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Wednesdar, the Rev. R, . Rackham asked,

“What i< a lavman —1c¢.. a  Churchman

The answer was oiven by the  Cathechism
Baptism makes a man a member of Christ,
the child of God, and an inheritor  of  the
kingdom of heaven:™ and when confirmation
is added he hecomes a true “temple of the
Holv Ghost.” Mis tdeal the carly Church
Strove Lo carry out in practice, as was shown
(1) DBy the care with which baptism. the ad
mission into the Church, was administered
Candidates for baptism had to abandon all
professions  or  practices inconsistent with
Christianity, and undergo a long preparation.
The solemn rite of baptism was followed at
once by confirmation or the gift of the Holy
Spirit.  This Spirit 1s the same Spirit that 1s
bestowed upon bishops and priests at ordi
nation ; and the gift was looked upon as the
consecration of the baptized to that Chris
tian priesthood which belongs to all members
of the Church. (2) Dy the actual life  and
work of the Church.  Every member or himb
of a body has its function, and none can be
idle.  And the

was marked with a wonderful diversity of

earlv Church, as a true body,

functions and nmunistries, not merely with a
charp distinction into two classes, clergy and
laity. Everv Churchman had his  gift or
ministry or work, and so 1t ought to be to-
dav. (3) But the difficulty lies with the slack
and non-communicant Churchman. In re-
spect of such, the lecturer argued that bap-
tism and confirmation made a man a mem-
ber of the Church, and gave him the gift of
the Spirit. If he did not go on to live as a
communicant, he was a member living an
imperfect life, but unless formally censured
or excommunicated by the Church he had
not “ipso facto” forfeited all the gift or
wholly lost the membership given him at
confirmation.

If he gave some pledges of

earnestness and lovalty to the Church, he
definite status in the

Church, which had been recognized by the

might claim some

Preshyterian Church of Scotland, in adding
to the communicants a body of adherents
with some limited privileges.  Only com-
Church life,
should hold office in the Church, or elect to
the highest offices—e.g.,

bers of

municants, as living the full

bishops and mem
synods; but such adherents might
Church
council, for after all, this represented the low-
est, and but a limited, suffrage.

well enjoy a vote for a parochial

Archdeacons and Rural Deans.

In these intensely practical days it is con-
stantly being asked if archdeacons and rural
deans arc as helpful in the work of the dio-
ceses as they might be. And it is not long
since the question was discussed at consider-
able length in these columns. In the month
of December last, the rural deanery of Lin-
coln, Welland, in the diocese of Niagara,
took the qucstum in hand, and without un

necessary delay appointed a committee, con-
sisting of the Ven. Archdeacon Houston and

the Rev. Rural Dean Ker, to ¥0 into the
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i Fhetr 1ol Was
with oreat thoroughness e 1eport

o o
nresented at the last mecting ot the rural
deanery. held in St Catharmes on the 20th

alt. and will he found m another column ol
this paper. Ttowill merit the thoughtinl at

o ) ‘ Yy .
tentionn of Churchmen elsewhere, hestdes th
Nideara
are carried into effect. the \.'.\hwp \\\H D
parish

diocese i the recommendations
placed in a direct contact with cach
and mission in a wayv that s not possible at
present, and the office of archdeacon and
riral dean will at once hecome an active and
important adjunct in the life of cach diocese
In no other department is so little SUPErvIsion
exerciced as in the Church, and it 15 quite
out of the question to suppose  thatany

Pishop could, under existing conditions,
come into close contact with cach separate
parish, particularly as the Fpiscopal functions
are made to consist largely  in o ordinations
and confirmations.  There is a chasm  be
tween the Bishop and his flock, which needs
to be bridged by active, rather than honor

arv, officers.

