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DElOISIONS REGARDING NEWSPAPEBS.

1. Any person who takes a paper regularly
cm the Pont ofice, whether directed te his owi name or

another's, or whether ho has subsorlbed or net, la respon.
sible for psyment.

2. If a persoit orders his paper discontinued
ho nust pay ail arrears, or the publisher mayeontlnue Wo
bend It until payment ls madeand thon collect the whole
amount, whsther the paper ts taken fram the office or not

3. In suita for subscriptions, the suit may be
instituted lin the place where the paper ls published at
thcughthe subscriber may reside hundreds of miles away

4. The courts have decided that refusing to
take newapaperl or perlodialsa from the Past office, or
removing and Iesving themunalled for, la primta foc t
svidence of lntentional frand.

OALENDAB9 FOR BBP.BBTEBB.

BSiP. Gth-- 15th Sunday after Trinity.
13th-16th Sunday after Trinity. [Notice

of Ember Days: Ember Collects
daily this weel.]

"l1th-)
"I8th- Exuza Dsrs,
"l9th-)

20th-17th Snnday after Trinity. [Notice
of St. Matthew ]

" f1st-St. Matthew. Ap. Ev. Mar, (Atha
nasion Creed.)

" 27th-18th Sunday aller Trinity. [Notice
cf St. Michael an d AIl Angela.]

" 29th- St. Michael and All Angels.

TEE BOD.

There i one advantage about the holiday
season to our daily contemporaries-i. e. that
it gives them the chance of diseussing abstraci
subjects of social importance, clear from the
exoitements of party politios. Among those
subjecta one that bas been a good deal discussed
lataly is that in which modern sentimentaliam
and prejudice le so markedly opposed to the
teaching of the Bible and Church tradition-
the lawfulness of the ue of the rod in the dis-
cipline of children.

We own that sentimentalists have had soma
excuse for their views in the severity, and we
might almost add the cruelty, of pat agos,
which tradition lingered on into the ensily part
of our own century. Corporal p unishment was
abused in the EUngland of our fore fathers.
Schools were too sovere, and schoolmasters
tao often wielded the rod exoessively and
cruelly, Herce the reaction towards the total
diselablishment of that old-fasniomed domestio
institution bas become popular-so popular in-
deed that children are in danger of being spoilt
and of having al] reverence abolished in them.
The sprend of juvenile crime, the unboecked
lawlesness of youth, has brought before the
minds of many-as the correspondance in our
contemporaries shows-the fact that the reac-
tion may have gone evcn in public opinion too
far, and that Solomon may have been right
after all in bis commendation of the rot as a
discipline for the wayward and the lawless.

There is no doubt that modern sentimentalism

has gone wild on this subjeot. The pernicions
nonsense that has beau .talked about the dis-
grace of ail corporal punishment, its brutalizing
effeots, and the impropriety of oorrecting child-
ren except by mild persuasion, bas hat an
injurions efect on our yonth. The fact is either
there should be no punishment at ail, or else
punishmenta have to be devised of a todious
and wearing kind, more rally cruel ta a high
spirited, brave English boy tian a smart chas-
tisement followed by frank forgivenoss, The
Englishmen who wonWaterloo and Trafalgar,
who raised England to a pitch otglory, ware
mon who, in thoir youth, were chastised when
they deservei it. The flabby sentimentalism
of Rousseau and lis followers did mot pervade
old England.

The subject bas beau disoussod in many w ays
and does in somae points touch the question of
religion. Why le it that Christianity, which is
so charitable and kind, Las not opposed corporal
punishment ? The answer js that oarporal
chastisement may b, and often fa, the sincerest
kindness to the thoughtless and inconsiderate
offender, who la thereby restrained from evil.
Chastisement je aven used as a type of the
Divine love for the human suiferar. 'The Lord
loveth whorm He chasteretb, and scourgath
oeery eon wbom Ha receiveth 4' And thon -the
quebiion is asked, 'What son is ho whom the
iather chastiseth not?' This question would be
well answored in the negative by thousands of
spoilt children of our day, who have been
taught to fear nothing and to respect no-
thing, and ta have no regard for authority,
human 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
childish faults it is almost always so. Lot that
lower nature he chastisaed by physical pain, and
not the bigher nature, as in modern theories of
puniehments, which involve usually mental
anxiety and worry, or tedium. To a high.
spirited nature, eepecially in the case of a brave
manly boy, mental punishment is far more
cruel than the physical pain, which ho learns
'to bearas a man.' In any case, physical pain
cannot be abolished. No man or woman can
go through the world without having to suifer.
It fa not always an unmixed avil to the higher
nature. Stili, wea should besorry to see the rod
as wantouly used as it was in ages gone by.
Childhiod shaould be made as bappy and bright,
and the cotstant dread of chastieement should
not darken it. As long as a child at home or
at school is good, obedient, or aven tries to be
good, there êhould be no resson for the fear of
the rod. Still, it has ita elcquence, and per.
haps its power was never more needed than
among the petted children of the present day.

