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muet be in union with and subjeot ta th. See of
Bome.*

This fact alone, that the Church of England
la the only religions body that has no distinc-
tive appendage to its name, separating it froin
the rest of Christendom, should make us ar.
nestly eonaider.

Why !s it ?
Why are its members simply called Church-

men ?
It ie sinply because it is nothing but part of

the One Church, nover having separated itself
therefrom.

It may, indeed, he asked, 'I not the addition
'of England ' a distinctive mark, as much as
the others we have mentioned ? We May fully
allow that ih title in thi country is a great
snomaly, and a most unfortunate mistake.
But it is cnly a distinctive name in appearance,
not in reality. It differa entirely from those
we j:ave mentioned. In England it simply
meant The Church' 'of,' or 'belongirg to,'or
'situated in.' that country, and that quite inde-
pendent of ail merely accidental circumatances,
such as being 'Established by Law.' It was
the Church 'of England,' or of Britain, long
before thore was one State. It was the unity
and organization of this One Church through
the ]and that, as the greatest historians of the
preser t day have said, taught England ta be
cone. She was acknowledged as the 'Chlirch -)f
England in the 'Magna Charta' (1215), the
groat fourdation of Ergland's liberties, as fully
as Ehe bas been since the daya of the Beforma-
tion. The firEt clause of that Charta, which it
muet ever be remembered, was wrested from
King John chiiflf by the energy and determi-
nation of Stephen Langton, the Archbiehop of
Canterbury, runs thus:

' That the Church of England b free, and
hold her rights entire, and her Iiberties inv.-
late.'

The Church of Christ, wherever it spread, was
called the Church firet of the chef cities, such
as the Church of Jeruealem, of Epheaus, of
Corinth, of Rome, and then-of the countries-
the people of which it won over to the faith.
It was in accordance with thia general principle
that the Church in England was called the
'Church of Englard.' It will be noted that
though England, Secotland, and Ireland now
form one Kingdom, the Church in each country
l called the Church of England, or of Scotiand,
or et Irolan 1, because at the time when the
Church was planted in each of those cuntiries
they were separate kingdoms.

To cali the Chnrch in this country the Church
of England, however great may ba the anomaly,
ia simply a relie of the time when colonies were
regarded se more dependencies or parts of the
moîher country, and therelore the Church in
thcse colonies was still called the Church of the
mother country, for lack of any more suitable
naine. To have called ià the Church of Canada,

*.t the close of the Council of Trent, in
1563, Pope Pins IV. promulgated Twelve
Articles of Faithi, as the summary of the decrees
of the Council, adding them, to the Nicene
Creed. These Articles are now required to be
confessed by ail pergons received into the com.
munion of Rome. Nothing, therefore, can be
more authoritative. The Tenth Article says:

'I acknowledge the Holy Catholio Apostolie
Roman Clurch for the Mother and Mistresa of
alI Churches : and I promise true obedience to
the Bishop of Rome.'

The oat taken by Roman Bishops, ut their
Corsecration, bas these words:
'1, N,, elected te the Church of N., will, fi om

this time forwa :d, be faithftl and obedient ta
the Apostle Peter, and te the holy Boman
Church, and to our Lord Pope N.,' &0.

The Roman COurch'is mentioned in tlireé
other places in the same document.

There can h no doubt, therefore, that tIe
authorised title of that Church l the 'Roly
Roman Church,'

or of Australie, would have been considered as
allowing those countries too much of an inde.
pendent position, But now that those colonies
have grown into self-governing, and almost in-
depeLdent 'Dminions, the time has certainly
arrived ta drop the title that has lost ail rosi
meaning and is deoidedly deluding ta many
minds. The rane 'Church of England,' out of
England, simply means, if it bas any meaning
ut ail, 'The Church of the English speaking
race.' The Church in the United States cal la
itself the 'Protestant Episcopal Church,'--a fer
more unfortunate and obj.ctionable titie, for
this certainlydoes partake of 'denomainational-
ism.' The Churoh of Australia and of South
Africa calla itself correctly the Church of Aus-
tralia and of South Africa.

It is ta be sincerely hoped that it will not be
long before the country dropa the unmeaning
addition ' of England,' and refuses any addition
ta her rightful title 'The Church' of, or in,
Canada.-Church Messenger.

LIT URGICAL V. Il RER" WORSEIP.

