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as tipes are very dull here, I cannot see that they
can give much more. We want at least another
81000 with the 8500 we have in hand

{The spring has come, and the suminmer with its
visitors will soon be here to see the grand  sights
which nature has left us. I fouud the majority of
the visitors both from Fngland, the Umted States,
and Canada, wer Church  peopls At first, | used
the Pavilion, then [ fitted up a small building  a
churchy as | could, which suited the 1nhabitants,
but was and will be again too small when the visitor

arrive. In the evening | held services with the kind
l,t.n..i.\n»n of Mr. Matthews, the manpager at the
C. P. K. Hotel, and 1 hope to do so again until our
church is built, before the visitors arnve, and to do
g0 we ought to begin to build right away
are unable to do any more until we have more funds
Thus, I am earnestly asking the many friends of oun
Church, far and near, who may visit this park, to
help us in our hour of need . as it is astanding shame
to see this foguudation exposed winter after winter
to the frost) There are several things which we
will require, for instance. a bell, and I can geta good
one for $100. How thankful we would be if some
kind friend and well-wisher of Banff would send us
such a gift \ pulpit, not large. as the church will
only seat 250. A reading desk for the priest. A font,
wood or stone, and a set of Holy Communion vessels
A lectern has been given. We have an organ which
will suit as for the present.

The Bishop of Calgary will gladly receive any
monies or gifts for this object . or my church war
den, Captain Harper, Banff, or mym-lf.

W. J. WiLLiaus, lncumbent, Banff, N. W.T.,

; (Canada.
Apnil, 1891

The Appointment to Vacant Parishes
THE IRISH SYSTEM CONSIDERED.

Stk, —| promised in last week's issue to consider
now the Irish system, which consists of a Board of
Nomination.
~ The bishop is the presiding officer and has an
independent and a casting vote. Three diocesan
nominators and three parochial noniinators.

The three diocesan nominators are elected every
three years by the diocesan synod, and consists of
one layman and two clergymen. The statute gives
the power to call for a vote by orders—the laity for
the laymen and the clergy for the two clergymen.

The three parochial nominators are elected also
triennally. Atthe KEaster general meeting of each
parish every nominator has to sign a declaration
that he is a member of the Church and a communi-
cant, and that he will nominate the best man from
worthy motives, &c.

Canon Henderson prefers this system. He suws
up its disadvantages and advantages as follows :

“/’L\'d”l"tl"’ll:/l‘.\, Has it any ? Yes. (‘&DV&SSiUg
the Committee. '

“ Advantages.—(1)
parties concerned.
harmonious result.
thy apostolic plan.”

Fhe system in my opinion may work well in Ire-
land, where party lines are not strongly drawn as
they are now in Niagara ; and yet a prominent Irish
(slcrgynmu expresses his opinion of the practical
wnrl'ung of the system as follows:—

" This system is found to lay stress on the par
ochial side of the questien at the expense of the
clerical and diocesan. The parochial nominators
push themselves to the front and the sole idea in
their minds is to get a man—no matter where he comes
from or what his age may be—who will be useful
and popular in the parish. The diocesan nominators
are supposed to have some regard to the interests
of the diocesan clergy, but they do not in general
interfere when the parochial nominators have fixed
upon a good man. The bisaop has more influence,
and when héis.on the alert and takes pains to con-
ciliate and advise with the parochial nominators and
shows that he really feels the importance ef doing
what iy best for the people, he can generally control
the appointment ; but of course hejmust be prepared
for being sometimes thwarted when he has such a
limited voice. This system has a strong tendency
to keep in the background the best men, who will
never thrust themselves forward.”

It recognizes the right of all
(2) 1t is more likely to lead to a
(3) It accords most closely with

Jut we ,

NIAGARA.

otes and Queries.

Stk,  In the Ninth Article it 1s said orniginal sin
standeth not in the following of Adam (as Pelagians
do vainly tall but it is the fault and corruption of
the nature of every man, that naturally is engender
ed of the offspring of Adam, &e., &c. We know
that our blessed Lord was miraculously engendered,
and hence He had not original sin, nor did He commit
actual sin.  Whence, then, had He a liability to err ?
Was it alone in the freedom of ** human will ™ which
He possessed, ** enshrined in a spotless human body.
produced by the power of the Holy Ghost,” or, was
there a something according to nature in this body,
which of itself (or in combination with the ‘‘human
will "1 would produce the liability ”

F.

Ins. It is not in accordance with the Catholic
Faith to believe that Christ was at any time liable
to err intelligently, worally, or spiritually. It 18
true that He was man, but He was ** without sin ™" in
every form, because at the same time He was * per
fect God.” We can never view His condition or acts
without this consciousness that the hypostatic union
is complete and permanent, so that nothing can
come at any time between the two natures in the one
Diviue Person to estrange His human will or allow it
to err. The question came up in the Colenso con-
troversy. and is treated with some fulness by Canon
Liddon in his Bampton Lectures.

Sir.—Would you be kind enough to answer these
two questions for me:

1. Why are evening communions ** abominable
Were they not common in the times of the Apostles ?
1 am greatly puzzled by the objection people have
to them and I shall be very glad if you will enlighten
me.

2. Does the 55th Canon (1603) allow extempore
prayer during Divine Service? * Preachers and
Ministers shall move the people to join with them
in prayer in this form, or to this effect,” &c. I do
not quite see whether this means the preacher shall
move them or shall pray in this form or to this
effect : I do not think what follows shows which,
especially the last words seem to make\‘it (;io:‘btful.

