- fences of the * Maiden Fortress " are still standing.

his preaching demonstrates the correctness of his be-
lief. The wwfidel takes issue with him, and expres-
ses a strong disbelief in the theories advanced. TIn
doing so he is ouly exercising & not to be disputed
right. If he can secure an audience he possesses the
privilege of putting the belief of the Christian upon
the rack and torturing it to his heart's content, pro-
viding he possesses the skill to do it. No one will
gainsay him tbis right. The mivister does not look
upon such opposition as affecting either himself o
the religion he teaches. He does not feel called upon
to pick up the gauntlet thrown down, because he
cannot so demean his Master's cause as to play the
buffoon upon the infidel stage.

The Liberal Leaguers have their places of worship,
and the Christians have theirs. In the Liberal
League rooms the infidel can project his arguments
at all who are content to gather and to listen. Those
who take offense can avoid having offense given
them by remaining away. In the Church the same
rale holds good. Those who canuot accept the doc-
trines taught, are not compelled to remain under the
teaching of them. They are not privileged to inter-
fere with the pleasure of those who take delight in
listening to an expounding of the Scriptures. Let all
such go their own ways. There is room m the world
for both classes. The Church does not find in the
Liberal League an opposition worthy of its notice.
The Liberal League firds in the Church a great im.
pediment. The poodle snaps at the mastiff; the
mastiff does not deign to notice the imsignificant as-
sault, and the poodle cries out, Coward !

To their comymon-sense remarks we would add
that the proper way to meet such attacks is for

each priest to strengthen his own congregation
against what are after all, only scattering, uncon-

sequential, illogical, and unphilosophical assaults,
by adverting to them either incidentally as occa-
sion offers, or by formal discourses levelled against
some of their most dangerous, most pronounced,
most seducing theories; to analyse with careful
scrutiny every statement made, every argument
advanced, every inference drawn; to grant no-
thing, and to take nothing for granted. Christianity
being in possession, it is for the infidel to dispos-
sess her. As yet she has shown herself able to
withstand every shock, nor is she bound
at the call of any Free Thought Associ
ation or Liberal League to pose publicly as her
own champion, or to repeat those proofs of her
divine foundation that are to be found in the writ-
ings of the Christian philosopher and theologian.
These proofs are on record, and the forefathers of

present race of atheism and unbelief, from
Axaximvaxper, Ericurus, and Lucrerius, down to
d’Horeacr, Lavraxp, Casaxis, Hoeeses and Ton
Pane, have never answered them. The old de:

When these are taken, it will be time to think of
erecting new safeguards.  If the opponents of the
truth are ignorant of the older arguments, that is
no sufficiet reason why they should be repeated.
Christianity is not on trial : atheism and unbelief

stand at the bar. Let them prove their innocence
if they can. ‘

THE “DENCMINATIONAL DEVIL.’

N a series of articles in The Century entitled
“The Christian League of Connecticut,” the
writer with real originality and interest treats of a
matter not to say & movement, which the Church will
do well to keep an eye to. His Christian League is
an ideal aflair, but he would very much like to
have it real. He1s not writing for the fun of it, or to
make a vain display of bis abilities. He is concerned
to koow what to do with ‘hat * Denominational
Devil,” as he calls it, which, to quote his language
again, bas * unchristianized the Churches.” He re-
gards the number of rival and feeble societies or de-
uominations as he sees them in hundreds of towns in
New England aud the West, as the positive foe of
Christiapity. They have largely rended and broken
up the Christian brotherhood, driven out the Spirit
of Christ, and substituted that of strife and alienation ;
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made zeal for a name greater than seal for the
Divine Founder of the faith; sadly weakened their

own resources. and hindered the increase of true reli-

gion ; and made multitudes not only disbelievers in
any particular church, but skeptical of Christianity
itself. What the League is aiming at, then, 1s to ex.
terminate these superfluous societies by voluntarily
merging two or more together, and having but one
church in a given community. Of course, the writer
being & Cobgregationalist, includes the Episcopal
Church among these denominations, and represents
one of its clergy as acting with other members of the
League on equal terms.

