
of thie congregation, and consecratin~ it te the bighest purpose ? .Might net the
peuple be encouraged to taýke a greatýr audible share ini praydr aiso ? Witb this
view might.some forais of prayer be eÀpedient ? Is it not eossible te be as spiritual
in the use of a forrn of prayer as ini that of' a form, of praise ? ,As the Litr1ca
service of the Chureh of England is, oâ' the ivhole, very scriptural and beatiu,-
aný4 as a large portion of our countryinýn ding te it with ail the tenacity of early
and hallowýed associations, might we nôt In soimo casesis Our liberty by iutroducing
at least some portions of*it into-our servi Oe ? Are th flot many*who admire our
principles, and enjoy our mifiistry, but who can not altogether give up t'ho Liturgical
service they have loýng Ioved ? Would it be better to prepare a new Liturgy Our-
selves, or to adopt in whbole or in part that grand old ritual, which is raLlier the
inheritance of the unîvérsal Church than of any one section of it, and which many
revererice as Euglisxmeii rather than as Churchuien P"

Revieiwing the discussion the Pafriot says:
"lAIl religious communities are iiufluenced by the ritualistie movenient in the,

Establishmient, an(L instoad of Nonconfornîists taking iup their parable against the
"~ceremonial by whieh a number of thé' ciergy are leading their floc ks Renieward, by

theaiscives returning to a stili moreIuritanic style of worship, they are actually
talking about adopting some of the f'orms whieh were te their ancestors a reason for
separation from the Anglican Chureh, because they wcre so Popish 1 Liturgies,
gowns, responses, IlChurclies," repetitions of the Lord's. Prayer, and loud Anies-
ail this is very alarmirig to some gmong us, and they ask. with disrnL yhere dissen-
ters are qoing te.» Are we, too, forsaking the siniplicity of Protestautisai, and
making shîpwreck of our faith ? But iL is to our thinking one of the best si-ns of
sou nd health th at ire are not driven by the extremes of our contemporaries to
opposite extremes, that would p.erhaps be just as mischevions. Ritualism i s but tbe
exaggeration and abuse of a trutb, the unue neglec.t of which is probably the very
reason why ritualisin flnds so' many admirers."

S.. P. G.
TuE3 Bishop of Ely spealdng for the Soeiety for the Propagation of the Gospel,

says
"It bas doue a most won rful work. If we look only to the.,Ameriean

(Jhureh, see what it bas done fhere. hat a blessed thing i8 iL that through ail the
recený trouble ana turmoils in »Ameriea, the Ohurch there bas kept itself up, and
daily lsai gaing more ground and influence in that v~ast country, whieb promises te
ho the grentest and inost powerfül in the 'world. ' The Anglican <Jhnrch there bas,
-I believe, forty Bishops, and its clergy have the firmnesî hold upon the intelligence
-and éducation of that country. The establishment of that Chnrch is realiy due te
the Soeiety for the Propagation of the Gospel. If that was ail that could be said
for the society it wguld deserve support; but ini ail eur colonies the Chureh bas
been .planted--olonies whieh at sorne Lime rnay drift fro'm us, as America has done,
ana become neý and great countries. Let us have "confldence tbat He who Lent
Ris Cbureh unto the world, and ordained that itWshould ho pianted ia ail lands,
will support and bless it.">

Wo understand that the Standing Coimittee of the Society for the Propa-
gation of the Gospel in Forèign Parts, has been in communication 'with the
Secretary of State for Indial as te the subdivision of the diocese of Clalcutta;
but that Lord Cranbourne, with every personal. desire te see an inerase of t he*
Episeopate in India, fears thnt there is littie hope in the présent temper of the
House of CoMMnons of eâecting'it bin any measure requiring the passing of a
bill.
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