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present day were taught by this manual, or by
mannais on a very similar principle, the effects
would be most important and beneficial before
the new century dawns upon the world.

The work before us contains one or two por.
tions which some of us would probably regret;
but where is the book with every utterance of
which every reader agrees? This manual
neede, but s very copions index te, add ver-y
greatly t its already great usefulnese whilé
poesibly a suggestion or two at the end of
several of the lessons whereby to render it par-
sonally applicable to the scholar might give it
a spiritnafly useful turu more dlstiuctly than iL
nov peesms. Thé information centainéd in
it is just wbat is needed, and is given in an
engaging way. Whoever masters this manual
will become- acquainted with grand Christian
truthe for Lis soul's profit, viii perceivé eeund
Christian prinéiples of great value, ive know
much Church history. will know concerning
Church orders, will learn the story of the
Church in England from the earliest tmes of
Roman usurpations, and will bé taught some-
thing of Church and State; also of the Catholi
Church in Ireland. Scotland, the United States,
and the British Dominions. There is (page
214) an Appendix I, giviug the succession of
Bishops froin the Apostle St. John, and aise
from the Apostles St. Peter and St. Paul to the
present Bishops of the Scottish and American
Churches. Appendix Il., gives the succession
in Ireland from St. Patrick, A. D. 445. There
is also (page 281) a. simple and very useful
synopsis Of the Old and New Testaments.
At page 78 is an interesting statement of the
doings of car blessed Lord through Holy
Week.

I have thus sought to draw attention to what
appears to me to hé one of the most valuable
manuale for use in a Sunday school that I have
met with, not forgetting my own far inferior
efforts, and some by others of a very high crder.
Thon theré are four grades-Primary, Junior,
Middle, and Senior-having the same lesson in
ail grades. The instruction given on confirm-
ation, liturgie worship, and the history of the
Book of Common Prayer, is just what ought to
be made known. It certainly seems to be highly
necessary that plain steochetical tesching
should be everywhere put into force when one
is told of a dying person gatbering her friends
around ber and with the greatest confidence
charging them to meet ber in heaven. Far be
it from me or any one to jadge ber, but it was
not well for one whose two successive husbands
were brothers (Lév. xviii, 16) to talk thue.
The ready answer, too, by those Who Meglect
Confirmation and the Lord's Supper is startling:
& They are customs in this country, but I don't
hold with them and don't approve them.' I it
net marvellous that steady and respectable men
can be found who talk thus ? For my part, I
am heartily glad that Bibles abound and that
ail can read thei; but I much doubt whether
they are known as well as they were forty
years ago, and it would seem that when read
it is often with the intention of cavilling, and
with no desire te obedience. Manuals of Chris-
tian Doctrine, gradaated,to be well used in all
our Sunday schools would, I submit, do much
te help the people, and while feeling uncom-
fortable lest 1 seem invidious, I have fulfilled
the task which I was requested to undertake
in asking attention to this important subject,
and in alse mentioning a work which, £ muet
submit, is admirably adapted to the object,
albeit still capable cf improvement. Neither
ho for whom I have written this, nor I myself,
have any interest whatever in the work, except
ouly as it may promote real good ; and I may
cenclude by stating that copies of each of the
four grades are on sale at J. Masters & Co.,
New Bond Street, London.

Q3ezGz VEnA3LIs,
Burghcastle Rectory, flon. Canon of Norwich

near re8 Ysrmouth

THE JUDIOIdL COMMITTB OF THE
.PR1 y COUNCII.

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Conneil
is a comparatively new body. The office of
the Privy Counoil is te advise the Sovereign in
matters of State. In 1833 a Jadicial C ommittee
of Privy Connoillors was created by Act 2 and
3, Will. IV., which constituted the Lord
Chancellor, Lord Chief Justice, Master of the
Rolls, and other legal Privy Councillors, a
CommUittee of Advice te the Crown in all cases
of appeal. In civil mattors the new Judicature
has worked fairly Well. Lord Brougham was
the chief author of the législative reforms of
1832 and 1833, and in drafting bis Bills he,
unfortunately, included ecclesiastical appeals
as well as civil a ppeals as within the scope of
the newly formed Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council. The Church of E ngland was
not cfficially consulted in this momentous
matter. Lord Brougham afterwards admitted
that hé had not realised the full consequences
of his action, and ortainly matters of faith and
doctrine were never intended te come before
the Privy Council by the authors of the legis-
lation of 1832. The Church did not at the mo-
ment realise the unwarrantable invasion of her
privileges which the législation of 1832 in-
volved. Fer years there had been no appollate
cases involving faith and doctrine. Broadly
speaking, the ecolesiastical suite of appeau in
the Middle Ages never touched doctrine. They
were concerned almost solely with matrimonial
causes, and with disputes as to wills. At the
Reformation an Appellate Court, called the
Court of Dolegatos, was appointcd o bear
ecolèsiastical appeale. It was created by Act
25, Henry VIII., and consisted of Bi3shop.,
Judges, and ecclesiastical lawyers, appointed
under the Great Seal to deal with each case as
it arose. Their decisions were net quoted as
précedents, and the Court of Dilogates never
attempted to manufacture or manipulate the
doctrine and discipline of the Church. The
Court of Delegates was not ideally perfect, but
it was, at all'events, accepted by the Church of
England as part of the Reformation Sattlemenct.
The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
has never been accepted by thé Churc h of Erîg
land as her Final Court of Appeal, Ite juris-
diction bas been thrust upon ber by the Htateé.
and she bas never consented offiloially to this
invasion of lier just rights. The Tui icial Con
mittee of the Privy Council is a purely secular
Court, and it is impossible for the Church to
submit to its usurped authority. The fifth
Commandment bide us honor and obey ail law-
fui authority whiorn i set over us, But the
saintly Keble said that hé could never bring
the Privy Council's authority in Charch mat-
ters under the head of the fifth Commandment.
The calm judgment of the author of the Chris-
tian Year condemned the uneurpation by the
State of the rights of the Church, which the
unhappy legislation of 1832 involved, in very
plain terme. 'Neither by oath nor engage-
ment' says Mr. Keble, ' are we committed te
such an arrangement. It le no part of the sys-
tema to which the Clergy are pledged' Mr.
Keble says that it i the daty of the clergy te
treat the ecolesiastical judgments of the Privy>
Council ' as DIssenters treated certain Acte of
Parliament which fined themr for not going te
Church, i. e., to disregard themr and take the
consequences.' Mr. Koble died in 1866, and it
is not tee much to say that his line of action