There a muach to be said both for and against
the adoption of a liturgical form of worship,
and the subjeot ia one which bas frequently
beon ventilated in conferences and in the public
pres. The latest discussion of the topio is re-
ported from Saratoga, where the Unitarisa are
holding a congress and cheerfully congratulat.
ing themselves among other matter@, on the
establishment of no fewer than sixty-one new
charches. That se 'advanced' and ' progres.
ive' a body of Christians should, by a prepon.

derance of opinion, decide in favour of a liturgy,
ia a sign of the limes. There was a period when
Christian worship was by many supposed to
siffer from the observance of anything like
forma and ceremonies, and there were people
who thought the spirit and the truth of religi n
could b. best developed in bare, barn-like struc-
tures. The Church at that time had been for
years suffering from a cold formalisi, and the
people were for reality and inspiration ut any
ost. Botter a converted collier preaching on
a pit-bank, they said, if the Lord was with him,
than a parson in gown and bands droning out
the prayers or reading hie sermon in a church
from which the life had departed. The Quakers
had already givdn their testimony ta the effeot
that 'the Most High dwelleth not in temples

made with hands, neither ie worshipped with
'men's haads.' For a seanon liturgies were at
a discount- in the religions world. The time
came, however, when it was again realised that
the soul of true worahip cean be clothed by a
liturgy as well as by a service in which iree
prayer and extempore preaching take a promi-
nent part, of course there were many who
had never failed te recognize this, as was natu.
ral, when the Anglican liturgy, which has been
justly declared ' incomparable,' is considered.
'Ihat liturgy has been aesociated and blended
with the hves of millions, and thore seems every
reaon to suppose that it wili continue ils hold
on the minds of mon, wherever the Engiheh
tongue l spoken, for a long time yet. It has
been the mine from which other liturgies have
been ewed, not always with the best succoes.

With regard te worship no doubt very much
depends on how the thing ia done. The best of
either of the methoda l often more inspiring
than a medicore sample of the other. We are
told smetimes that a liturgy allows no acope
for the reality of living worrhip, which is beat
ministered ta by the cevout utterancea of the
moment. The deiect of 'free' services, how
ever, is tl:eir tendency ta degenerate into irre-
verence. An American reporter once desocribed
the supplication" of a popular miniater as
'among the most sublime efforts ever addressau
to an intelligent audience. This je indeed a
habit into which it must be the easiest thing in
the world to fall, and It may perbaps be said

TMm ORUEI GUAURDIN

that an audience never listens less to prayor
than when it is midirected toward itself.
There ia, however, one thing worse than pray.
ing and forgetting whom we sbould address;
and that i, praying and forgetting whom we
are addressing. It le frequently the case that
the supplicatory efforts of our ministers are
snah as to appear to an unprejidiced hearer tu
be addresses to a being of exalted , ank and high
character. but not otherwise differing greatly
from those who ofer them. Everybody bas
hoard prayers to the Deity of a very extraor-
dinary nature froin uneduoated mon, but it is
at once evident in sch cases that it is a want
of education and not irreverence that gives
them their peculiar quality. It la notbing
worse than pure ignorance. But familiarity of
approach to the Divine Being upon the part of
an educated man, perfectly acquainted with the
powers of language and the meaning of words,
i quite another mattor. Again, eloquence of
diction is far worse than useless in prayer.
Minuteies of detail is needless, even where it is
possible. Faith being general and submission
genorail, we err if we begin ta specify details as
though we were drawing up a legal document
to which an omission might prove fatal. What
is loft to as but the spirit of supreme reverence,
alike needial whother we pray nr tiust or sub.
mit, not to be expresed-much les. superseded
-by any fashion of speech whatever, but per.
fectly capable of expressing itself without
any ? This given, the spirit, at any rate, of
prayer cannot be absent. This wanting, forme
or the absence of forma are equally valueleas,
and we had botter be silent. It may be that
neither in the still solemnity of a Friends'
meeting nor in the sonorous monotony of the
Roman Catholio mass do we find intelligible
utteranco ta the. soul; but give us eitier cf
thse a thousand Limes over rather than tht
we should h compelled ta listen to a man who
albost presumes ta give advice ta hie Maker.

[The foregoing leader froin the Toronto Mail
of th e 26th September is not without signifi-
cance, and is worthy of reproduction in aur
columne. That a soonlar paper--and one, too,
occupying the lesding position in Canada that
the Maii does-should devote nearly a colamn
of ils valuable space ta the discussion of the
subject, ie a i:gn of the times; that its finding
is so strongly in favour of the liturgy of the
Cnurch le noteworthy, in view of the faot that
probably thousands of its subsoribers are wor-
shippers without a tari of sonnd words. Son.
lar papers usually refloot the trend of public
opinion, and are careful not to exceed the
bounds.-ED ]

BELIGION-2ENBIBLE AND PRAC-

Some good people think that a truly reli-
gions life is something very different from, and
outaide of, aur everyday life, and that it must
b. considered and treated acoordingly.

This we are sure is a great mistake and leade
te endless confusion and trouble. One object
of our Lord's coming into this world and 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 daties of
parents, children, neighbors, frienda and citi.
zens-studied simply in His earthly life, from
His childhood te bis death, in what Ho said,
what He did, what He taught in public and in
private. In Hie sermons on the Mount, in the
Temple, in the Synagogue, in private families,
in Ris talk with Bis disciples, with publicans
and sinners, with the rich and the poor, with
the eiok, the sorrowing and the desclate of ail
classes and conditions; and in alil and through
aIl there will be found innumerable precepts
and illustrations of what life should be on earth,
what principles and spirit ahould controi us in
business an d in pleasure in each andoevery rels.
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