
GOtNG OVER TO "TUIE OHUROH."'

lIn England, the necessity for nonconformity, arising from the entire sub.
jection of the Churoli te the State, is very potent. lIt is notbing less than
monstrous, that a Church of Jesus Christ should be bound band and foot
by the secular power; sbeuld be frec to, profess ne Idoctrine, to offer ne
prayer, and te admainister ne discipline, except as prescribed by Act of Par.
liament or !Order in -Ciunil. The 'Book of Common Prayer -Wu raoulded
in'ro its-présent tenu> th«é tfttitution -of the -ehurcli eîa fIxed, and its subse-
quent administration bas been directed'.by the (Jrown and Legisiature, not
by the body of Christ itseif. lhe State bags alwuys taken care te keep the
upper 'band Any inoonveaient liberty- faken, by the Churoli bas been
promptly and harshly represaed.

Now, although it is true that State-Churchismn in the Colonies, at least in
these Colonies, never attained such a rampant growth as in the niother
country, it mnust-ndt -be -f6vgoîten, that the -Chtiroh itself miade a desperate
struggle -te réprodace the entire Establisabment systema in every part of tke
IBritishi Empire ; thatit claimed exclusive -endowme'nts -&ad supremacy over
ail other religiou9 bodies; ana only let go its hold upon thr iym of the law
when beaten a"n by'the -friends of -religious equality on the enue hand, and
it last -Bhaken ôff bythemot'her Church and xaother Btate theinselves, -in Lord
Westbury's jndgmeht, on the other. Whether the Colonial Churches are yet
te -be entirely free, is -not patfectly -certainý,for the required l:mperial legisia.
tien haàn t tken-place. Colenso -flontishes bis patent in the face of the
whole Episc6pate. Bfut-at- -al eveiits,- the mark of Ciesar's sceptre is te be
seen on every part of the system. The Churoh here inherits. the -Bo-Ok with
ail its blemishes, as it lits 'been muade te suit Royal and Parliainentary
demandsb. :Thfe- deôlartiosuif 'Royal Supremacy -cover a great deal more
than the -ackinowledlgnent of tixe Queen ms suprexus judge ina11l camses in the
courts respecig-eolesiastical persons -and inatters. The -whole system is
ftoured with the Church and State doctrine. When the beat (lhurchmen
are theniselves aaliaWýnea '*o? tlis, nid -are- teiling te set theniselves free, is it
the tixue for iboÉe who bave 'Jco'wn liberty to retura te the bouse of bondage?

Wedo 16t iùonsidèer the quèstion b! the useo? -à Liturgy, eo vital as many
-thers. -The Bible-eitàlydaes no't-preseribe due-- neither does'it, positively
tforbid it. -Ye-t ihaBible'iuquesdionibly *Wours ;free prayer, b early ail its
examples, ùf ptaé~'ir srayètmoaeu:Now, whatever may be
ibstraéilyýposilâ Lu -refèirce tôtbôme ideal, lltnrgy, there is ne donbt that
Aifs Anglican liture, which ïIdne is to be used ina pûblic -service, discour-
ages tbhe cultivation and practice of Free Prayer. The ruinister is said indeed
te li-t b-ts-e-Will in the&brièf prayer'preceing-the sermon.
'1it 'adtà-an'lieui itid- -a'hf «6f irrittièn service, "What 'liberty ls t1lii? Free

it 'i ùnder'tbe--binàaiË"n nièyýôbserve evérylâttt of thre rubrie, 'without
offering a pvtition that'is net put ready-made îdto Iiis ïnuùth. 'The Prayer-


