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“Lord, has, ordained that those who preach-the
- What are

«

el femarksi~"" | :
" The roots.of Churéh life strike fiir déeper than
the soil i which snrprises and sensations, thut

~ .comprise -80 much of -what is. called; church

news;:. flourjsh. The fantastic ritual of this in-

- movator or the eccentric preaching of that, does

- of righteousness produces its fruit in - due -sea-|

not distarb the waiting of faithful congregations
upon the minisiry. of, good pastors, . The. seed

..som;: Habits - of :reverence- do not change with

the fashions, Forms.ofsound words knit them-
selves into bearts insensible.to vain doctrines.

- 3o s the Kin%dqm of Heaven unmoved  amid

“the changes o

time.
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THE Ohuréfz Chronicle invréfex"ence'to "thle

Oliurch and the Sundiy-school says: ~
__“What ofight the Church to do with ‘the chil-
‘dren 2. 'Is not this the most blessed work ; the

“pringing of the child to a knowledge of the love

of Ged and Christ? and js it.niot a great reflec-
#ion on the Church that she 5o often denies the
wchool competent teachers, and has to hunt so

* hard to find willing teachers'?  Is there no one

willing to take this opportanity? .Why have
we no more men in this work? If our men
have the hearts of men, why do theylet a fow
faithful women do the work, and tney stand by
and lock'on? Ifthere are to be .found .those
‘who for the sake of Christ and.the love of souls
o regularly to the Sunday-school and to the
~0hui§h’h-’vﬁmik, ought not the Church to stand
by them and give them the necessary conveni-

. 'ences and money to carry cut the work? The

‘Church owes .it to the Sunday-school to make

~*{he'Sunday-sohool prosperous in -evéry possible

way. Those who have this thing at heart. will

. be found enquiring about theschool, seeing that

their childfen ‘do their part in getting their

“Jésgond and coming regularly to school.  If the
- ‘Church's heart is in this -work, if she has this
" ‘motherly feeling nnd a real desire to save these
- "gouls, our people will ndt be heard tosay, “We
" “have done enough for this,” and stand aside

‘with folded hands, _

" . Woe to the Church. which disowns this rela-
“tionship,‘and blessed is the Church which real-
izef it and which provides willing men and
‘women for the work, t0 seé that the children
are led by the Church to the Chureh’s Loxd.

" The Family Churchman, London, says :
- +We commend to the attention of American

-.-Churchmen in ~particular, and to English
*"Churohmen abroad in general, a letter on unity
‘agreed upon by the Znglish Archbishops and

Bighops in: the spring .of this year, when ex-

. ;pressing their inability to accede to the request

of some Churchmen io Natal that they would
-gelect and consecrate. a successor to Bishop Co-
lenso. The passage is well worthy of quota-
tion:— - Co : :

¢ - ¢«If there is-one thing more than another

- which:the da ugliter Chuvches of the Church of
"~ Bogland in foreign lande require to ‘possess, it

is ‘the pote.of uvity., Que in the. Apostolic

- Faith, one in ~Apostolic Order, one in' the essen-

. tial pointa-of ecclesiastionl ‘discipline, using the

-same-Book of :Common Prayer, strongthened by
‘the ;same -sacraments,:building up all teaching

_ ‘'on.,the;same Divine Word of God, surely no

minor-question of property or temporal rights
‘oughit to separate those wlo on so many and
-snglmr:i_th‘l grounds: are -called upon ' to regard

» -eacli’otlier/as:brethren.”
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| THE ARCHBISHOPOF.DUBLIN (LORD
V13 PLUNKET) ON--THE . TITLH: AND:

.of the C'ross, " f[-:Clévelalnd Q.]:-

1t is from a simple desire that we ourselves,

defence.  Nor do we ask for ourselves that

-country well know—namely, that in Ireland, as

MoDermot Roes, the O'Donnells, the O'Neills,

sides.of Cromwéll have their'descendants among

Tt'is to -be hoped tﬁi}'if '

" "POSITION OF « THE CHURCH OF
' IRELAND.

. That portion ‘of the visitation address of His
Grace the Archbishop of Dublin, delivered in
‘November last-and having. reference to the
Charch of Ireland is- of ‘more -than local inter-
est, ‘and .it-ought to Teceive as wide ciroulation
a8 possible. We take take from & "copy of the
Belfast News forwarded to us by.some kind'
friend. The followingreport of the Archbishop's
remarks-on this matter :— - . . S

| TITLE OF “ OHUROH OF IRELAND.”

starids, a8 it were, on, the threshold is this—
What is our position in this land.? We call oar-
gelves the “Church of Ireland "—what do we
mean by such words? It is not for the purposé
of agsailing:others that T dea! with this question.

with God's blessings, may be.edified and en-
couraged and fortified in the discharge of our
own duties, at a time when every such help is
sorely needed—at & time, moreover, when we
ourselves are driven into an attitude of self:

which we are unwilling to concede to others, Lt
others come forward and prove, if .they wish,
their right to the position which we claim.
We invite bonest criticism, and are fearless as
to the result. = DR _
WHO ARE THE ‘IRISH PEOPLE?"

