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LESSONS for SUNDAYS and HOLY-DAYS.
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Aung. 9th ~108h SUNDAY AFPTER TRINITY.
Morning -1 Kings xil. Rom. viii. 18
Evening—1 Kings xiil. ; or 1 Kings xvii. Matthew xxi; 22

i - — —— > =

THURBDAY, AUQG. 18, 1885.

The Rev. W H. Wadleigh is the only gentle-
man travelling authorized to collect subscrip
tions for the “ Dominion Churchman.”

+ “Crear Grass " ror Pusric-Houses.—The jus-
tices and magistrates of the Newington division of
Burrey, England, have enacted that in cases of ap-
plleations for new licenees, or for renewals, it shall
be-a condition of granting such license that the
outer doors and windows of the bar and public
rooms be glazed with clear glass so that the view
from the street into the bar and public rooms be
lqobctmotod. The objeot of this regulation, is to
bring the public rooms of public-houses under
more public observation, and thus to promote
t aud orderly conduct among the frequenters

of those places, to discourage immoderate drinking,
to focilitate police supervision, and to secure a bet-
ter enforcement of the law without unreasonable
nterference with the legitimate trade of the per-
sons licensed. It is therefore to be hoped that
soon *“ clear glass ” may take the place of thegaudily.
Painted boards in the gin-shop window, and of the
staffy red ourtains in the lower class of public-
houses. One plausible objection is, that the work-
Ing folk have a right to privacy when they are
king, as they have such poor homes. But the
Teason they have poor homes is becaunse they drink
In public-houses. Now that general attention
has been called to the subject, it 18 to be hoped that
the  clear glass " rule will soon be everywhere en-

movements ; they say that they provide for th®|the Apostles ; she refuses to allow any one not
!awful use of alcohol, and are not responsible for| Episcopally ordained to minister at her altars. It
its abuses. Let .them prove the sincerity of their|is nothing to the purpose to show that at a certain
W(I;ds by ldopnpg this * clear-glass’’ rule for|period during the throes of the Reformation, Pres-
their houses which, even fifty years ago, was|byterian divines were allowed to minister, or even

affirmed to be one means for the disconragement of
drunkennese.

Although the above has more direct reference in

Canada.

such work.

Caxox Lippon's ConsecraTiON SERMON.—As some
of our readers, says Church Bells, may have heard
with interest, or even with anxiety, Dr. Liddon's
recent sermon discussed, it may be useful, with the
text of the sermon before us, to point out what he
has actually said, and what he evidently means.
In tke first place, it is not true that the preacher
unchurched all the foreign communions which
have not episcopal orders. This was the inference
drawn by the Hecord from the first report of the
sermon. We maintain that such an inference was
no more justified by the earlier form of the sermon
tban by the latter. In the first ntterance Dr.
Liddon had spoken of the ** greatest divines "’ of the
English Cbhurch having insisted upon the Episco-
pate as necessary nct merely to the beme esse, but to
the esse of the Church, or, as he put it otherwise,
* organigally necessary to the structure of the vis-
ible Body of Christ.”” In the copy of the sermon
revised by bimself and printed, it is ‘‘ some Eng-
lish divines’ who are spoken of. The change was,
perbaps, a prudent one—just the change which a
man would make when he submitted to the colder
criticism of readers words which had conveyed his
own impressions to those who listened to them
from the pulpit. As regards the point upon which
he was insisting,ithe change makes no difference
whatsoever.
It may, of course, be urged that, if you regard
the episcopate as necessary to the esse of the
Church, you must unchurch every community
which has no bishops. But this is a mere infer-
ence. The preacher might reply that he has no
call to give any opinion on such a subject. He is
not the judge as to the responsibilities of those
who either rejected Episcopacy, or were under the
practical necessity of organizing & Chonreh without
bishops. He is not able to decide how much they
may have lost by this deprivation. He ocertaiuly
would not deny that all baptized persons belong to
the Chureh, to the * visible Body of Christ; ” nor
would he deny that such as use those Christian
ordinances which they helieve to be divine do
receive that blessing which they seek in them. Be-
yond this he does not pretend to go, and how oould
he go further, since further we have no guidanoce ?

Tae Posrrion or tE CmumcE or Exerasp.—
Oontinuing from the above paragraph, the writer
says : .