We have said that this is a matter, not to say a
movement, which the Church should keep an eye to.
It is & matter which has well nigh unchurched thou.
sands and thousands of people who have no thought
of throwing away Christianity, but who so far as any
organized form of ic is concerned, areall at sea as to
what to believe in. As to the matter of names to-
gether with a vast amount of claims, they have come
to regard them with indifference, not to say aversion.
They know that Christianity, like every other work-
ing force, must be organized in some way, but what
they also know is that nothing should be soorganized as
to defeat and destroy itself. They ask not scornfully

bu; with painful earnestness: ** What is to take bold
of this divided, disorganized Christendom and shape
it asit ought to be?" As Pilate asked: ‘‘ What is
truth 2" so they ask: * What is the Church ?* Now
the Church, if she would satis{y the obstinate question-
ings of these troubled spirits, must answer with care.
Possibly * the Church " n.ust not be made too prowni-
nent. Possibly things that are 1n some sort secondary
should be kept in abeyance. Because itis not a case,
nor possibly can be, of such persons flinging them-
selves at once and bodily into the arms of anything,
but of approaching by lttle and little, as they are
won by the attraction and ‘‘sweet reasonableness "
of things.

Again the Church is to keep an eye to this move-
ment, because it is &8 movemens, and whether for
good orill, is constantly gathering momentom. It
i1s & movement away from so much dividing and sub-

mach of this and that machinery, as if there could
possibly be no other from so much defining and over-
defining in matters of faith, from these aud those at-
tempts to confine Christianity within such and such
limits, and, above all, from substituting anything for
Christ and Chnstian character. The question is,

movement which calls itself Catholic, and goes, per-
haps, it knows not whither ? What can she insist on

compromise her character ? Above all, what can she
most Catholic, can hope to Jo ?

of earnest souls from the power of the ‘* Denomina-
tional Devil."—N. Y. Churchman.
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BY EARL NELSON.

from the dead, has

already felt the glow.”

lem proposed in Part I :(— )
TaEIR PECULIAR PosITION,

cally, come down from the beginning, and the onl
effort has been to preserve it pure and undefil

length actually

great degree, unconscious of the attraction.”

\

How can the Church guide and take advantage of a

The Church has before her a task which requires :?&wmiu e s O Ve Ausi litarg,
the utmost skill and wisdom to help free a maltitude|™ 3
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* This, our peculiar task, is different from any that|an Itali ;

gss bee[l; s:ﬁn t"lt:(-;foria in any other part of Cl A g po hh:n book, would be just as
SR other places the pure stream of Aposto- : :

lic faith, order, and tradition has, actually or theoreti- P ano.ther ok "tine et My AniSiu e

plest terms our organic law, in order that we may at|selves an * A

enfold those - whom, as
we have only attracted, and w/ho! are often, z:t," would be u

(May 81, 1889,
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LiTurRaicAL EKNRICHMENT AND FLexinigpy
“The securing of litorgical eurichme P
bility will enable us, if &ro aro wise, k:.;,r:nd flexi.
this future in no small measare. Already .p‘“ for
Prayer-book bas been issued, which s not in all
spects a literal translation of our * Dear] -
brethren " and so forth, but which pays a ved
regard to those liturgical forms and thag litn:
language to which our German fellow-Christians
been accustomed in their own land, and adds N i
selection of their own grand old hymns set ¢

own noble Chorals. In other words, the G

are brought into full communion with the Church
with as little chnnro in their customary worghj as
possible, instead of making the change so great &“
no German could feel at home with it at all.
* The same should be done with Swedes and Nor
wegians and others. And why should not the .
principle be applied to the Oriental and to the
communions ? And why not to all the Protestant
sects ? The door should be open wide to all ¢ re.
turn to the visible unity -of the Catholic Church, re.
quiring of them as little change as possible from "b“
they have been used to, instead of insisting on s tota]
change of cverything.”

