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they feel any distressing doubt or perplexity as to|dovising ; the conditions, under which men enter
receiving the Holy Communion ; they do not de-|into and abide in the fold of Christ, are conditions

approach, trusting that they may find in them, at|make more stringent : their sole provinge, in this re-
least in part, the spiritual benefit which they dread [gard, is studiously to protect from violation the
to seek, or have not learned to look for, at the|laws, which have been laid down from the begin-
Table of the Lord. These men are not communi- [ning by the highest and most sacred authority;
cants because they purpose to put far from them|which have been recognized by the Church of Eng-
the responsibilities of the Christian life ; they do|land from very early times, and again enforced,
not intend at the present to do anything else than |on the Reformation of our Church, in the rupric at
follow their own way, and seek their own pleasnre. |the end of the Communion Office, which provides
Can we donbt that persons of this class, had they|that * every parishioner shall commnunicate at
failed to receive Holy Baptism in their infancy,|least three times every year, of which Easter shall
would stand aloof from this Sacrament also, even|be one.”

asthey now do from the other,instinctively shrinking
from any act,whereby they might appear torecognize
their obligation to lead a life, wholly at variance
with that which they are actually leading ? The
only possible difference would be this, that Baptism
is not, like the Supper of the Lord, arite continual- | FpVHE letter which we publish in another column,
ly recurring, so that the sense of incongruity be- furnishes somewhat instructive reading. In
tween the Christian profession and the unchristian |Ottawa the Reformed Episcopal Church made a bold
life, however startling at the moment, would at{splurge, and received its chief recruits from the con-
least, not be perpetually re-awakened; or, per- gregation which [bas the reputation of being * Low

GeorgE WHITAKER.

THE BEGINNING OF 1THE END.

vhanoe, the world in the Church may still, in some|Church.” but which was still too * High" for certain
sort, believe of Baptism. what it does not believe
of the Lord’s Bupper, that it is * generally neces-
sary to salvation,” because it is far easier to think
this of a thing of the past, well-nigh forgotten,than
of a thing ever challenging our obedience, rebuking
our worldliness, and causing us disquietude ia
the present. Can it then be justly represented as
an act of narrow bigotry—is it not rather an offi

of its members. An efratic and deposed American
clergyman, named Gallagher, gathered these persons
round him, with some others, malcontent: in their
various sectarian denominations. He boldly asserted
that the Prayer Book was false to the Protestant
principles of the Church of England,—that the
Church bad betrayed her trust in many nations, es-
pecially in pretending that there were three Orders
of the Ministry, whereas there were in reality but two

. abiding ifi the communion of the €hristian Church

—a Presbytery and a Diatonate—and that an Epis-

of true Christian charity—to point out to such per- copate was no order at all, and not believed in by any

sons the position which they are really ocoupying ? If lightened Churchman. The, new Church, of which
they deliberately divest themselves of the obliga-|\y "Gqllagher was the accredited fugleman, was to
tions and-responsibilities of the Christian character, |1 olish this order as such, and its Bishops were to be
can it bo right to soothe them into deadly indiffer- |gimply superiors of the Presbytery, like the Superin-
ence by recognising them as men who are really|tendents of the Methodists. However, it soon became
Are there others, who have not as yet formed a|were not of Mr. Gallagher’s mind, we had a
n : of men about in shovel hats, aproms,

eottled purpose such as has been described—whose :;"h ‘:M"’“ 2 superfiaously in public
and private as “ My Lord 1 K
One gentleman, already s Presbyter in England,
and who may be presumed to have had some linger-
ing belief in the virtue of consecration by somebody,
came across the Atlantic and had the hands of those

thinking amiss ; who follow the example of others
rather than a resolve of their own, and hold it to
be neither unsafe nor unseemly to * go with the

PLAIN Bb-ASONS AGAINST .IOININ(:' THE
CHURCH OF ROME.

ROMAN IMAGE-WORSHIP.

XIV. Never, let us take the worship of images and
pictures. Here it must first be said (a) that the Re-
man Church in terms denies that any such act as can
be strictly called worskip is done to pictures and im-
ages, even by the most ignorant, since no oie believes
that these representations can see, hear, or help
themselves ; (b) that there is no question as to the
lawfalness of making some such im and repre-
sentations, if not intended to receive homage, as
even the Jews had the brazen serpent, and the
of the cherubim in the Holy of Holies, where how-
ever, only one man ever saw them, and that only
onoe a year; und the early Christinns set up pictures
of our Lord inthe catavombs, still to bo secn there.
But, on the other hand, there is a very suspicious
fact which meets us at the outget of the inq a8
to the actual Roman practice, as distinguished from
any fine-spun theories in books, namely, that no Ro-
man catechism teaches that there i: either d A or
8in in any making or using images for on-
our, short of actual . The point is not, as
Roman ocontroversislists are apt to put it, whether
their way of dividing the Decalogue, wgich makes the
First and Second Commandment (as the English
Prayer-book and Catechism have thsm) omo rwm
and then restores the number ten by ms&nc
Tenth Commandmeut into two (& plan which seems
mto mmtbo Seventh Commandmnent, and to
8t. v. 28 superfl
worse than the Anglican ; nor whether the whole text
of the commandment against i wors
found unmultilated in Roman Catholic Bi ; but
whether in practice one Roman Catholic in & willion
ever knows that image-worship can be abused or sin-
ful without virtual apostasy from Christianity. ., The
Shorter Lutheran Catechism cuts down the and -
Second Commandments just in the same way as some
Rowan ones do ; but, then, on the one hand, Luther-
ans have free access to the Bible in their own lan-
guage, und. on the other, nothing of the nature of im-
age-worship has ever been practised amongst them.

Intelligent and shrewd heathens, when in
favour of idals, say  exactly what Roman
coutroversialists do in dofence of their practice, name-
lv, that they do not believe in suy sentient power as -
residing in the mere stone, wood, or metal, of w )
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multitudq’ when they pour forth fromthe House of}..p;epore"1aid on his head. He seems,however,to have
God before the celebration of the Lord's Bupper ?|}.3 q distrust in the * Bishop” who was his consecra-

Then surely in their case the charitable voice which|tor, and, it is said, bullied the Recording Secretagy to

warns them that they are not abiding in the unity|substitute in his parchment the name of another
of the Church is no less due, aud may be spoken|* Bishop” who was present, but who had once been a

with far better hope ofbeing listened to. We aretold|* lawful minister,” i. ¢., a lawtully ordained mini::;
that it is the part ofthe ¢ ergy to utter this voice, |of the P. E. ﬁm The 8:“;::' "“‘““Y;w
Bo, beyond all question, it is. We are told thag|*c™e doubs as bigieun. S petotimt

claim (or preach) in & most emphatic manner,
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all her members, what they should bold and believe|ti
on all subjects, to which those laws and constitu-|¥°r°
tions in any way relate. Our Synod is, therefore,

at their attempt to play st sol
ter of Mr. Quaile will speak for itself, :
will be & warning to some who feel inclined $o
behaﬂshnlwbvulddupoﬂnhto_“w

sleep those wholesome apprebensions, which it is
its-duty to awaken and to deepen by an unequivo-
cal declaration of the truth. "

Above all, be it remembered, that it can never be » ,
the office of Christian Councils or Synods to 1ay)collapsc is not. far distant. In fuct, wich a letter ma
down limits of Church: membership -of their ownlwall announce thobegimﬁﬁﬂdﬁlgluﬂ‘
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