Bat it may be said—Why proceed further with
this inguiry ?. 'Why claim for your Church the
title of Church of Ireland, when you. your-
selves have: no rightto be considered as & por-
tion of the Irish people?” That such a misgiv-
ing should be possible may- at first sight appear.
strange ; and yet when we find not only the so-
called National Press-in-this country but even
leading journals at the other side of the channel
continually making use of the term * Irish
people " as applicable to one section only of the
inhabitants of Ireland; when we find eminent
men of letters building up splendid ethnological
theories upon mers hearsay in their studies,
whereby this land is divided into three psarti-
tions—the home of the Scotch Presbyterian in
the North, of the Eunglish churchman in the
Hast, and of the Irish Roman Catholic in the
West and South—it is time to explain that
which all who really know anything of his

in- Bngland, the population represents a comn-
pound stratum of national life, formed by the
fusion of many races. Our geographical posi-
tion s an island close to England's side has in-
vited many strangers, whether as settlers, in-
vaders, or, alas | ag agitators, to visit cur shores;
and, as 8 oonsequence, the blood of many na-
tions—CQCeltic, Saxon, Danish, Norman, Spanish,
French and Scottish—has beer inextricably in-
termingled in the veins of our ancestry. The
result is that, thongh some of these ancestial
types of physiognomy and character may still
display themselves here and there with moreor
less predominance, the people as & whole are
now an ‘‘ Irirh people,” and nothing else. No
section, whether geographical, political or reli-
gious, has a right to claim that designation for
itself. By way of example, I may state that re-
presentatives of all the more ancient.families
of Ireland — the O'Haras, the O'Mulleys, the

the McGillicuddys, Mahons, McNamaras, Ma-
lones, O'Briens (from Brian Boroimhe), Q'Reil-
lys of Breffuy, McCarthys and others—are to be
found among thé leading members . of -our
Church.” While, -on the other hand, the Iron-

the Roman Catholi¢' pesssutry. of Tippersry.
Let nié,’in’ passing, refate another ‘widespread.

little or no standing ground outside the province
of: Ulster:  As-a%matter of:fact; more than'a
quarter of a million membders of our:Church are
to be found in'the three southern grovinces. In our
own diocese “of Dublin alone-there are at least
100,000, - But if it be thus dlear - that Xrigh
Churchmen are not strangers and foreigners in.
theirviown land, and that they.form a consider-
able portion of the “Irish people’—all the more
considerable if education-and culture and pro-
perly are. to count for anything—the question
still remains—What claim has their Church to
the:title of - “ The Church!of Iveland ?"  Long
usage and . preliminary sanction are no doubt
valuable accessories:in" establishing our case.
But our claim rests on more solid foundations

. {than even those. We make it bscaunse we bhe-

LI ¥ IRELARD.T . |lieve that our Church is the oNLY legitimate suc-
And with such s view, the first.question that

‘cessor and representative of that ancient Church
established fourteen hundred years ago in this
land by St. Patrick—a Church to whick the title
of *“Church - of . Ireland™ has never been by any.
refused. That Church was an Episcopal Church,
St. Patrick himself was a Bishop, and consecrat-
ed Bishops in every place whore he desired to
give permanency to his work. As regards the
the Church of Rome in Ireland, her present
episcopate derives its continnity from bishops
introduced in this country in the sixteenth cen-
tary. I do not deny the validity of their orders;
but they are not derived from the ancient Church
of Ireland. Again, the ancient Church of Ire-
land was free from Papal control, The ancient
Church of Ireland was never committed to
those dangerous innovations with which Rome
has overlaid the Primitive Faith. It is true
that as the centuries rolied on * the foreign
doctrine " spoken of by Archbishop Usher made
its way gradnally into our Church, and the his-
tory of the 350 years: which intervened . be-
tween the Synod of Cashel and the Reformation
is, indeed; & dreary one ;. but, even during that
interval, the Church of Ireland never formally
adopted that ¢ foreign doctrine.” as her own. It
remained the old Church still. The new Church
that then found place in this land was in reality
the Charch of Rome, which, after the Reforma-
tion, having adopted the novel creed of Pope
Piug IV, introduced its bishopi—some from
Spain, and some from Italy—and placed them
in the sees already occupied by Irish prelates.
These are racTs which, as I believe, defy contra-
diction, aud if they be true then again [ repeat
—the old Church is TBE Church of Ireland ; the
new Church is the Church of Rome. Such is
the history—such the distinctive character of
the ancient Irish Church.

, BISHOP HUNTINGTON.
On Tar CruroH's SYsTeEM AND FIDELITY 10 IT,

——

There is a system of Church observance,
Church support, openness of sanctuaries, kneel-
ing down in them,weekly and holy day commun-
ion, which is plain on the pages of our Litargic
Manual, in our law, our rubrics, our history,
It is there; it belongs there; it will stay
there; it will be honored there in the years to
come more than in the years gone by. A
Churchman who undertakes to resson these

features out of the Church system, or to pro-
hibit them by intolerance or hard specches or

2 secnlar policy, overrates bis capacity—what-
ever bis mental furniture, his ingenuity, his

‘wealth, or his .confidence in the fashion and

“gpirit of the age.” The house in which the
Faith has domestioated us has an economy of
its own. We cannot handle it as 8 human de-
vice, or politicaily. When Chriat, SBon of God,
became Son,of Man, not only was He, as He re-
peatedly declared, “from above;” but that also
which He brought by the Incarhation -with
Him and in Him; and.is. anfolded in human

history ;a8 the” New- Creation; ‘the kingdom of

misconception. {0 the"effect that our Chiiroh, hias’
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