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men of ver\ great ability, of well-balanced 
and impartial minds, not in the least likely 
to be carried aw ax bv breezes from either 
quarter. W ill the Ritualists respond to this 
offer: We believe that a considerable pro 

portion of them will do so; and we think 
those who refuse will, in the eyes of then- 
fellow-countrymen, put themselves out of 
Court, and then perhaps other ways max 
be found of dealing with them. God grant 
that, in some way, these troubles may cease. 
Give peace in our time, U Lord.

THE PHILIPPINES.

We must confess ourselves among the 
number of those who rejoice to hear of tlie- 
successes of the American arms in the 
Philippines, and who regret that a lack of 
intelligence on the part of a portion of tin- 
inhabitants should lead them to resist tin- 
measures, which are calculated to lead to 
their own ultimate benefit. We do not for 
a moment believe the report that the Ameri 
cans had stirred up the resistance of tin- 
natives, that they might have an excuse for 
putting it down with the sword. In the first 
place, the Americans have shown no blood 
thirstiness in any part of their recent cam 
paign, whether in Cuba or in the Philippines. 
In the second place we cannot believe them 
so destitute of reason as to create difficulties 
in the way of the work which they have un
dertaken. The islands they have taken pos
session of, and they are bound to hold them 
and civilize them. When this is accomplish
ed, the) may then consider what they have 
next to do. But this need not specially con
sider the present generation, and certainly 
not the present generation of Canadians. 
We have the deepest sympathy with the 
work of the Americans on two quite clear 
grounds. In the first place, on account of 
the various peoples and tribes which are 
found in those Asiatic islands. There seem
ed no prospect of the Spaniards bringing 
them into a civilized condition. Whether 
that was the fault of their race, or of their 
religion, or of their form of government, 
we need not enquire. Now white men, 
especially men of our own race, have a very 
remarkable faculty of extending civilization 
and of making other peoples capable of be
ing treated as civilized human beings. No 
doubt there aje difficulties and recoils and 
relapses, but still the work goes on; and we 
can see no prospect possible for these wild peo-

in colonizing and the like, are commercial 
interests, simple and solvlv The best answer 
t<* such a reproach will he a consideration 
of the British method- They claim nothing 
which thev are not -willing t<> concede Who. 
then, are the rapacious colonizers—those 
who would shut out other peoples from their 
ports, their rivers, their stations' or those 
who would place no such restrictions? 
W hen this question is answered, there will 
be a complete reply to the sill\ and insincere 
accusation brought against our people

LORD HALIFAX’S VIEWS.

The Fehruarv number of the Nineteenth 
Centurv. which reached us too late for re
view until to-dav. contains two articles in
teresting to Churchmen. The first is one 
b\ Lord Halifax, and forms an “apologia" 
for those w ho believing in the unknown con- 
tinuitv of the Anglican Church with the 
Church planted at Canterburv bv Augustine, 
“maintain that she cannot be independent 
of. or indifferent to. the teaching of the rest 
of Christendom, or relieved from the obliga
tion of those rules, regulations, doctrinal 
statements, and ritual observances which she 
has at anv time laid for the guidance of her 
members, except in such definite and specific 
particulars as she has distinctly abrogated 
or altered them herself. In a word, that a 
Catholic interpretation is the only interpre
tation of which the formularies of the Church 
of England are really patient and the onlv in 
terpretation by which thev are bound.” We do 
not propose to discuss the question of how 
far the XXNIX. Articles are susceptible of 
such interpretation where it is sought to add 
to or vary plain language used; we content 
ourselves with the consideration of the ques
tion of how far the plain language of Rubrics 
ought to be set aside or varied bv reading in
to them extraneous considerations of alleged 
ancient Catholic practice. We think Lord 
Halifax is unfortunate in hitting upon “a 
celebration of the Holy Communion when 
there is no one to communicate with the 
priest,” as a Catholic practice which lie seeks 
to defend in the face of the plain directions 
of all the Post Reformation Praver-Books, 
except, singularly enough, the present 
Prayer-Book of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of America. NTot onlv are the 
rubrics singularly clear, but the whole lan
guage of the most solemn parts of the office 
itself are incohsistent with such a célébra 
lion land turn the use of solemn words into

made
id 11* receive the Holy Communion,” 
hv tlie \li-tilutii>n. pronounced by the priest 
to the people. Absolution can only be pro- 
noimced after Confession, and to those who 

have confessed, who in this service arelimfaj 
to those “that are minded to receive” ^ 
"High Celebration." without communicants

unconfirmed choir boys repeat the Confes- 

sion. can it be contended that thev receive 
the benefit of the Absolution? In other 
words, does the priest pronounce Absolu

tion to an voue but to himself alone! The 
wording of the “prayer of humble access," 

and of the precatorv part of the Consecra
tion is in the plural number: “grant us 
so to eat. etc." "We receiving these Thy 
creatures of bread and wine.” Is it not a 

mockers to use these words where only the 
celebrant i- intending to receive? Can any 

ancient Catholic usage in vogue before the 

compilation of the Praver-Book justify such 
a mockerv of solemn words’ If Lord Hali

fax is prepared to defend “solitary masses,” 
he must pardon vs if we advise our readers 
to adopt the safer guidance of the Bishoos, 

who condemn such celebrations. Lord Hali

fax also censures the Bishops for condemn
ing Reservation, while they do not condemn 

Evening Communion. Main of the English 
Bishops have, in charges to their clergv, de

precated the introduction of Evening Com
munion. but it is at least questionable 
whether anv Bishop would be justified in 
forbidding it in his diocese. While the 
Rubrics against Reservation are couched 
in plain language, there is no Rubric which 

expresslv or impliedlv forbids Evening Com
munion. nor is there one word in the office 

for TTolv Communion inconsistent with an 
evening celebration : and Lord Halifax is 
driven to read into the Rubrics “a point of 
discipline” (fasting communion wre presume), 
“bv which,” (he savs). “the whole Church 

of England in the sixteenth century was as 
strictlv bound as the rest of Christendom, 
and one which she has never relaxed, except 
so far as corrupt custom can he held to relax 
universal rule." With all deference to Lo^ 

Halifax, we have never vet met with any re
liable authority recognizing this ancient 
point of discipline as binding otT the Church 
in this centurv, though a goodly number of 
eminent authorities. Pusev. Samuel Wilber 

force. Walsham How and others have ex
pressly taught that it is not binding. Ww® 
we come to Lord Halifax’s plea for the use 
of incense, as permissible, according to hu 

reading of the “Ornaments Rubric, we 
are fain to ask His Lordship whether he 
can prove the use of incense at any time by 
such representative men as Keble, Pusc5r’
( arter of Clewer, Butler of W antage, Deal1 
Church ; and, if they did not show by their 

own practice that they considered its u “ 
desirable, why should its use he reviv 
after centuries of disuse, against the °Pin 
ion of all the members of the English Epj5 *| 

copate to-day? The other article, by _ 
George W. E. Russell on “Ritualism an 
Disestablishment,” has more interest hi 
Englishmen than for Canadians. Like pre
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TWO IXD
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