ed to interfere with that education of the soul
which every man requires. Many of our people
seem to think that being * diligent in business " 18
the whole of religion. We must bid them remem:-
ber that it is also required that they be ** fervent in
spirit, serving the Lorn.” And when we rcflect
upon the difficulty attendant upon the proper edu
cation of the soul, we should infer that the former
should in all cases be subordinate to the latter.

Another difficulty in regard to this matter, oc-
curring to the clergy of this county, is the heating
of the church edifice. This is the
obsticle of all. but not insurmountable—unless we
choose to make it so. At the worst it is only haif
a difficulty, inasmuch as it does not apply to the
sammer months. To overcome this it may be
suggested that in some cases the vestry woula be
found large enough, and the heating of which
would be of comparatively little cost or labour
Should this not be possible, a room in the rectory or
parsonage might be used for this purpose; or a small
oratory might be attached to every such building
for the holding of week-day services, with a small
bell for calling the people to prayers.

With regard to the prejudices of a congreation
against the introduction of daily service, this should
constitute no dufficulty or obstacle in our way. Witl
some of our clergy their first concern, even in mat
ters about which the voice of the Church is mos:
plain, is the sanction and approval of their congre-
gation. But let the faichful priest remember that
he must not allow his people to constitute them
selves his judges, neither must he become their ser-
vant. We must hearken to the words of the Judg:
of quick and dead, that to ““ our own Master, we
stand or fall.” And remember that at our admis
sion into our sacred office, we declared in the sight
" of Gop, that we would be * dilligent in prayers.”

But lastly, how can we restore this practice to
its proper position ?

In an essay of this character, it 1s sought not
only to gain a tacit assent to what is recognized as
good and true. but also to influence the practice of
those to whom it is addressed.

We conceive that any effort in the direction of
carrying out the wishes of the Church in respect to
daily service must be put forth carefully and wise.
ly, and if possible must ve a general effort. That
is, we must seek to influence the opinions of men,
that a general move in that direction may be made.
It is only possible here to make suggestions. At
our conferences, at the meetingg of our Deaneries
and Diocesan and Provincial Synods, the subject
might be agitated, and if necessary the Bishops
memorialized in regard thereto. One would sup-
pose that they would be gratified at such an evi.
dence of life in the Church, and if approached in
the matter would issue pastorals recommending the
practice. If that were done it would greatly
smooth the way of, and support the hands of, the
clergy in introdueing it into their parishes.

Burely it is not Utopian to wish to see every
parish in our land, from Victoria to Labrador, from
Athabasca to Newfoundland, with the daily incense

_ prayer, praise and thanksgiving, ascending to
Throne of Gop.

In the meantime, let the clergy of our Church
endeavour to determine how far this should become
a matter of conscience with them, remembering
that as ““ stewards of the mysteries of Gon,” we
shall one day have to give an account.
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NCIFNCE AND BELTGION,

T HI followmmg adwmirable  discourse  which|

l claims for the Church, as we do, the whole
realn of plulanthropic enterprise as its kingdow,
was preached at the last Social Serence Congress,
Nottingham, by the Rev. J. M. Wirs)x, head mas
ter of Clifton College. The preacher said

By social science he meant all that wight be
learned by history and observation as to the nature
and conditions of social and national well-beiug ;
into economical

the result of methodical mquiry

and sociological phenomena. R-ligion had always
been a great and even umversal power 1n social
life, and its standard, though perhaps not its in
tluence, hal alwavs bsen nising and never falling.
[t was based on human nature 1itself; on mau’s
necessary relation to the Infimite, to the super-
vatural, to God. Now it was not necessary that
there should be any relation or co-operation be-
tween these two great powers.
totally separate from each other. Social science
might be toiled for from scientific or utilitarian
motives, with as httle religious fee!ing as was im-

corted into chemstry.

They might be

Religion might be either
an abstract philosophy, or the sense of 10dvidual
sin, forgiveness, salvation. Such a separation did
w fact exist in the 2nd and 5rd centures of our
2ra, when p()litlcit‘ni and lawyers formed a great
Social Science Association, and Christianity was »
system of religious individualism, concerning itself
more with the next world than with this. Bat
the separation of the two tended to the paralysis
of both. Religion was the true brotherhood of
men in Christ, giving more faith in God, teaching
the rich that wealth was a splendil trust, and th
poor that poverty was not ignoble. Religion alone,
love of (iod alone, could support such workers as
Oberlin and Edward Denison, as Mary Carpenter
and Octavia Hill, and others of that noble band
known to fame, who had served and were serving
God in the servives of their fellows. Bat it was not
less true that the combination of social science and
religion was the one conditioun for the permanence
and true life and growth of social science, which
maust be ultimately based on some philosophy. It
might be utilitarian and agnostic; it might ‘be
theologic and Christian.

Materialistic and evolutional philosophies have
for the time perhaps obscured the divine super
natural element in our sociological philosophy, or
shaken confidance in it; but utilitarianism could
never be the basis of vigorous social action. Men
judged of their own interests, and the feelings of
the nation in the long run often conflicted with the
interests of the individual. The fundamental be.-
lief of religion that man was make in the image of
Gop, and theat Curist was our Restorer and Savi-
our; the proof to us that love and self-devotion
were essential elements of the Divine, and there-
fore of the highest human character, were the only
permanent springs of consistent endeavour to bring
about the coming of the kingdom of Gop.

