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muet be in union with and subjsot to the See of
Rome. *

This fact alone, that the Church of England
is the only religions body that has no distine~
tive appendage to its pame, separating it from
the rest of Christendom, should make us ear:
nestly consider,

Whyis it ?

Why sre its members simply called Church-
.men -

It is simply becsuse it is nothing but part of
the One Church, never having separated itself
theretrom. :

It may, indeed, be agked, ‘I1 not the addition
‘of England ' a distinotive mark, as much as
tbe others we have mentioned ? 'We may fully
allow that the title in this country is a great
snomaly, and 8 most unfortunate mistake.
But it is cnly & distinctive name in sppearance,
not in reality. It differs entirely from those
we lave mentioned. In England it simply
meant ‘The Church' ‘of,; or ‘belongirg to,’ or
‘situated in.’ that country, and that quite inde-
pendent of all merely accidental circumatances,
such as being ‘Establiched by Law.' It wae
tbe Church ‘of Esgland,’ or of Britain, long
before there was one State, It was the unity
and organization of this One Church throuzh
the Jand that, 88 the greatest historians of the
presert day bave said, taught Xogland to be
one. She was acknowledged ag the ‘Chnreh of
Epgland in the ‘Magna Charta’ (1216), the
great fourdation of Ergland’s liberties, as fully
88 the has been since the days of the heforms-
tion. The first clanse of that Charta, which it
st ever be remembered, was wrested from
King John chi:fly by the energy and determi~
nation of Stepben Langton, the Archbishop of
Canterbury, runs thus

‘That the Charch of England be free, and
1hold ,her rights entiro, and her Iiberties iuv.c-
ate.

The Church of Christ, wherever it spread, was
oslled the Church first of the chief eities, such
as the Church of Jeruealem, of Ephesus, of
Corinth, of Rome, and then of the comntries—
the people of which it won over to the faith.
It was in accordance with this general prinoiple
that the Church in Ebpgland was oalled the
‘Church of Englard, It will be noted that
though England, Scotlsnd, and Ireland now
. form one Kingdom, the Church in each country
is called the Church of Englacd, or of Scotland,
or of Irolanl, because at the time when the
Church was planted in each of those countries
they were separate kingdoms,

To oall the Chureh in this country the Church
of England, however great may be the anomaly,
is timply & relio of the time when colonies were
regarded 68 mere dependencies or paris of the
moiher country, and therelore the Church in
those colonies was still called the Church of the
mother country, for lack of any more suitable
name, To have called it the Church of Uanads,

-

*At the olose of the Council of Trent, in
1563, Pope Pine 1V. promnlgated Twelve
Articles of Faith, as the summary ot thedecrees
of the Council, adding them to the Nicene

"Creed. These Articles are now required to be
confessed by all persons received into the com-
munion of Rome. Nothing, therefore, can be
more authoritative, The Tenth Article says:

*I scknowledge the Holy Catholio Apostoiio
Roman Church for the Mother and Misiress of
all Charches : and I promise . true cbedience to
the Bishop of Rome,’

The oath taker by Roman Bishops, at their
Corsecration, has these words:

11, N,, eleoted to the Church of N., will, fiom
this time forwad, be faithftl and obedient to
the Apostle Peter, and to the holy Foman
Church, and to our Lord Pope N.,” &o,

The ‘Roman Church '’ is mentioned in tlireé
other places in the same dooument,

There can be no doubt, therefore, that the
authoriced title of that Church is the ‘Holy
Roman Church,’

or of Australia, would have been considered as
allowing those countries too much of an inde-
pendent position, Bat now that those colonies
have grown inlo self-governing, and almost in-
deperdent ‘Dominions,’. the time has oertainly
arrived to drop the title that has lost all real
meaning and is decidedly deluding to many
minds, The name ‘Church of England,’ out of
England, simply means, if it has apy meaning
at all, ‘The Church of the English speaking
race,’ The Church in the United States oalls
itself the ‘Protestant Bpiscopal Church,’—a far
more unfortupste and cobjcotionable title, for
thia gertginly does partake of ‘denominational-
iem.! The Church of Australia and of South
Africa aalls iteelf correctly the Churoh of Aus-
tralia acd of Sonth Afrioa. '

It is to be sincerely hoped that it will not be
long before the country drops the unmesning
addition ¢ of England,’ and refuses any addition
to her rightfal title ‘The Church' of, or in,
Canada.— Church Messenger.

