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DECISIONS REGARDING NEWSPAPERES.
1. Any person who takes & paper regularly

om tho Poat office, whether direocied to Lig own name or
another's, or whother he has sukseribed or not, 18 respon-
tible for payment,
2. If a persox orders his paper discontinued
he xust pay all arrears, or the publisher may.continue o

send It until payment is rade,and then collect the whole
amount, whether the papsr {3 taken from the offices or niot

3. In suita for subsoriptions, the suit may be
insiituted In the place where the paper is published at
thoughthe anbsoriber mey realde hundreds of miles away

4. The courts have decided that refusing to
take newspaperd or periodicald from. the Paost office, or

removing and leaving themuncailed for, ia prima fact
evidence of intentional frand.

OALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER,

e

Ssrr. Gth— 16th Sunday after Trinity.

¢ 13th—16th Sunday after Trinity. [Notice
of Ember Days: Ember Collects

daily this week.]
“  16th— :
¢ 18th~— > ExpEr Daxs,
¢ 19th—

20th—17tk Sunday after Trinity, [Nolice
of St. Matthew]

£1st—8t. Matthew. Ap. Hv. Mar, (4tka
nasian Creed,)

27th—18th Sunday after Trinity, [Notice
of St. Michael and All Angela]

29th—~ St, Michael and All Angels,

"

THE ROD.

There is one advantsge about the holiday
season to our daily contemporaries—i, e. that
it gives them the chance of dicomesing abstraot
subjects of eoeial importanos, clear from the
excitements of party politics. Among these
subjects one that has been & good deal disoussed
lately is that in which modern sentimentalism
and prejudice is so markedly opposed to the
teaching of tho Bible and Church tradition—
the lawfulness of the uge of the rod in the dis-
cipline of children,

We own that sent'mentalists have had some
excuse for their views in the severity, and we
might almost add the oruelty, of past ages,
which tradition lingered on into the easy part
of our own century. Corporal punishment was
sbused in the England of our fore fathers.
Sohools were too severe, and schoolmasters
too often wieclded the rod excessively and

oruelly, Heroe the reaction towards the total
dirertablisbment of that cld-fasnioned domestio
institution bes become popular—so pogular in-
deed that cbildren are in danger of being spoilt
and of bavipg all reverence abolished in them.
The spread of juvenile crime, the unobecked
lawlessness of youtk, has brought before the
minds of many—as the correspondence in our

conjemporaries shows—the fact that the reac~|

tlon may have gone svn in public opinion too
far, and that Solomon may hsve been right
after all in his commendation of the rod as a
discipline for the wayward avd the lawless,
There isno doubt that modern sentimentalism

has gone wild on this subjeot. The pernicious
nongense that has been .talked about the die-
graoe of all corporal punishment, its brutalizing
effoots, and the impropriety of correcting child-
ren except by mild persuasion, has had an
injurious effeot on our youth, The fact is either
there should be no punishment at all, or else
punishments have to be devised of & tedious
and wesring kind, more really cruel to 8 high
spirited, brave English boy than a smart. chas-
ticement followed by frank forgiveness, The
Englishmen who wor Waterloo and Trafalgar,
who raised England to & pitoh of glory, were
men who, in their youth, were chasiised when
they deserved it. The flabby sentimentalism
of Roussean and his followers did not pervade
old England, :

The subject has been digcuesed in many ways
and does in some pointa touch the guestion of
religion, Why 1s it that Christianity, which is
go charitable and kind, has not opposed corporal
punishment? The sanswer is that corporal
ohastisement may be, and often is, the sincerest
kindness to the thoughtless and inconsiderate
offender, who is thereby restrained from evil.
Chastisement is even used ar & type of the
Divine love for the human sufferer, ‘The Lord
loveth whom He ohastereth, and scourgeth
every fon whom He reoeiveth,’ And then the
question is apked, ‘What son is he whom the
father chasticeth not ?’ This question would be
well answered in the negative by thousands of
spoilt children of our day, who have been
taught to fear mnothing and to respect ngc-
thing, and to have no regard for authority,
haman or Divine.

The theory of corporal punishment is that, in
the threefold nature of man, the lower, or
criminal nature, is usually the offender, and in
ohildish faults it is almost always so, Lot that
lower nature be chastised by physioal paip, and
not the higher nature, a8 in modern tbeories of
punichments, whioh involve usnally mental
apziety snd worry, or tediam. To a high-
spirited nature, erpecislly in the case of a brave
manly hoy, mental punishment is far "more
oruel than the pbysical pain, which be learns
'to bearas & man.' In any oase, physical pain
oannot be abolished. No msan or womsan ean
go through the world without having to suffer.
It is not always an unmixed ovil to the higher
natare. Still, we should besorry tosee the rod
a8 wantonly used as it was in ages gone by.
Childhc od should be msade as bappy and bright,
and the constant dread of chastirement should
not darken it. As lopg as a'child at home or
at echool is good, obedient, or even tries to be
gaod, there ehould be no resson for the fear of
the rad. Still, it has its elcquence, and per-
haps its power was never more needed than
among the petted children of the present day.

