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asking themselves how long any Church can
endure the spectacle of zealous, if mistaken,
clergymen being suspended and deprived by
a court of law on points which all churches.
and our own most emphatically, have pro-
nounced to be indifferent.

Canon Trevor also points out with much
clearness, the inconsistencies of the judgments
pronounced by the highest court of the realm
on some of these comparatively frivolous ques-
tions. As he remarks, nearly twenty vears ago,
the jndicial committee, with Archbishop Sum-
ner and the present Archbishop of Canterbury,
decided that “the same dresses and the same | *¢ SUCCE SS will depend, under the good
utensils or articles which were used under the hand of our God upon us upon the
first Prayer Book of Edward VI., may still |amount of pains taken before, and the amount
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Lord Chancellor Hatherly, the Archbishop of
York, the Bishop of London and Lord Chelms-
ford, adopted the ruling of 1857, but ‘“sith a

| distress.” At the same time, it may not be
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THE PAROCHIAL MISSI O.\'.—‘*-—NO. IX.

THE WORK OF PRAYER IN THE MISSION.

The above weighty sentences were uttered
recently by the Bishop of Manchester, Eng-
land, in relation to an extensive mission, (in
qualification that made the Canons of 1603 |which eighty parishes are to take part), that
the ultimate authority, instead of the Rubrics |is to be held in that city, in the month of
of 1549 ; and these Canons require copes in|January, 1877. They suggest most valuable

Cathedral Ch}lrches, and surplices everywhere | thoughts, upon which we would fain enlarge
else. The Bishop .of London being a party | a little.

to the judgment, put on a purple cloak, such
as no Bishop of London had ever worn before.
One or two others took to scarlet, but the
majority retain the black satin and lawn.
So that the Canon remarks: Tt can hardly
we wondered at that the clergy who had used
these vestments for fourteen years, on the
authority of the Supreme tribunal, demurred
to abandon them on a construction entirely
novel, and delivered in an undefended case.”
Another glaring inconsistency is pointed
out by Canon Trevor, which is in reference
to the eastward position. In 1868, the judi-
cial committee, eonsisting of the present Lord
Chancellor, the Archbishop of York, Lords

What are these ‘ pains” of which the
Bishop speaks, which are so essential to the
Mission ? and why are they so important ?
We have already (DomiNioN CHURCHMAN,
October 26th), suggested some considera-
tions as to the value of the earlier, that is,
the preparatory parts of the mission work.
Those considerations have their bearing upon
these questions. But we will take up the
subject again a different manner, and offer
counsel in relation to it upon some definite
points.

The most essential of the “ pains’ the
Bishop speaks of is—Prayer.

'mistake to depend upon it as the only

In the meantime, we, in Canada, may have | spiritual ageney employed.
' some cause to be thankful that we are very
j’littlo troubled with these questions. We most especially and emphatically the pro-
'oceupy a position similar to that claimed by mises of the Gospel are made.
| Canon Trevor, when he says: ‘“ We bystand- | prayer lies the root of the efficacy of every
gors survey the combat with amazement and |other Gospel instrument. He who thinks he

Prayer is that instrument of grace to which
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.| can undertake but one thing, had better

very unproﬁtub}e for us to ask ourselves gathertogethorthose whom he canto pl‘ll}'\\'lth
whether, in many cases, ours is not the|him for an outpoured blessing upon his peo-

ple, than to get his brother clergymen to
come and only preach for him.

This, then, is the first particular of
“pains” beforehand, that is essential to the
Mission.
perils.
Suppose a clergyman makes up his mind
to have some kind of Mission in connection
with the next Lent season; whether 1t be a
complete Mission or a mere week of Services ;
whether he will engage one Mission Preacher
to take the whole eharge of it, or will get a
dozen to preach at different times in its
course ; let him begin his work in due season
beforehand with prayer.

In the DomixioNn CHURcHMAN, June 8, we
gave some of the reasons for which it is gene-
rally considered best that the Mission should
be held before Lent begins. If it be in the
season it should be as near the beginning as
possible. In 1877 Lent will begin February
14. The “pains” of prayer for the Mission
should therefore begin as early after the
Epiphany as arrangements can be made.

Let the clergyman, having put other neces-
sary matters in train, get such spiritually-
minded persons as he can, even if at first
they be only a few, to meet him, once a
week, at least, for united special prayer.
Let him use a form—they can be obtained
from different sources—we can supply prayers

The neglect of i1t i1nvolves many

that have been so used if desired. Let each
of those who pray together take away several
copies, one to use privately himself. If they
can all agree to use that prayer at the same

A short time ago we received a letter of
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