WHY ARE WE DISLIKNIED
There can be no question as to the fact that
there exists, on the Continent of Kurope and
elsewhere, a certain ill-will which rejoices in
our misfortunes and grudges our excesses.
In France, it has risen to such a height that
statesmen are almost apprehensive  of  the
breaking out of war between the two nations:
in Germany it is thought that only the will
of the Emperor represses, and that onlyv par-
tiallv, the expression of dislike. if not hatred
that is cherished towards us by large num-
bers of the population. Even Austria, our
ancient allv, and the Continental country,
which has alwavs been thought most friendly
to our people, has many gainsavers. Ttaly
alone remains faithful and grateful to the
people who svmpathized with her in her
cfforts for unity and freedom, although even
here there are some who love us not.  Why
is this? Why are we so widely disliked? Ts
it our fault or is it theirs? Tt must be one or
the other or both, and it becomes us to ask
and answer the question. TFor the most part
we are satisfied that it is not our fault. For
the most part, we sav: but, in saving this, we
are also partly confessing that we are in fault,
Undoubtedly there is in the average Briton,
and in the people at large. a quiet self-satis-
faction which is distinctly irritating to other
nations. Tt is not that we boast or brag—or
crow, like the Gallic cock: but perhaps the
calm assumption that feels there is no need
of boasting is more offensive and provoking
than bhoastfulness would be. Along with this
there is a certain undeniable insolence which
seems to take for granted a kind of
superiority to other peoples. If we look
further into this matter, we may

perhaps
conclude that

there are re not
very bad reasons—for some part of this as-
=**‘ﬁpti0n' but, on the other hand, we fear

*this does not improve matters in the
ey of ~ur neighbours. Granting all this.
do we believe that the other

nations of

Europe are justified in their dislike of ns?
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\We certainly believe nothing of the kind, ang,
MOrcover, we are satisfied that the ])rin(‘ipal
reasons for it are found in facts and qualities
which are honourable to our people. = For
one thing, there is no doubt that many are
icalous of our greatness on land and sea, in
lmw;('\‘\:iun\’ and commerce. \nd vet, what
right have they to entertain such a feeling?
Our colonial possessions have been gaine(
i o manner at least as honourable as thoge
of other Furopean powers, and we have kept
them by good government and liberal treat.
ment. As for our commerce, there can cer-
tainly - be no charge of selfishness  or  ex-
clusiveness brought agaimst us. Wherever
e o, p(‘rmit other powers to - trade on
precisely the same terms as those which  we
claim for ourselves.  In regard to  France,
there is, of course, the long-standing enmity
of centuries, cum.ing’ to a head at Waterloo.
Put assuredly, if the French had any old
<cores to pav off at the beginning of  thei
present century, we did not increase our
debt. but laid them under obligations to us
when we conquered and deposed the Corsi-
can tvrant, Napoleon 1. Unless they are
ready to quarrel with themselves for ending
the second Empire, they can hardly blame us
for putting a stop to the first: for, however
bad and corrupt the second Empire may
have been, it was not the curse to France
and Furope that the first Empire was. The
French are infinitely indebted to us for rid-
ding them of that terrible despotism. There
i« hardly a nation on the continent which has
not been. in some of its sections, indebted to
Fngland for refuge and protection. From
France there have come Bourbons, Orlean-
ists, Bonapartists, Republicans of all shades,
and they have been hospitably entertained.
and thev have left us full of ingratitude and
<pite. Perhaps there is one cause, and yet it

Red republi-

cans, anarchists, and other people of the

is no reason, for such feelings.

<ame sort are almost mad because they art
driven to seek, under a limited monarchy, the
asvlum, the protection which they cann.(‘»t

human 1
The day may
her door

find in a republic. But surely
gratitude could go no further

come when Tngland shall  shut
against these aliens who come to her for
bread, and then lift up their heel against her
We do not wish to see that day. Wedo ot
think it would be really a good day for Eng-
iand. But, if it comes, the verdict of humanity
and of posterity on the sufferers will be:

“Serve them right.”

CATHOLIC AND PROTESTANT*
No.

There has hardly ever been a time in thf‘
history of the Church of England when 1
was more necessary for her loyal children trO
make quite sure of their bearings, to‘asceh
tain and understand the principles by thCd
her Faith and Practice have been regulatel
That many should be deafened or ConfUS:
bv the Clamour of voices around them, by th¢

Protestal\t
Oxdord,

dorr

*The Church of England CathollC and
A sermon preached before the University 1
Suvnday, Nov, sth, 1899, Price one shilling:

l.ongmans. 1899,
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