Ins.—We do not endorse the word ‘‘ abominable "
as applied to evening celebrations of the Holy Com-
munion per te. They may take place at any hour of
the day or night when nvc«x.«'ity cal!s _for them, pri-
vately as in the case of the sick or infirm, or publicly
in the face of an impending calamity. What is
« abominable "’ about them is the wanton breach of
the Church’s rule which provides for ‘what is in-
tended - to be the regular practice, viz., morning
celebration. It is very objectionable to make what
is only exceptionally allowable under extraordinary
circumstances, a rule without competent authority,
i e. the authority of the Church as distinguished
from that of any individual Bishop or Priest. We
do not think it shows a proper regard for the dis-
ciplime of the Church, while it ignores the reasons
assigned by great and holy men of times past why
celebrations of the Holy Communion should be held
in the morning, and, preferably, in the early morn-
ing. Scripture example and history (witness Pliny’s
letter to Trajan) even the first institution of the
Lord’s Supper, show that the latter was the custom.
The reasons given aré that the ealgx morning is the
time when one'’s powers are restored, & time of fresh-
pess and calm, conducive to devothn, a time when
one may make the Divine food the first that is par-
taken of—a thought worthy & Christian. To offer
ourselves, our bodies a living sacrifice unto God,
after they have been exhausted by toil, cares and
worries o? the day, is not to know God as we ought,
by giving Him in His Holy 'S.a'cra.;nent of our best,

¢ though it be. Morever it 18 nieet that the whole
day should be consecrated to God's Service by offer-
ing Him the most solemn act of worship at the

ing. _ .
‘Z.D{i’egt&ke it that the words *‘ or to this effect
do not refer either to a form of prayer, or to extem-
poraneous prayer; certainly not to the latter, as
there would be no response for the people to join
in what they were ignorant of, not knowing what

banner leading the Christian Army.
army grows larger, the old flag may become insuffi-
cient, perhaps all cannot see it. So a larger one is
provided, and still another when needed. The pat-
tern is still the same, only more distinct.
the Apostles’ Creed was enough for the Cuurch, but
when men began to deny Christ’s Divinity she held
up a new banner—the Nicene Creed—in which the
part relating to His Godhead was made larger and
more distinct. Then other errors crept in, and it
became necessary to have stili another, the Atha-
nasian Creed, so that all might know truly and
clearly what ** the Faith " was, for which they were
to ‘ earnestly contend.”

Sundap School Eessom.

Trinity Sunday. May 24, 1891.

THE ATHANASIAN CREED.

In a foriner lesson the Creed was compared to a
Now, as an

At first

(S. Jude 3; 1 S. Peter iii.
15).

Note.—The chants, etc., are to be ¢ said or sung,”
these creeds are to be * sung or said” (See Rubrics),
as though saying were preferable.’

THE ATHANASIAN CREED.

This Creed is more than fourteen hundred years
old, and is called after Athanasius, because he was
a great champion of the orthodox doctrines contained
in it. He contended against Arius, who denied that
the Lord Jesus was God ; and this Creed is directed
against the Arian heresy, amongst others.

The Apostless Creed declared the facts about
Christ's life and death on earth, but when men specu-
lated about His life in heaven, before the Incarnation,
they began to make mistakes. The truths about
His Divine Nature are therefore stated-more clearly
in the Atharasian Creed.

Tue CoNTENTS OF THE CREED.

(1) The mecessity of the Christian faith. (vv.1, 2,
98, 42). These verses proclaim faith in Christ to
be necessary to salvation. The Apostles Preached
this doctrine (Acts xvi. 31.) The Lord Himself
declares the punishment of those who refuse to
believe in Him (S. Mark xvi. 16), and even says
that they are condemned already (S. John iii. 19).
S. John puts the “unbelieving ” second on the
list of the doomed (Rev.xxi, 8). The Church dares
not hide these terrible statements, but she declares
them in mercy, that all may be warned in time.
She does not judge any man ! Christ will do that,
and we know that He is loving and merciful. We
can surely trust Him to make every allowance pos-
sible. course these words do not apply to those
who have no opportunity of knowing about Christ.
They will be judged by another law (Rom. ii,12-16). »

(2) Doctrine of the Trinity (xv. 3-27). Most
people would be greatly confused without -some
such statement as is contained in theése verses.
They read in the Bible that there is onl&one God.
Again, they find texts which prove that the Father
is God, the Son is God, and the Holy Ghost is God.
How can they reconcile these seeming contradic-
tions ? This Creed pieces ther the faets, which
are scattered through the Bible, so that we may
know what to believe. The Church did not defend
the doctrine of the Trinity until it was attacked.
In the third century Sabellius and his followers said
that there was only one Person in the Godhead, re-
vealing Himself in three different aspects, This
made the statement of the fourth and fifth verses
nece! A

ssary. ~ The Créed does not attempt o explain
the nature‘"ofﬁoﬂ,"whiehis‘fboyouﬂ*our'mm"“

ing. We, who cannot understand “our own nature,
can hardly expect to fathom the mystery of our
Maker. No one but a fool would refuse to.believe a
thing only because he cannot understand it. We
cannot understand even the ordinary course of the
world, how the plants grow from little seeds, etc.

(8) The Work of Jesus Christ (Vv. 29-40.) Arius
said that Christ was the best of men, but not God.
Verse 88 asserts His equality with the Father.
Apollinaris started another heresy, viz., that He

was truly God but not truly Man, hsvi& a body,
uma ‘

but no human soul. Verse 82 is direc ugsimi
this error, which would deprive us of the real kuman
sympathy of our Master. His human soul was >
t.empte({ in all pbints that he might “be touched
with the feeling of our infirmities * (Heb. ii. 18, iv
15). A very valuable illustration of the union of
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