NARROWNESS THE PUNISHMENT or Past Drvisions,

‘ The main obstacle in the way of this is the fear.
ful narrowness of our own people. The spirit of the
old Acts of Uniformity of the British Parlhament stil]
survives among us to an astonishing degree. People
take it for granted that we ought toilvo & wniformity
in everything. They generally go faurther, and insist
that the compulsory uniformity shall be precisely
that which each indivinual happens to bave been
accustomed to himself. Of course this is totally
absurd ; but it takes a long while for such absurd
people to find out how very absurd they are. In the
meantime we must try to be patient, yet never cease
our efforta to sp the broader and truer idea
touching the com tive importence of thi

Whatsoever is clearly necessary to the nmty%
Catholic Church should be recognised as Decessary
by Church law; and things that are not necessary

dividing, and putting names above things from so|t0 Cburch unity should not be made obligatory by

Charch law.”

RoME THE PaARENT o UNiForMmiTy.

“As to limrﬁical uniformity, Rome is really the
parent of the 1dea. For many centuries Rome has
employed every eflort of finesse, frand, and to
secure the adoption of the Roman liturgy mm.
placement of all national or local uses; yet the true

principle qf diversity in wnity is recognised even by

less strenuously ? What can she include and not O, hs:u::_‘gzci:l' c‘g:‘;le':f{h‘dj

show in the way of doing all that any movament, the Nalioae MOBSSST Smeryy) Sy which she ueed:

in Spain, for the
both fraud and force six hundred years ago. In Italy
in Milan,
h that, too, cost hundreds of years of effors in
order that the Roman should be dorinant §

in Milan. Still more remarkable instancesare

of the Uniat and Oriental Churches, which in

ing communion with Rome, have been wisely

ted to retain theirown liturgiesand usages unaltered.”

GreaTER FrEEDOM IN RITUAL.

tee of the rigid uniformity system-—y

N continuing the extracts from Dr. Hopkins' ser.|®Dt Variety to establish the opposite principle, why
mon, showing the best way to meet the problem|®00ld we persist in being more ’
which the present position of the Church puts before ter, than the Pope himself ? - We must recognise the
her, I must draw attention to the source from : : .
which he attributes her past success and present|vAriety of liturgies. If our General Convention shall
position. * Whence has come the strengthening of |2° ° far in the way of li
our distinctive principles from within? It has come|l1eXibili :
from the wonderful Catholic revival which, like life tmn!)le, it will be found necessary to
)t penetrated every part of Anglican continued use of our present Prayer-book indefiniteély
Christiamty. The whole history of the Christian|i® 8l the .
Church shows no revival to be compared with it, bt |y have & sc
other parts of the Church, though in less degree, have And there is no reason why the E

in mat-
equal validity, and permit the equal use, of a
enrichment

tions which may prefer it, or we

the Scotch book, and the Iri

rst Book of Edward VL, whioh is the best of them
all. And a French book, and a German book, &

Swedish book, a Norwiegan book, &
| and just as
?ecxdbookformioumgthooolonnd

:lsob:dnoedod
“A a8 our notions ex s we L
T bly, in

With us, however, though we have this, yet in n. Skl lrigher. °The liturgy of Bé. James is proba

country whielpis the * home of all nations,” we are Apation thilit e Ny o s A
brought face to face with all the existing varieties
of Christianity, and many of these are closely identi-
fied with forfus of nationality and language which do

not disappear for several generations. Our problem A :
therefore, 18 to findvout the simplest terms on afhich an.,; he would be liable to presentment and trial under

vital wnion is possible ; and we must make  thess sty our Canons for using a seryice not identical with the

Apostles themselves. Now if one of these very Apos-
tles should reappear here in ica, and sheuld
undertake to celebrate, using the liturgy he had
always used, is it not rather startling to think that

Standard Prayer-book of 1671? And yet we call our-
ic " Charch, although among us it
wiul for an A e to celebrate -

Divine liturgy in the very words which He used while
on earth ! "

3

“ Now if Rome—the. inveuntor and o:ﬁ-.l paten-
et allows suffici-

and
ty as to make the attempt rdlym:ll t

on our hands before we know it.

. b the politioal
I give the following extracts in answer to the prob- E‘h only bemg altered—ashould not be ased, or. #he
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