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OALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER,

BxrT. ‘6 th—16th Sunday after Trinitj.

# 13th-——16th Sunday sfter Trinity. [Nofice
of Ember Days: Ember Collects

daily this week.]
“ 16th—
“ 18th— » EMpER Dars,
“ 19th—

#  920th—17th Sunday after Trinity. [Nofice
of St. Maithew ]

#  51st—St, Matthew. Ap, Hv. Mor, (4iha
nasian Creed.)

%  97th—18th Sunday after Trinity. [Notice
of St. Michael and All Angels.]

#  929th—St. Michael and All Angels,

INDIREOT LIBELS.

Libelling is an expensive amusement, 48 many
evil-disposed persone have found to their cost.
But, with a porverse ingenuity, many of such
have discovered ways of evading the letter of
the law while violating its spirit, and have con-
trived to eat their cake and have it by libelling
their meigbbours indirectly. In an amusing
paper entitled Balbus: a Biography, the writer
points ot how the historian of Balbus, wishing
to convey the faot of bis hero's infidelity with~
out directly stating it, dolioately insinuates it
by means of the premises of s syllogism—* A
Christian does not fear death ; Balbus does fear

death’; leaving the reader to form his own
conolusion. In liko manner, where there is a
wicked will to break the Ninth Commandment,
they who foar tho comsequences of doing so
directly will not bave muoh difficalty in doing
it, Balaam-like, by irdirect meuans. Now, thore
ig far too much libelling, both direct and indi-
rect, smong varions parties of those who pro-
foss and oall themselves Christians, False
aconeaiions of horesy are often brought against
Churchmen of particular sohools, with very
little real inquiry into their actusl tenets ; as,
for example, that those who hold Baptismal
Regenerstion sre Antinomisns, or the cool
statement made in & sermon in London, and
nblished : ' Such, my brethren, is the dootrine
of Transubstantiation, which the Romanists
believe, and which the Ritualists believe.' Such
pweeoping ‘false witnees,’ uttered, probably in
the same haste ag the Pealmist's, ¢ All men are
liars,’ is porhaps too much exaggerated to be
very 1njarious: ‘ Mole rait sma’ Bat the indi-
reot fashion of libelling one's neighbour by
labelling onesell has undoubtedly done great
misohief, Just ua one political party, by ss-
suming the name of Liberals, virtually brings
u oharge of illiberality against its adversaries,
.go that very ustule body, the Romarists, by
assuming to themselves the exolusive title of
Oatholics, intend, nnquestionably, to ‘unchunroh’
us, the Churoh of England, and declare that we
do not form a branch of the Holy Catholio
Church, They acouse ue, in fact, by the use, or
rather the sbuso, of this title, of the sin of
sohism,
1t seems very strange now that Churchmen
should have allowed ihemeselves to be, as it
were, robbed of the honourable title of Catho-
lica; but the fact is, that during the eighteenth
century Churchmanship, as we understand the

term, was almost extinguished, owing largely
to the suppression of Convocation in the.reign
of George 1., whereby the Church lost her voice;
and also to the gross Erastianism of the Bishops.
And the party whioh first emerged ont of the
general spiritual deadness was that which was
led by such men as Newton, Cecil, the Venus,
&o,, who were well nigh blind to the Catholic
side of the Chureh, and were willing to allow
tke Roman’sts to monopolise that designation.
The phrase, ‘Catholic Emancipation,” which
was in everybody’s mouth in the reign of
George 1V., no doubt did much to confirm the
popular ides that the Church of England was
pot Catholic; and, though eounder principles
goon began te be spread by means of the Oxford
Movement, the general notion that Protestants
cannot be also Catholics has by no means been
eradioated.

No troe-hearted Churchman will permit this
implied libel—this charge of cchism—to pass
unchallenged, If every reader of Church Bells
were to make a point of never sllowing the
Romanists to be ocalled ¢ the Catholics * without
a distinot protest, the way would be paved to-
wards & wider recoguition of our Church’s true
status as the purect branch of the Holy Catholio
Church,

Another libel is committed by the employ-
meont of the hononrable title of *XEvangelical '
in & partial sense, They who claim to be, par
excelience, Evangelioals are indirectly accus—
ing large numboers of olergyman of the heinous
crime of not preaching the Gospcl, and large
vnumbers of faithfal members of the Church of
Englaud of not believing the Gospel. !t is a
most barefaced and impudent piece of false ao
ougation, which hag brought the beautiful word
! gvangeliosl ’ into contempt, 8o that to many
minds the first idea conveyed by hearing that
8 person is so designated is, nol that he is one
who delights in the good news of salvation, but
rather one who depreoiates the Sacraments, and
is ready to perseoute suoh of his brethren as do
not agree with him. The libel implied by this
misuse of a goid word ought to be persistently
resented” by all true Church folk, who should
be careful never’ themselves to restriet, nor to
allow others withont protest to restriot, to any
one party in the Church a terma whioh belongs
equally to sll. A person who is nof really
! Evangelionl ' or who is not really ¢ Catholio’
is simply out of the pale of the Churoh of Eng-
land, which has a stronger claim to both those
glorious titles than any other body of Christiana
in this land,—A .M. W. in Church Bells.

