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pecial Notice.
SUIBSCRIBERS IN ARREARS are respectfully

requested to remit at their earliest conve-
nience. The LÂzL gives cthe date of ex-

piration.

CALENDAR FOR NOYEMBER,

Nov. lst-An SAINTS' DAYt
" th-20th Sunday after Trinity.

l14th-21st Sunday after Trinity.
21st-22nd Sunday after Trinity.
28th-lst Sunday k A.DVENT.-NtiCe :O

St. Ândrew.
" 30th-ST. Anunw, A. &X.

THE CiURCIT or ENGLAND NO.
BBRPARATIST.

fY THE Bisor or SOUTIWELL.

The Church of Egland stands the one Chureb
which has nover separated fron any Church or
person. I speak of this, becaase, while many
points of our Church's position have been
cleared up to ber people by better information
lately, their answers on this point seom stili
uncortain. The Church of England has never
separated from any on. Sone people say this
is not true ; others say so much the worse for
her. The first mean, she separated fron. Rome,
and she drove out Nonconformists; the second
mean, soma that schism is glorious. Dissent
for Dissent's sake is noble, every man i8 his
own Church ; others, that Christians ought to
form a perfect Church of saints on carth, and
come out from the unclean thing and be separ-
ate from the world. Now I fancy that I ob-

- serve some woakness in Churchmen's replies te
snob positions. The history of Church endow-
mente is a little tetter understood than it was
and the relations to Church and State. Men
will be able to deal with cavillers about the
word established, though, indeed, had the Chureh
been establisbed by Legislature, I see no dis-
credit that would attach te that form of national
acceptance, any more than to its acceptance by
chieftains, kings, and Witenagemots. It would
still mean, not mahinq, but accepting the Church
doctrines and system. Still, as a fact, the word
was ftnst introduced in documente as a big
word, not to express "set up by law," but to
express " fully settled, recognised, and exist-
ing'" REcent discussions sen te have cleared
Up foge from these questions àf temporalities.
But wbpn the Church is called only one sect
among many, or ie said to have taken the place
of a Bomanist Church, or-is said to have' itself
seoeded frm Rome, or is said to have been the
creation of Henry VII. ,or of Acts of Parlia-
ment, these statements are rarely met on the
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histdricalia'ate as fnlly and direètly as they
shouldbe Thetouch another set of minds
from those whicb barp on titles to prO"erty;
but the minds which they perplexderive per-
haps .the most help-to their cOnscience and
knwledga. And yet the case of tha Englisb
Church.s as plai and complets lu this respect
as in respect to its property. We have:got used
now to old historic references; and when flaws
are alleged in our title-deeds we have learnt not
te surrender to oppouents' claims withobt exam-
ining them. The-strange thing is that popular
delusions have beau s0far allowed to ha created
and pass current, that it sees incredible that
they have been delusions.

There are six delusions with respect te the
Cinreh.

1. It is a delusion that the Church.of England
.was ever Roman, or ever acknowledged, as a
Church, any subjection te the Pope, or any other-
ielation but that of an independent English
Church (àr Churches) established by the preach-
ing of missionaries frorn Rome, accepted by
kings and people of what wecall England
. 2. It is adeusion that the Church of England
seceded or separated from Rome, as indeed she
could not if she was always indapepdent of her.
She was, iri fà, so insular thatshe had no oc-
casion even toprotest, as the German Protes-
tants at Spires. She renonnced certain medio-
val errors promulgated fron Rome, and at ai
certain stage in ber refori the Pope desired all
English who;.would follow him te withdraw
fron attending English Church services, and so
the Pope made a (net. very large) Roman schism
in England, whicb remains tilt this day in aur
English Roman Catholic bodies.

3. It is a delusion that the Church of England
was a d:ferent Church after the Reformation
from before, any more thau England is a differ-
ont country because she has abrogated the slave
trade, or had a Reform Bill, or than a druuk-
ardQ personal identity is lst if he reforme.

4. it.is-a delusion that King, Queen, and Par-
Rament aither reformed the Chareh or ordered
that the Pope sbould no longer be lier bad.
Tai CauRon DEOLARD, wbat she has repeat-
edly testified on occasions of encroachmaent,
that the Pope never had any more authority
over lier than any other foreign Bishop. Civil
enactments maintained that declaration, at
home and abroad, in secular action uipon it.

5. It is a delusion that the recognition of the
Royal supremacy meant or meanus any spiritual
headship, or anything else than what had ai-
.ways been asserted-that the clergy of .Eng-
land, as well as the laity, are subject toenglish
law, witbout appeal against it to a foreigner
like the Pope.; that the last appeal of ail alike
is to the Sovereign. It is strange, in the face of
the very etrong words of Henry and Elizabeth,
that any dalusion on this existe.

