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As 1 close these remarks, the latest melan-
choly wvail of the Bishop of Peterborough
reaches my cars. Notwithstaiiding ail their
Ciexparisiveness," both be and his brother
of Manchester appear, alas! to knowv as littie
of the things which belong to our peace as
that wild ritualist wvbo, a day or twvo ago,
raised the cry of Il excomniunicated hieretic 1"
against.tbe Bishop of Natal. Happily we
have amiong us our Jowetts and our Stanleys,
not to mention other brave men, w'ho sec
more clearly tbe character and magnitude of
tbe coming struggle ; and Nvbo believe un-
doubtingly tbat out of it the trutbs of science
wviI1 emerge with hcaling in their wings.
Such men must increase, if the vast material
resources of the Church of England are flot
to fail into tbe bands of pcrsons wbo may be
classed under the respective hcads of weeak
and ùiJatuaied..

And no'v 1 hzave to utter a "farewell," free
from bitterness, to ail miy readers-thanking
my friends for a sympathy more steadfast, 1
wvould fain believe, if less noisy, than the
antipathy of my foes ; comrnending to these,
inoreover, a passage fromn Bisiop B3utler,
which thcy have either flot read or failed to
take to heart. I t sccms," saitli the bishop,
"'that men would be strangely headstrong
and self-willed, and disposed to exert then-
sei .,es with an impctuosity wvhich %vouid ren-
der socicty insupportable, and the living in
it irnpracticable, werc it flot forsomne acquired
moderation and self-government, some apti-
tude and readiness in restraining tbcmsclves.
and conccaling their sense of things." In
this respect, at least, bis grace the Archbishop
of Canterbury bas set a good example.

CURRENT LITERATURE.

T I-E anonymous author of CISupernaturalJL Religion'> has replied to Professor
Li.ghtfoot in the pages of the -Fornigi*,lz/Iy Re-
view. He had an obviaus advantage over his
critic, of -%hich be evidently desired to avail
bimself. The Professor's strictures wvere of
that minute and carping character pcculiarly
annoving to an author, and they were conveyed
in language decidedly, and perhaps intention-
aliv, rude and uncourteous. The complaint is
certainly just, that "ivhile delivering severe
lectures upon want of candour and irnpartiality,
and preaching temperance and moderation,
the practice of the preacber, as somnetimies hap-'
pens, falîs very short of his precept." This is
quite true, and the author, although hie -visibly
CI "winced " under the attack, va's, no doubt, in-
clined to profit by the Professor's mistaken
tactics, %vben he said-'" I shahl not emnulate

tespirit of that article, and I trust that 1 shall
flot scant the courtesy with whichi I desire to
treat Dr. Lightfoot, ivhose ability I admnire, and
whose position 1 understand.» It wvas pcrhaps
.ao rnuch to expect that this calm and dignified
tone should be maintained under the circum-
stances, by ordinary flesh and blood. The de-
fence of IlSupernatural Religion" assumnes a
twvo-fold aspect. So far as phiiological dis-
putes are concerned, the Nvriter enters two

j picas, one of flot guilty, and the other, as the

la-tycrs would say, of "Iconfession and avoid-
ance." Those wvho read any of the apologetic
or rationalistîc treatises on the canon of S crip-
turc wviIl be aware that the name of Papias oc-
cupies a prominent place in the controversy.
He wvas bishop of Hierapolis, a Millenarian,
and evidently a mnan of iveak and credulous
character ; but it so happens that he is tradi-
tionally reputed to bave been a disciple of St.
John, and he is the only authority for the
Synoptic Gospels tilI .we corne to Justin Martyr,
about tbe middle of the second century. His
ivritings have been Iost, and all that wve know
of thcm we owe to Ireneus; and Eusebius, the
one belonging to the latter part of the second
century and the other to the beginning of the
fourth. Noiv the autbor ivas referring to the
dubious reference of Irena2us wvhere, specaking
of " the presbyter, a disciple of the Apostles,'
he uses the words Ilthat therefore the Lord
said, 'lIn my Father's house are many man-
sions.'" This presumptive allusion to the fourth
Gospel -%vould be very important, if we could
identify Papias wvith the presbyter ; but every
one having the slighitest acquaintance with
patristic literature, howvever, is wveil aNware that
the prevailing method of quotation is extremely
loose and untrustworLhy. lrenoeus himnself
quotes, as a saying of our Lord's, a monstrous
Talmudic fiction regarding the material de-
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