THE “INVISIBLE" OHURCH.

The ordinary Protestant idea of the Christisn
Church is that it is, first of all, and in its most
essential aspect, 8 commanity of souls not
bound together by sny outward organism, and
therefore invisible to the eye of sense—a demo-
oracy- of spirits capable of being recogniz:d
only by the all seeing One. The organization
of any portion of these into & community,
having & placein time snd space, is & secondary
idea, and results in & ‘denomination,” which
may exist or cease to exist without any effsot
upon the integrity of the ‘invisible' Church,

The nineteenth article of that formulary,

koown a8 the ‘Thirty-nine Artioles,’ speaks of
‘the visible Church of Christ,’ but it does not
thereby lead us to infer that the invisible
Church is ather than that portion of the visible
Church whioch bas passed out of our sight,
‘through the grave and gate of death.’ Ifit be
objeoted that the articlo seems to infer the idea
of partioular bodies, less than a Catholio organ—
ism, the objeotion ia admitted ; but it is con
tended that the emaller organizations or ‘con-
grogations' are not ‘denominational’ in the
medern sense of the word. The language of the
artiole, in its second clause, where it speaks of
‘the Churoh of Jerusalem, the Church of Alex-

andris, and Antioch,’ ‘also the Charch of Rome,’
shows that the only divisions contemplated by
the artiocles are such as exercise their fanotions
under nationsl or patriarchal limita, within the
pale of the One, Holy, Catkolie, and Apostolic
Churoh,

Bat suppose we concede the ‘invisible’ theory
as describing the state of things at the outatart
of Christianity, let us contemplate it as & pure-
ly spiritual order, without power or ontward
expression, realising, tbough in adifferent sense
from tbat which our Lord designed to convey
by the words, that ‘the kingdom of God cometh
not with observation.’

Nevertheless it was inevitable that this in-
visible entity should eventually msnifest itself
in a vigible form—a proposition which no cne
will be disposed to gaineay. Moreover, this
development into historic objectivity must have
been conducted under the influence of the same
mighty Agent by whom the spiritual life of
individual members of Christ was begun, by the
Holy Ghost. A Lutheran theologian (Van
Oosterzee) says:—'Prepared for by the theo-
oracy of the Old Covenant, and more especially
by the coming and weork of Christ, it (the
Church) dates from the first Christian Pentecost,
and is in the full sense of the word & oreation
of the Holy Ghost.'

But what was the law or method which the
Spirit guided his oreative snergies by, when
He thus pave external form to the invisible
Church ? Was that law of 8 natare to produce
in the earliest age such a condition of things,
with respeot to outward orgsnization, as is pre-
sented by modern Protestant Christianity?
Were there as many denominations? Was the
ides of unity regarded as sufficiently illustrated
by professed agreement respeoting & fow things
and sectarian controversy and division respeot-
ing many other things? Did Antioch contain
two or three kinds of Presbyterians, five or six
kinds of Baptists, four or five kinds of Method-
ists, ome kind of Swedenborgians, and four
kinde of Reformed Episcopalians ?

We would that it might be deeply impressed
upon the minds and conscience of Christisn
people in this age of division and consequent
disbelief, that the law of the Spirit'sPentecostal
power was unto organio unity. The Church of
the Holy Ghost was visibly one. ‘When the
day of Pentecost was fully come, they were ALL
with oNE accord in ONE place,’ ‘The same day
there were added unto them about three thou-
eand souls,’ ‘And the Lord added to Zhe Church
daily such asghonld be saved.’

That was not denominationalism, certairly!
On the contrary. the invisibility which we jst
now conceded, for the sake of argnment, seems
to have passed out of existence, and thespiritual
organiam is identical with the Ohurch of the
Holy Ghost, visible, capable of mnumerical
measurement, having a oreed and commaunion
(‘ the Apostles’ dootrine and fellowship ) sacra-
ments (baptism and the ‘bresking of bread’), 4
form of worship (the ‘prayers’), and a place
to meet in (continuing deily with one accord in
the temple™).

Visible unity, then, was the character stamp. .
ed upon the Church of the Holy Ghost. The
‘invigible’ theory ie unirne. Denominationalism
is & blunder and & in, contrary to the mind of
the Spirit, to the rational mind of man, to the
leaching of the Soriptures, and to the better in-
stinots of the Christian conscience when it is
permitted to speak its real convictiona,

The visible unity of Christ's disoiples is the
most spiritual conception of the Church. De-
nominationalism is carcality, It is & surrender
to the lower motives, the divisive and disin-
tegrating forces, which assert themselves when
‘the fruits of tve Spirit’ begin to disappesar from
the Church, 8t. Paul could not speak tothe
Christians of Corinth ‘ss unto spiritual,’ and
why? ‘Fur ye are yet oarnal,’ That wasSt.
Paul's indictment, and he follows it up by
specifio testimony, ‘For whereas there is among
yon envying, and strife, and divisions, are ye