“Those boys would be quite little angels if
they were afraid of being oaned,’ was the ver-
diot of a lady about some choristers with whom
ghe had a great deal to do, She was in some

‘Sense right, They were fine bigh spirited boys

with good prinoiples, but some of them needed
jost & little restraint, and to be msde afraid
when they were indnoing others to be trouble-
some, We should not wish to see the cane
restored in the ohoir schnel, although St,
Qregory the Great gave us an illustrions ex-
ample of its use, but there is something in the
thonght that many of the boys of our day
might be made everything that is desirable if
only they were taught to be afraid of the cor-
sequences of being naughty,

The rod was really the origin of most sym-
bols of sovereignty. Old Homer depiots how
the sceptre of Odysseus was not always mere
ornament, Theroyal sceptre represented the
rod of the ruler over refractory subjeots. Even
the sharp point of 1he Bishop's pastoral stuff
was said to bave s similar meaning, If there
is no power to prnish (fienders aanthority be-
comes merged into mere persuasion. This may
avail with the gocd snd gentle, but it is impos.

sible to find any society composed of such alone,
Sometimes those who need punichment are by
no means hopelesaly reprobate, but by chastise-
ment may be taught to aot well. Especially is
this trne of children, who often err from mere
thoughtlesaness, :

The true position of the rod, as we would
wish to see it used, is, however, merely as s
last resource; it should be employed only when
gentlor modes of reproof or warning have failed,
Some children rarely or noever need it, and will
try to be good from love of their parents or
teachers, or, above all, from religione principles
or else from s hope of reward or commendation,
Baut there are thoughtless natares that require
it, and thess, in youth, are by no meass the
worst cbildren, but rather those healthy vigor-
ous natures that have little selfrestraint, It
still may be used prudently for the good of the
young, ard we are glad to sce signs of a heslthy
reaction against the wmorbid, flabby sentiment.
alism which wounld leave ohildren without
restraint or corrcetion. We hope that the dis-
oussion may do good, and that school-masters
and parents who have to deal with refreciory
children will not be blamed if they use the rod
in chastising them.— Church Revicw,

“WHY AM I ACHURCHMAN."

——

[ By the Bishop of Qu' 4ppelle.]

& Be ready alyways to give an answer o every man
that asketh you a reason of the hope that is
in you, with meekness and fear.” [1 Pet, iii.
15,
INTa0DTOTION.

I suppose that anyone hearing this question
ssked would knuw at once that it referred to
the religions body krown in this country as
' the Churoh of England,’

No other religions body pretends to apeak of
its members as ‘Churchmen,’

Now this, in iteelf ia remarkable and shonld
make us eonsider, For what does ‘Chorchman’
mean? Is it not & ‘man’ or member of ‘the
Church ¥ We call them Churchmen beocause
there is no distinotive mark by which they can
be known beyord that of being members of the
Chureh,

This is the only religious body that has no
such distinotive name,

The Wesleyans, Lutherans, Calvinists, are
oalled after the fonnders of their several organi-
zations~—Wesley Luther, Calvin,

The Presbyteriana are called after the distine-

tive features of their system of Ministry, {e.,
having only one Order, viz., Presbyters, in-
stead of the three Orders ibat there had always
been in the Christian Church~—Bighops, P:esby-
ters [or Priests], and Deacons—till the time of
their separation under Calvin in the 16th cen.
tory. .
The Baptists, or ¢ Anabaptists,’ as they were
originally, and more correotly, called, are so
called from their peculiar views concerning
Baptism, [ Anabaptists, meaning ‘re baptisers,’]
becaunse they considered the ancient practios of
the Baptism of Infants wrong, and therefore
b;ptized again those who had been thas baptiz-
ed,

Congregationalists [or Indeperdents] are g0
called from their system of Cnurch government,
each congregation being considered independent
and being salf governing,

And so with all the Denominations, each ore
is oalled by some distinotive mark that made it
separate from the original Church,

Even the Church ot Rome, though it, too, is
part of the Catholic Church, and though it has
arrogat«d to its members the exclusive use of
the name ‘Catholics,’ & presnmptious olaim that
is 1oo oftep conceded to 1hem by others, is
officially known a8 ths * Hely Roman-Chumrch,’
thereby sdding her peculiar olaim 1o the simple

title of * the Charch,’ viz, that the true Church