'Those boys would bo quite littie angels if
they were afraid of being caued,' was the ver-
diot of a lady about soma choristers with whom
le had a groat deal to do, She was lu soma

'ense right. They were fine high spirite boys
with good principles, but soma of them needed
just a littie restraint, and to be made afraid
when they were inducing others to be trouble-
soma. We should not wish to sece the cane
restored in the choir school, although St.
Gregory the Great gave us au illustrions ex-
ample of its use, but there is something in the
thought that many of the boys of Our day
might be made everything that le desirable if
only they were taught to be afraid of the con-
sequences of being maughty.

The rod was really the origin of most sym-
bols of soveraignty. Old Homer depicts how
the sceptre ai OdyssEus was not always more
ornament. The-royal sceptre represented Lthe
rod of the ruier over refractory subjeots Even
the sharp point of 1 ho BiEhop's pastoral hthf
was said to have a similar meaning. If there
je no power to punish fenders authority be-
cornes merged into mere persuasion. This may
avail with the gocd and gentle, but it ls impos.

sible to find any society com poecd of suob alone,
Sometimes those who need punishmeit are by
no mens hopalessly reprobate, but by chastise.
ment may b taught to set wall. Especially is
this true of children, who often rr from more
thonghtlesaness.

The true position of the rod, as we vould
wish to See it used. is, however, marely as a
laut resource; Lt abould ho employed only when
gentler modes of reproof or warning have failed.
Some children rarely or nover need it, and will
try to be good from love of their parents or
teachers, or, above all, fron religions principles
or else from a hope of reward or commendation.
But there are thoughtless natures that require
it, and these, in yonth, are by no means the
worst obildren, but rather those healthy vigor.
oui natures that have little self-restraint. It
still may be uRed prudently for the good of the
young, ard we are glad to sae signs of a bealthy
reaction against the morbid, iflabby sentiment.
alism whcili would leave ohildren without
restraint or corrction. We hope that she dis-
cuEsion may do good, and that school-masters
and parents who have to deal with refrectory
ohildren will not be blamed if they use the rod
in chastising them.-Church RevUiw.

"WEY AM I A CEURCEMAy."

[By the Bi/op of Qu'Appelle]

"Be ready ahways to g(ve an answer to every man
that asketh you a reason of the hope that is
in you, with meekness and fear.' [1 Pot, iii.
1 5.J

TneDUCTIeN.
I suppose that anyone hearing this question

asked would knuw at once that it referred to
the religious body known in this country as
'the Church of England.'

No other religions body pretends to speak of
ils members as 'Churchmen.'

Now this, in itself ia remarkable and should
make us consider. For what does 'Churchman'
man ? Is it not a 'man' or momber of 'the
Church?' We cail them Churchmen because
there is no distinctive mark by which they can
be known beyond that of being members of the
Church.

This is the ouly religious body that has no
snob distinctive name.

The Wesleyas, Lutherans, Calviniste, are
called after the founders of theirseverai organi-
zations-Wesley Luther, Calvin.

The Presbyterians are calted after the distinc-
tive features of their system of Ministry, i e.,
having Only one Order, viz., Presbyters, in-
stead of the three Orders Ihat there had always
been in the Christian Church-Biehops, Piesby.
tars [or Priet.], and Deacons-till the lime of
their separation under Calvin in the 16th cen.
tury.

The Baptists, or ' Anabaptists,' as they were
originally, and more correctly, called, are so
called from thair peculiar views concerbing
Baptism, [Anabaptiste, meaning 're baptisers,']
because they considered the ancient practice of
the Baptism of Infants wrong, and therefore
baptized again those who had been ths baptiz-
ed.

Covgregationalists [or Independents] are so
called from their system ai Onurch government,
each congregation being considered independent
and being sifgoverning.

And so with all the Danominations, each ane
is called hy some distinctive mark that made it
separate from the original Chuxch.

Even the Chureh ai Roe, though it, toa, fi
part of tli Catholic Churoh, and though it bas
arrogatcd to its members the exclusive use of
the name 'Cathalice,' a presminptioUi oaim that
is too oJtem conecded to them by others, 1s
offiiall y known as the ' Hely Roman-Chuei,'
thereby sidding her peculiar clain lo the simple
title of ' the Charh,' viz., that the truc Church
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