In the same combination lay the ho e of '
Church, and the hope of obt@h{ing a lesspsectarf::
Chrigtianity. - In such a combination was also the
cure of aimlessness, for melancholy, perhaps even for
cynical worldliness, and an aid to purity and simplic.
ity. Some social problems, too, might de solved in
the same manner. One great evil of our age was the
width of breach between classes in our cities. The
wedge of separation was daily being driven home by
natural causes which, if left to themselves, wonld
widen the breach and ruin the nation, Social science
had to find a cure for this, a cure by prevention, not
revolution, and in such a work experience pr’oved

tpat the enthusiasr_n for social amelioration, the infec.
tion of.a grand aim, were strong -enough to make

Christians of all denominations work together.,

{

Any

[1ition of slave 1y, the
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——
groater agurossive philanthropic movement, the abol.
promotion  of tewporance, the
protoction of women and ehnldren, the rohef of great
te lulu\rn(\ local  distress, did 1o fn‘(‘l ')l‘lm.i mon op
the samo platform who would moet in no other way,
For many agos past Chrstismity  had too little aimed
U tho improvemoent of sooial conditions We wore
too mnch hauntod by the mudueval uachristian op
ation betwo 'n the secular annd the religious. g?;
dared not boldly say, though fow would deoy, thag
the first religions duty of a commuovity was to make
the conditions of hfe for overy member of it such shag
ho might arrive at the best of which he was C\p;N‘
If Christianity moved nlony that line 1t wonld find .
wlf in the first place rewnforced bv the irremstible
lemocratic movemnut of the age. The deeply-scated
mherited roligions feeling o! the industrial classes in
England, and their faith and trast in God, their won.
lerful kindliness, patience, sympathy, and l.op.‘
were sull, 1 spite  of  all discouraging signe,
the basis of a npational religion swod a national
Church.  .lo the second place, the appearance
of a direct collision between religious faith and mate.
rialistic philosophy would be avoided. They would
be seen to be moving on different lhines. A conlest
about opiuion would be seen to be of secondary im.
portance as gompared to the Christ like and truth.
loving life which never failed to command the hounoe
and love of the materinhist. (o the thire place, Chris.
tianity would co operate with the sociological forces
f the age.  The age of struggling for liberty was
nearly over in England a« in America. What use was
to be made of Liberty ? Unrestrained liberty tended
to widen the breach between rich and poor: it coe-
ceutrated advantages on the strong and disad vantages
u the weak. Now, it was the aim of the statesman,
the social reformer, and of the Christian alike to se.
sure favourable conditious for the physical, moral,
swud ntellectual development of every individual. A
aation might perish from oxcess of misdirected f{ree-
dom. Freedowm mu-t be won ouly to be sacrificed to
higher aime.  To preach such a Christianity we re-
quired the help of associations such as that which be
was addressing. It was not ignorant and uncombinegd
pbilanthropical views, not mere charity sermons that
were needed, but the co operstion of scientific organ-
1ization with religious zeal. [.et them never clef:ipdt.
Chere was pleuty to do ou the largest scale. Educa-
von, land, drink, prostitution, vagabondism required
wttention.  Let no private right be pleaded as an ex-
cuse for public wrongs For prnivate rnights compes-
sation could be found.  There was none for a public
wroung. It was our duty to protect the weak; the
helpless and the poor could not protect themselves
against ignorance, vice, ill sanitation, overwork, tyr-
rany.  Let each rne of them work for others.
him do something for bis city, his parish, for one
street, one household. Let him give something more
than mooey, his time, his thought, his love. We
were not called on to reform the world, but each

might do something for his neighbours to show that
he had the spirit of Christ.

BISHOP WILBERFORCE AND ECCLESIAS.
TICAL APPOINTMENTS.

HE third volume of Bishop Wilberforce's ** Life "
has been published, with great accidental oppor-
tuneness. It is interesting, just when an appointment
is being made to the vacant Archbishopric of Canter-
bury, to read the details of a similar appointment.
The vacancy of Canterbury raised great excitement.
Archbishop Longley died during the height of the
controversy about the Irish Church, and Bi Tait's
appointment bas commonly been attributed to Mr.
Disraeli's knowledge of character. Apparently, this
18 altogether a mistake. A curious letter fromi Mr.
Disraeli is printed in the ** Life " :—* Nothwithstand-
ing,” he says * the fine sentiments in which it is
easy to indulge for those who are not responsible,
is all over with the Church of England, if 5?. be dis-
conneeted with the State. . . . . . E wise
man on our side should attract the Protosh;:?eollﬂll
as much as practicable to the Church of Eagland.”
Even in 1868, Mr. Disraeli had made up his mind
about Ritualism. * I think the chief Minister of this
country, if he be ignorant of the bent . of the national
feeling at this crisis, must be an idiot. His mesns

of arriving at the truth are so various. Now, certain:

ly, I hold that the long pent-up feeling of this nation
against ultra-Ritaalism, will pronounce itself at the
impending election.” As we know, it was not Rituelg
18m, but the Irish Church, against which the lon-

pent-up feeling of the nation pronounced iteelf; But

Mr. Disraeli waited until the excitement which 8-
cured the passing of the Public Worship Regulation
Bill seemed to justfy his prediction. Apparently,
the Prime Minister tried to make some very p
terous appointment to Canterbury, ganeray

ftood to be that of Bishop Ellicott, for though the .

name is surpressed in the extracts from the “Bishop's
diary, it was plainly one which startled Desn Welles:
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