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'PRIZE TRACT,

By the special contributions of a few friends,
the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel
" announce that they are enabled 1o offer a Prize

of Ten Guinecas, and anather of Five Guineas for
the best and second best T'ract, not exceeding
two pafes 8vo, of good printing type,on “ Wiy
wi SupporT THE S.P.G. AS A MisSIONARY So-
CIETY OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND.”
All the manuscripts will be at the absolute
disposal of the Society, and must be sent in by
" the end of September to the Secretary, 19, Dela-
hay Street, Westminster. They must be headed
by a motto, and be accompanied by a sealed
envelope (endorsed with the same motto) con-
taining the authors's name and address.
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WHY AM I A OHURCHMAN ?

ConTiNUED FROM No. OF JUNE 22ND.

But far more important than any such legal
and comparatively external evidence asto the
continuity of the Church of England before and
after the Reformation, is the internal cvidence
25 to its continuity as a spiritwal body.

“I'his is winessed to by the continuity of its ('u)
Faith, (¢) Ministry, (¢) Torms of Wol‘.shlp.
Holy Scripture gives as the note of the Unity of
the Christians in the Early Church that

“ They continued_steadfasily in the Apostles

doctrine and fellowship, in [the] breaking
- of bread and in [the) pravers. Actsi. 42.

Without pressing too minutely the cxact mean-
ing of the word * fellowship,” which it is pos-
sible may, in the original, according to the V}Il-
gate and some ancient versions, have been m-
tended to be taken in connection with the fol-
lowing works, “in the communion of the brea!:-
ing of bread,"” there is evidently implied in
these words a unity of (a) Faith, (§) of Organi-
zation in connection with the Ministry of the
Apostles, and () of- Common Worship. The

same is implied also in many other places {e.g |

Eph. iv. 5, 11—14). Of the continuity of the
Farriin our Church we shall have to speak in
the next chapier.

Fqually important with the confession of a
true faith—¢ the faith once for all delivered to
the saints”—is the maintenance of continuity in
the Ministry of the Church.

The two Sacraments of the Gospel are the
the bands of unity of the Church ; for by the
one (Holy Baptism) the perpetuity of the Body
is sustained by the addition of new members;
by the other {Haly Communion) the unity is
maintained, and strengthened amongst those
who are its members.

«The Lord added to the Church daily such
as were being saved” “They that gladly re-
ceived the word were baptized.” * By one
Spirit we are all baptized into one Body." Acts
ii. 47, 41; 1 Cor, xil. 13.

«We being many arc one bread snd one
body ; for we are all partakers of thal one
‘bread ” 1 Cor. x. 17.  Who, then, has the power
and authority to administer these Sacraments ?
The answer to this question must be of vital
importance, for on it must depend the maintain-
ance of the unity of the Body as one organiza-
tion. :

“The . perpetuity of doctrine is in itself un-
doubtedly of the very. first importance...... But

if it were attempted to insist on succession in
doctrine as the sole condition of the essence of 2
Church, any such proposition would be self-
contradictory, inasmuch as that which would be
perpetuated would not be a society at all, but a
creed or body of tenets."—Mr. Gladstone
Church Principles, p. 194.

Christ, the One Founder, and Head of the
Church, gave this commission to His Apostles.
See S. Matt. xxviii. 16-20; 1 Cor. xi. 23~25;8.
John xx, z1—23. S. Paul therefore affirms that to
them is.% committed the Ministry of Reconcilia-
tion,” that they are the ¢ Stewards of the Mys-
teries of God,” they have to * watch for souls as
those that must give an account.”

The Apostles committed that same commis-
sion to other faithful men, with power to rule in
the Church, and to Ordain others.

None but those who have received this com-
mission to the Ministry from those who have
previously had power given to them to call and
send others, can lawfully, under ordinary cir-
cumstances, presume to minister the wurd and
Sacraments to others. “'There is not in this
world a greater presumption than that any
should think to convey a gift of God, unless by
God appointed to it"—Bishop Jeremy ZTaylor
Luctor Dubit.

% The right to administer Sacraments, and to
teach as an ambassador of Christ, depends upon
the validity of the Ordination which has been
received by the claimant of that right."—Af7.
Gladstone, ib. p. 227.

Hence the Ministry has well been called by
one of the most learned of England's Bishops in
thiscentury * the Aistoric bachbone of the Chureh.”
(Bishop Lightfoot, Leaders in the Northern
Church.) +\We cannot surrender for any im-
mediate advantage the three-fold Ministry which
we have inherited (rom Apostolic times, which
is the historic backbone of the Church.”

“Let them produce,” says Tertuthan, ¢ the
account of the origin of their Churches : let
them unroll the line of their Bishop.” Prae
set.y 32.

Has our Church then this unbroken succes-
sion of Ministry from those whom Christ first
commissioned ?  Most undoubtedly.