'with regard to the interference of the Privy
Council in church matters, is accepted by the
majority of Churchmen at the présent day.
Archbishov Tait found thé tension so great
that in 1881'he procured the appointment of
a Royal Commission on Ecolesiastical CourtE,
which issued an elaborate and exhaustive ré:
port in 1883. The report condemned the

Court of Inrd Pensauné, which was crested by
the Public Worshi p Regulation Act of 1874,
and aiso condemned the Privy Council aq a
Court of Appeal. Both Courts are alike socular
and both alike have bean forced nu the hurchi
of Ecgiand br thé State. In 1850 thé Asréh-
bishop of Oauterbury and nearly ail the
Bishops of the Church of England were roused
to the danger of a purely civil court, like the
Privy Council, dealing with matters of faith
aud doctrine. They iutrodaLoéd a Bill jute thé
House of Lrds providiug that the Archishops
and Bishops of the Cburch of E ogland ehould
be constituted a final Court of Appea in all
matters of faith and doctrine The Bil1 was
unhappily lest. Archbishup Sumner in the
course o! debste naid, ' It ceuld nover bo atis.
factory that questions relating to the doctrine
and discipline of the Church should bu submit.
ted to a tribunal of laymen.' Thèse words are
a very remarkable testimony coming from se
pronounced an Evangelical as Aréhbishop
Sumuer was. Bishop ]lexfieid pointedl eut
that the Royal Supremacv must bé exercised
through proper spiritual Courts. This is the
meaning of the 37th Article, which never con-
templated the exorcise of the Royal suprenacy
through secular Courts.

Henry VII. never wont so far as that.
The late Lord Derby gave bis opinion in the

following words; ' As hé would entrust to the
Judges the interprétation of the civil lar so ho
would entrust the Bishops of the Church of
England with the interpretation of the Articles
of the Church of England.

This unsuccessful attempt at législation ie at
ail évents a distinct protest on bébalf of the
Church, through lier natural leaders, againt
the usurped jurisdiction of the Privy Council.
The arguments in the Bishop of Lincoln's case
show that one party in the Cliureh are doter-
mined te uphold this usurped authority for
partizin purposes. Sir Horace Dsvey relies
solely upon the décisions of a tribunal Church-
men cean never acccpt, in urging his case
against the Bishop of Lincoln. Thera are
some people in South Africa who> would like
the Church of this Province to put hersélf
under the Authority of the Privy Council, as a
final Eoclesiastical Court. They would ask as
to accopt by our ownfree act and deed, a tribu-
nal which the Church of EIgland bas never
accepted, a tribunal condémned as unfiD for its
purpose by the Royal Commission of 1883, a
tribunal which bas shown that its décisions are
governed by policy instead of law, a tribunal
whose decisions have contradicted cailh
other over and over again, and finally, a
tribunal we cannot accept withoat violating
car Lord's own prceépt, 'R ,nder unto
Cosar the things whioh hé Cm;ar's. and
unto God the things which bé God's,' Whilet
rendering due and loyal obedience to the
powers that be as ordained of God, wc dare not
let Coesar touch the things of Gad, or permit
the Courts of the State te decido the faith and
doctrine of the Church.-Southern Cross, Bouth
Africa.

A. DYING TESTIMONY.

" I believe from my heart the Trath which
this Gospel (that of St. John) more espeially
ensbrines-the truth that Jesus Christ is the
very Word finarnate, the manifestation of the
Father to mankind-is the one lesson which,
daly apprehended, will do more than ail our
feeble efforts to purify and elevate human life
here, by imparting to it hope and light and
strength, the one study which alone can fitly
prepare us for a joyful irmmortality bereafter.

Thèse words from the Bishop of Durham'a
article in the January number of The Expositor,
were printed at the head of the fanerai service-
paper placed lu the bande of the crowds who
thronged.to show their loving reverence at his
gravo.-Iotwa Churchman.
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