LITURGICAL V. “ ¥REE" WORSHIP,

There is much to be said both for and againat
the adoption of a litargioal form of worship,
and the subject is ono whioch bas frequently
been ventilated in confersnges and in the publie
press. The latest disoussion of the topio is re-
ported from Saratogs, where the Unitarians are
holding & congress and cheerfully congratulat.
ing themeelves among other matters, on the
eatablishment of no fewer than sixty-one new
churches, That go ‘advanced ’ and ¢ progres.
give ' a body of Christians should, by a prepon-
derance of opinion, decide in favour of aliturgy,

is & sign of the times, There was a period when
Christian worship was by mapy supposed to
suffer from the observance of snything like
forms and ceremonies, and there were people

who thought the epirit and the truth cf religicn]

conld be best developed in bare, barn-like struc-
tures. The Church at that time had been for
years suffering from s cold formalism, and the
people were for reality and inspiration &t any
aoet, Better a converted ocollier preaching on
8 pit-bank, they said, if the Lord was with him,
than & parsop in gown and bands droning out
the prayers or reading his sermon in & church
from which the life had departed. The Quakers
had already given their testimony to the effeot
that * the Most High dwelleth not in tempies
¢ made with hands, neither is worshipped with
' men’s haods,'! For a season liturgies were at
a digcount- in the religious world. The time
came, however, when it was again realised that
the soul of true worship can be oclothed by a
liturgy =8 well as by a service in whioh Iree
prayer and extempore preaching take & promi-
nent part, Uf course there were many who
had never failed to recognize this, a8 was natu.
ral, when the Anglican liturgy, which has been
justly deolared * incomparable,’ is considered.
‘t hat liturgy has been sssooiated &nd blended
with the hves of millions, and there seems every
reason o suppose that it will continue its hold
on the minds of men, wherever the Engiish
tongue is spoken, for a long time yet. ILi has
been the mine from which other liturgies have
been hewed, not always with the best kuccess.
With regard to worship no doubt very much
depends on how the thing is done. The beat of
either of the methods is often more inspiring
than & medicore sample of the other. We are
told sometimes that & litargy allows no scope
for the reshty of living worship, which is best
ministered to by the aevont utterances of the
moment, The detect of ‘free’ mervices, how
ever, is tkeir ltendency to degenerate into irre-
verence, An Americanreporter once described
the supplioations of a popular minister as
‘among the most sublime efforts ever addresseu
to an intelligent audience, This is indeed &
habit into which it muet be the easiest thing in
the world to fall, and it may perbaps be said

that an audience never listens Jess to prayer
than when it ir miedireoted toward iteelf,
There is, however, one thing worse than pray-
ing and forgetting whom we should address;
and that is, praying snd forgetting whom we
are addressing. It is frequently the ocsse that
the sopplicatory efforts of our ministers are
such as to appear to an unprejadioed hearer to
be addresses to a being of exalted s ank and high
oharaoter, but not otherwise differing greatly
from thore who offsr them. Everybody has
heard prayers to the Daity of a very extraor-
dinary natuore from unedueated men, bat it is
at once evident in sach oases that it is & want
of ednoation and not irreverence that gives
them their peculiar guality. It is nothing
worse than pure ignorsnce, Bat familiarity of
approach to the Divine Being upon the part of
an eduoated man, perfectly acquainted with the
powers of langusge and the meaning of words,
is quite another matter. Again, eloquence of
diotion is far worse than useless in prayer,
Minuteues of detail is needless, even where it is
possible. Fsaith being general and submission
general, we arr if we begin to specify details sg
though we were drawing up a legal document
to which an omission might prove tatal., What
is left to us but tho spirit of supreme reverence,
alike neediul whother we pray or trust or aub.
mit, not to be expressed—much less superseded
—by any fashion of epeech whatever, but per-
fectly oapable of expressing itself without
any ? This given, the apirit, at suy rate, of
prayer cannot be absent. This wanting, forms
or the absence of forms are equally valueless,
and we had better be silent. It may bo that
neither in the still solemnity of a Friends'
meeting nor in the sonorous monotony of the
Romsan Catholic mass do we find intelligible
utterance to the scul; but give us either of
these & thousand times over rather than that
we should be compelled to listen to & man who
alwost presumes to give advice to his Maker,

[The foregeing leader from the Toronto Mail
of th e 26th September is not without eignifi-
cance, and is worthy of reprodumotion in our
columns. That & secular paper--and one, too,
oceupying the leading position in Canada that
the Mait does—shonld devote nearly a colamn
of its valuable space to the disoussion of the
subject, is a8 sign of the times; that its finding
is k0 stromgly 1n favour of the litargy of the
Chureh is noteworthy, in view of the faot that
probably thousands of its anbscribers are wor-
shippers without & form of sound words, Secu-
lar pupers usnally refloot the trend of publio
opinion, snd are oareful not to exceed the
bounds.~Ep ]

RELIGION—SENSIBLE AND PRAC-
TI0AL

Some good people think that & truly reli-
gioua life is something very different from, and
outside of, our everyday life, and that it must
be considered and treated accordingly,

This we are sure is a great mistake and leads
to endless confusion and trouble. One object

of our Lord's coming into this world anu cloth-
ing Himself with our humanity, was to show
men and women how to live, how to live here,
how to take part in and discharge the duties of
parents, cbildren, neighbors, friends snd oiti.
zons—studied simply in His earthly life, from
His ohildhood to his death, in what He said,
what He did, what He tavght in public and in
private. In His sermons ¢n the Mount, in the
;['emple, in the Bynagogue, in private families,
in His talk with Bis dieciples, with publicans
snd sinpers, with the rich and the poor, with
the eiok, the sorrowing and the desolate of. all
claeses and conditions ; and in all and through
all there will be found innamerable precepts
and illustrations of what life should be on earth,
what principles and epirit shonld control us in
business and in plessure in esch snd. every relg