Certainly the Church ¢/e/ms to have that suc-
cession, and on it, alone, bases the authority of
her Bishops, Priests, and Deacons to execute
their office.

“ It is evident unto all men diligently reading
Holy Scriptures and ancient authors, that from
the Apostles’ time there have been these Orders
of Mmisters in Christ's Clurcii—DBishops,
Priests, and Deacons.  Which oftices were ever-
more had in such reverend estimation, that ze
man might presume to execute any of then except
he were first called, tried, examined, and known

field, it would be taken for granted that he had
received his commission in the usual manner;
it would not be thought necessary thathe should
produce the paper onwhich it was written, nor
ifin the lapse of time all record of his actual
commission was lost, would any sane person for
that reason doubt that he had been properly
appointed ? So it is with the Church and her
Ministry. The records of the actual succession
of some of her bishaps may bave been lost, and
it may therefore be almost impossible to trace
back the Commission step by step till we come
to the first giving of the Commission to the
Apostles, but if it is a sufficiently notorious fact,
as it undoubtedtly is, that the Church has al-
ways considered Consecration by other bishops
to be necessary before any one should presume
to execute the office of a bishop, or to ordain
others to the Ministry, it ought to satify all
reasonable requirements of proof, that 2 man
who is known to have executed that office with
the consent of the Church and of other bishops,
did receive his appointment and commissivn in
the usually accepted manner.

This is undoubtedly sufficient for ordinary
circumstances and to answer those who assert
that the Apostolic Succession of the Ministry is
a myth because we are unable to bring forward
actual legal proof of cach ligk in the chain.

But it is said that in snch a crisis as the
Reformation, when there was a great unsettle-
ment of opinions, and some, as it i§ knowr,
regarded the Episcopal office very lightly, it is
?uite possible that the succession may have been
ost.

The actual circumstancs, moreover, in the

reign of Queen Elizabeth, undoubtedly reduced -

the succession to a very narrow limit,

Cardinal Pole, Arcihbishop of Canterbury in
Queen Mary's reign, died within  few hours of
the death of that Queen. The Archbishoprick
was thus vacant on the accession of Queen
Elizabeth, and eight other Sees were also vacant
through death. Fourteen bishops were depriv-
cd for refusing to take the Oath of Supremacy.
These, however, were mostly men who had
been thrust into Sees, the rightful bishop of
which were still alive, without any canonical
process, by Mary, while the four consecrated
previously had accepied under Henry VIII. ail
that they were now asked to accept.  Only one
of the bishops, Kitchin, of Llandaff, conformed.
It must be remembered that the bishops appoint-
ed under Queen Mary, were so appointed, in a
time of considerable agitation, as notoriously
strong upholders of the Papal power. The ac-
tion of the bishops under Henry VIII wasa
far truer criterion  of the real tecling of the Eng-
lish Church, Of about g,400 clergy only 200 to
4oo (accounts differ between these numbers) re-
fused to conforn.

Fortunately there were some of the bishops
who had been Consecrated previously, surviving.
To six of these Queen Elizabeth issucd the
mandate for the Consecration of Parker, who

to have such qualities as are requisite for the
same ; and also by public, with imposition of
hands, were approved and admitted thereunto
by lawful authority. And therefore to the in-|

reverently used and esteemed in the Church of

to be a lawful Bishop, Priest, or Deacon...... ex-’
cept,” &c., &c.—Preface to Ordination Qffices.'
Wlen a society, whether secular or religious, |
by its accepted laws, is known to require certain
qualifications, and regular methods of appoint-|
ment, in its officers and governing body, the
fact of any ene having held such ofiice therein
is usually deemed a sufficient evidence of the
fact that such person had been constitutionally
appointed. For instance, if itis known that a

certain person has commanded an army in the
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lent that these Orders may be continued, and!

England ; no man shall be =ccounted or taken
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had been chaplain 1o her mcther, as Arcnbishop
of Canterbury. He was Consecrated in due
form on Dec. 17th, 1559, by William Barlow,

clect of Chichester who had been Consecrated -

June 11th, 1536, by Cranmer and two others,
John Scury, elect of Hereford, Miles Coverdale,
tormerly of Exeter, who had been Consecrated
on the same day, Aug. 3oth, 1551, by Cranmer
and two others, and John Hodgkins (Suffragan

l'of London under Bonner), of Bedford, who had

been Consecrated Dec. gth, 1537, by J. Stokesley,
Bishop of London, and two others.

About foriy-four: years afterwards aa absurd
story (generally called the Nag's Head Fable)
was invented by-the Romanist pa:ty, which
asserted that Parker and other bishops were o1-
dained in a hasty and ludicrous way at a.tavern
in Fleet St eet.  This invention, howoves, has
been amply disproved not only by writets of our
Church but by Romanists such as Dr. Lingard,
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