X But what Canon Liddon insisted upon was this
—that Episcopacy was not merely one of several
possible methods of Church government, nor even
the best of these methods, and that one in which
the wise choice of the Church had been most con-
spicuously- manifested. If it were no more than
this, he contends, we should not be justified in
maintaining it, and so keeping ourselves apart from
those other retormed Churches with which we bave
8o much in common. ' Such isolation can be justi-

in truth, dealing unfairly with the preacher.

to hold benefices, in the English Church. We
know now what is the deliberate judgment of the
Church. Bhe requires all her ministers to be epis-

England, we should be glad to see such a rule in|copally ordained. And she is quite right and quite
_ What is desired, is to suppress the|consistent in making this demand if episcopacy is
evils of drinking, and pablicity is a great help in all{of Divine institution ; otherwise she is not.”

Hica ErsooraLians ARe ALONE CoNsISTENT —
This is, as in above passage, in substance, the con-
tention of Canon Liddon. And those who ignore
the real force of his contention and try the argu-
mentum ad invidiam by pointing out not the essence
of that which he contends for, but inferences which
they are disposed to draw from his principles, are,
Let
us put it in another way. Those who do not
regard episcopacy as of Divine institution must
condemn the action of the Church of England in
insisting upon it as a necessary part of the institu-
tion of the Church, or—which is the same thing—
in refusing to allow men not episcopally ordained
to minister. Itis somewhat difficult to understand
how they can maintain their ccnnexion with such
a Church. Burely it is a very serious responsibil-
ir'y to assist in keeping up a barrier to the reunion
of Christendom, or, at least, of the reformed
Churches, which they must believe to be of human
and not of divine origination.
We may think ¢ high Episcopalians ’ in error,
itious, or the like, but we must at least
mit that they are consistent. It is very difficult
to kmow what to think of those who supporta
system whick they feel constrained to condemn.
Doubtless they have ‘some way of explaining it
which satisfies themselves, and we should be sorry
to hint that they are otherwise than conscientiou:.
Two things only we can say with some measure of
oconfidenoce : first, that we do not understand their
position ; and, secondly, that they are not quite
the people who have a right to question the con-
sistency of others.”

Tax Inravsre Gume Sopmism.—The following
from the Church Times pricks the infallibility bub-
ble in a very neat way. In answer to a corres-
pondent it says :

*“ Even assuming the trustworthiness of what
your Roman friend tells you about the advantage
of having an infallible guide, there is just this leak
in the argument. You are told that the use of an
infallible Pope is to prevent the fallible flock from
going wrong on matters of faith and morals, where
their private judgment is all but certain to lead
them astray. Very good, but the Pope’s own
infallibility is itself a matter of faith, and the only
warrant you have for its truth is your own private
mion that it is true. Why shonld you be better
le to decide that temet than any other? You
cannot take it on the Pope's own word, for the very
matter in question is whether he is right in claim-
ing the power; you cannot take it on your con-
fessor's word, for he is himself fallible ; you cannot
take it on the word of the Vatican Couneil, for
(without enquiring whether the doetrine was
enacted by the Council at all, which able canonists
deny) the very terms of the decree imply that

bl > : . |the. Council waa fallible ; 80 it comes to

9 Togpnto' forced. Publicans who wish to show that they|fied only upon the principle that the Episcopate 18 private opinion, and if thzodebidos for infallibility,
T h;'." nothing to be ashamed of in the way in|of Divine institution. If it is—if t't?) gfm it must contradict the whole Church up to 1870.”
TR | il dom o oo their buenes, would o e o v are hus miafed dhab i rorosente he :
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— surely appeal 4o the great brewors and distillers who|Divine plan for the government of the Churob, then| _ Coxomsuratioxs.—We beg to congratulate the
WM OWn 80 many public houses, and whose name appear|we have no right to change it or to give it up, Hon.'Th‘gmuf m:';::& £ the Gror -~ ?;'&?:‘ -
b:u:sulﬁz on them in such conspicuons places, that they will| whatever advantages may seem to result from its ﬂ’;, ald‘gmty * py 95 mﬁ‘h od. Th i
Mosorole, L Svith apply the clear-glass rule to the licensed premises, |surrender. M ferat,” 1s » . e

and so anticipate the benevolent action of the magis-| Now, this is ’enctly the position 6f the Church|Minister of the Interior was sworn in at Toronto

trates. 8o f e f Epgland. She declares in her ordinal thatjon the 5th inst, and went down to Oltawa the
Prominent ::-to ix:he:ngg:: rsa::ld grnhil::‘;m“;: :hese threeg orders have existed from the time of|same day to commence work.
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