many more have still to
detect it.  There was Ope who had said, in the
plenitude of tenderness of love, ¢ [Iere will 1 dwell
tor T have a delight therein.”  Ile would not be as
a sttanger amongst His people, orasatraveller who
passes by to-day, and te-morrow is seen no more,
¥n the divine Canticle He explains after what man-
ner, and vnder what v e “hides Iimsclf in
thie sacred taberracle, and how the fa;thful shall

“rum atter him to the odour of his ointments."—

eils,

flence the seeret of that adovimg, thrang wineh, at
eatly morn, or al the close of day, may be scen in
every sanctuary of the Chwch, worshipping Hin
whao cflers himsclf to be seen and touched upon owm
altars, -

Three centuries ngo an {mpious crew rose up
against him, rifled the Taberanacles where 1le lay
hid, east out with sactilegious hands Ilis Sacred
Body. and gave the very altars whercon it bad
s0 often repozed to be “ broken to pieces” by the
rabble. I'vom that hour a curse is on the land
and the people. ‘They may, indeed, throw open
the church doors, but they have driven away him
who once dwelt within,  ‘The Tabernacle is emp-*
ty, and the people go thither no more. Why
should they > ‘Thete is no ¢ odout” fram the Di-
vine Body to “draw” them. And thus while the

"mcanest and lowliest chapel conseerated to the true

faith is ecrowdcd, the most sumptuous cathedral
profaved by the new tites of a religion of yester-
day, is cmpty and forsaken. It will ever be so.
Itis Jesus who has told usthe reason. * Ubicum-
que fuerit Corpus illue congregabuntur et aquilc.
5. Lue. xvii. 37, They have cast out the * Body?
and the ¢ eagles’ floek thither no more.

T'o procced. Fifteen years, and more, have
passed away since the attempted vevival of daily
prayers commenced in the Established Chutch.—
What bave been the results > Even Dr. Bloom-
ficld speaks of them with complaint and dissatis-
faction. ¢ The refusal on the part of some of the
Clergy,” says he in his last Charge, ““to carry out
my suggestions, and the speedy return of many
others who had adopted them, to the old praclice
placed me in a position of gieat difficulty.””  Let
us inquire, then, how the practice of daily prayer
has fared in Lon<on itself.

Mr. Bennet an eminent London minister, thus
annovuces its history :— ‘

“In the year 1714, with, of course, a much less
nonmber of churches than we possess.aow, and with
a population more than-one third, perbaps nealy
one half, less, there were forty nine churches in
addition to St. Paul’s and Westininster Abbey, in
which daily service was performed.” E. C. April
1847. In 1714, therefore, fifty-one churches were
open in London for daily service ; and taking Mr.
Bennet’s calculativgs of the proportion of
churches and of population. our readers may
reckon how many times fifty-onc ought to be open
now, even if only the same amount of zeal in this
particular were supposed to exist at the present
moment.  Shall we assume the namber to avoid
the possibility of disappointinent be one hundred ?
Surely, with a twofold population, and the impulse
ot the late 1cligious movement, «his is a moderate
calculation? Tt would unhappily be an extrava-

gant one, Itis neither one hundred, nor even 50,