6. It is a delusion that Parliament settled the
Church of England) or aven that the Church is
subject to Parliament now, except in matters
affecting personal or property righte. The
Church reformed ber errors harself; ber Prayer
Book and her Articles are her own work. The
Act of Submission, whieh is the limitation of
her action, is in theory no more for her than
for Parliamenttself. It requires Convocation,
as the Conqueror required, to be sunmoned by
the Sovereign, as Parliament itself must be,
and it requires that canons muet have Royal
assent for their enactiente, just as Acte of Par-
liament themselvées must have it. That bas
beau the relation of councils and vrinces since
Christianîty iwas a recognised rehigion. Par-
sonal and property rights cover a great deal of
ground, and civil compulsion l such matters
eau only be derived from Acte of Parliament,
but Chureh authority le often of as much im-
portance as civil force for obtaining action in
Church matters, and the limitation upon that
is not Parliament, but the Crown, as it has ai-
ways been in England, at least since the Con-
qùest.
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In these six statements of deluàions have I
beau repeating stale and alementary facts Of
Church history ?- To sucl a, body they ought
to be familiar, and I hpe tbey are. Bat I re-
peut and repeat-the Church of England was
neyer Romaan, but always national-Mas never
changed, but been always herself; bas never made
any schism from any one; bat every schismfrom
her has been made by others.

The Church of England made no scbism from
Rome, thongh Roeo did froI England, nor
has thé Chureb of England made any schism
from Noneonformists. Her principla isreform,
or, .if yon ctn't, secede. They form secte and
advocate schism, and whether they are right or
wrong in doing so is the question wi th.them,
not-whether tbey do so. For one moment let
me speak o? the word seect." Words are dread-
fui tbings-lika tlia'teugna iteel?, a littIa ment-
bar, but a world of iniquity. You will hear
people Bay the Church of England is only one
among Many secte, notmeaningthattheChurch
is one and tbe sects many, but that the Church
is a sect like the others--with no intention te
disparage bar thereby-which shows an instinct
that she ought not to be a sect. Probably the
phrase is due te pure misuse of an obscure word,
as if seot meant quite a different word, section
-i.e.. part or division-whereas sect meane
"following," the followers of some individual
teucher against received thought usually upon
soma particular question. The sting of the
word lies in this meaning, which does not apply
to the Church, which represented the received
thought, fron which followers of individual
teachors neparated upon particular questions-
the Brownists, on Mr. Browne's idea of congre-
eations; the Quakers, on Mr. Fox's idea of ex-
fernals in religion: the Wesleyans, on Mr.
Wesley's idea ol Methodist spirituality; and 8o
with the long list of "ites " and "its " aund
" ans " affixed ta proper names, all separated
from the Church, which held the common trath,
as followers of some one man or some one ques-
tion. So they are sects in the true meaning of
the word, which the Church is not. There
ought to be no offense in this. It is unneces-
sary to be always talking pedigrees: but on the
occasions where a pedigree is the question, it
muet be talked about. Seote are sects, and,
whether rightly or wrongly, have made schisms,
wbich is NOT TRUE Of the O/urch. Churchmen
ought to be quite distinct that the Church of
England does, as a matter of bistorical fact,
stand on an absolutely different level from the
sects which have separated from it.

I do not propose to discuse this level as if
reunion were possible; the uncompromising
spirit of Baxter at the Savoy Conference is a
spirit in Britons still. But I will offer two re-
marks, one historical, the other practical, and
I offer themn for our own consideration rather
than for othere. I put aside the stock recrimi-
nations as to the causes of Dissent, whatever
t-uth there be on each side, one imputing ali
blame to Church apatby and unspirituality, the
other to vanity, pique, self-widl, love of power,
or quarrel. Let us hope that each may rise
above these faulte now. But I observe that the
argument " it is primitive " is put in the place
of the more undesirable argument I I choose,"
for both the chief aime whièh have led to Dis-
sent-i.e., both for the Pturitan ain at perfec-
tion lu a church of canonised saints, and for the
Indapendents' aim at liberty fron authority in
Independant congragations. On this historical
issue I offer this consideration to you.. The
test of a custom's existence must be its recogni-
tion wthen first asserted, argued, and decided.
Now these two aime were, if not the very frst
two, among the very first issues raised and
settled by the early Christians. As soon as
Christians arose who desired to separate into a
body a? more perfect saints than the whole
Church, that question was discussed. As soon
as Christians arose whio claimed to associate in-
dependently as they liked in a place where a
paroikia was organized, thut question was dis-


