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DECISIONS REGARDING NEWSPAPERS.

1. Any person who takes a paper regularly
(rema tho Post oMee, whether directed to his own name or
apother’s, or whether he hes subscribed or not, Is respon-
sible for payment.

2. If a person orders his paper discontinued

_2mst pay all arrears, or the publisher may continue to
send it until payment la made, and then colleot the whole
amount, whether ths paper s taken from the office or not

3. In suits for subsoriptions, the suit may be
instituted 1n the place where tho paper is published al.
theugh the subscriber may reslde hundredd of mliled away.

4. The courts have decided that refusing to
t® take newspapers ar perfodicals from the Post office, or
removing and leaving them uucalled for,1s prima facie
evidenco of intentlonal fraud.
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CALENDAR FOR JANUARY.

1st—Circumaision.

6th—Epiphany.

i 13th—1st Sunday after Epiphany.

¢ - 20th—2nd Sunday after Epipbany.
(NVotice of Conversion of St. Paul

« gth—Conversion of St. Paul. '

« g7th—3rd Sunday after Epiphany.

(INotice of Purification.)
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« PTHE PRIVILEGE OF PETER.

e

The overdore extravagance of the Papal pre-
tonsions in these latter dsys, and the system-
atio frand by which they have been invented
and apheld, are sufficient in themselves to for-
bid the supposition that they were ever either
ordaired by our Lord, or present to the con-

soiousness of St, Peter.

But in respect that “the Privilege of Peter”
is still used, and, ss the case of Mr. Luke
Rivington shows, caoasionally with effeot, .to
entrap unwary gouls, it may be worth while,
even st this time of day, to go back once more
the fountain-head, and ask what i8 ‘‘ the plain,
obvious meaning of our Lord's words to St
Peée];:; words of our Lord, on which the Roman-

ista rely, are these:—
mtzl) ‘S"'I say also unto thee, that thon art
Poter; and upon this rock I will build my
Church; and the gates of Hades shall mot pre-
vail against it. I will give unto thee the keys
of the kingdom of heaven; and whatsoever
thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in
heaven; and whatsoever thou shalt loose on
earth shall be loosed in heaven."—(8t. Matt.
xvi. 18, 19.
xv(z "Sim)on, Simon, behold, Satan asked to
have you (plaral), that he might gift you as
wheat ; but I made snpglxostnon for thee, that
thy faith fail not; and do thou, when once th'on
haat turned against, stablish thy brethren,”—
(8t. Linke xxii, 81, 82) .
(3) The three-fold injunction—* Feed my
lambs ;" “Tend my sbeeep : “Feed my sheep,
—Bt. John xxi. 16-17.)
The first and third of these passages, acoord-
ing to Mr. Rivington, imply that our Lord
« constitated His Apostle His own representa-

tive as Head of the' Churoh,” and, in their plain,
obvious meuning, *“ involve the institution of a
visible Hoad to His visible Church.” The
second is adduced by Romanista in these days
as the Soriptural proof of Papal Infallibility in
matters of faith,

Now in regard to the second passage under
oonsideration, it must strike one as a very
remarksble fact that the supposed enunoiation
of Infallibility is sandwiched, as it were,
between our Lord’s declaration that no one of
His Apostles was to exercise authority or lord-
ship over the rest, and His announcemest of
St. Peter's thrice-repeated denial of his Lord
—between a rebuke of assumed sapremacy and
the prediction of a greviousapostacy. *‘ There
arose a contention among them which of them
should be gocounted the greatest. And He
said unto them, the kings of the Gentiles have
lordskip over them ; and they that have aathor-
ity over them are called Bonefactors. Bat ye
shall mot be s0. . . . Ye [the Apostles—not St.
Peter alone], shall sit on thrones judging the
twelve tribes of Isreal.” Immediately after
this, comes the alleged conveyauce of Iafulli-
bility, and jast on the back of that the annoance-
ment of the fall.

It says mneh for Uitramontane courage that
it should ventare to plnck its eoveted flower
from so prickly & bash; but ft would need
something more than courage to lead an un
prejndicod person of ordinary intelligence to
believe that ¢ the plain, obvious wmesaning of
our Lord’s words,” attered under such circam-
stances, implied not only the personsal infalli-
bitity of 8t. Peter, but & likke prerogative to
eightoen centuries of Popes Much more plain
and obvious is it that St. Poter was 'in special
danger, on the brink of a singular fall, and
thercfore was mado tho subject of his Saviour's
special intercession. Whoever goos beyond
that, oversteps, I fear the bounds of the plain
and obvious.

The passage from St John's Gospel, in like
manner, finds its most natural and instructive
explanation in a roference to St. Pater's fall
As St. Augustine so beantifully puts it, **To
the threefold denial there is mow appended a
threefold confession, that his tongue may not
yield a feebler sorvice to love thare to fear, and
imminent death may not appear to have elicited
more from the lips than present life. Lot it bo
the office of love to feed the Lord’s flock, if it
was the signal of fear to dony the Shepherd.”
To St. Peter it was, no doubt, a sufficient com-
fort at such & time to be restored to the grace
of Apostleship from which he had fallen; and
wo should not be justified in reading into our
Lord's words a declaration of supremacy, nnloss
the words themaelves clearly transcended the
limits of expressions that might be applied to
the rest of the Apostles. But surely nothing
oan be more of the ordinary connotation of
Apostleship than feeding tho flock of Christ;
and nothing, therefore, is of less use for the
differentiation of St. Peter from the rest. ** The
care of all the Churches” was an Apostolic
burden’ and not a Petrine prerogative. How
little conscious Peter was of any Lordsbip in
the matter, is tcuchingly revealed to us by his
own sabsqeunent exhortation; as a presbyter to
his fellow-presbyters, “ Foed the flock of God
which is amoung you, taking tho oversight
thereof, not by constraint but williogly; not
for filthv lucre, but of a ready mind; neither
as being lords over God's heritage bat being
examples tothe flock.” IfSt. Peter had fore-
seen with - prophetio eye all the voices that
would disfigure the administration of his suc-
cessors, and all the virtues that would in too
many oases be conspicuous by their absence,
h; clould not have fooussed them with greater
skill.

Wo come, I thiak, to this, that ¢ the Petrine
privilege,” whatever it was, is to be sought, not
in the passages now discussed, but only in the
first guoted extracts from St. Matthew's Gospoi.
Undoubtedly & signal privilege is there con-

forred on St, Peter, and the only question is as

to its extent and signifiance. It will not do to
gay, grandly, that, by the plain and obvions
meaning of the words, Our Lord * constituted
His Apostle, His own representative as head of
the Church”; still less that He, with equal
obviousness, extended the privilege to all the
Bishops of Rome. All this is necessary for the
Roman contention, but it is eertainly not in our
Lord’s words. In truoth, there is not in these
words a single reference to the headship of the
Church. There is reference made to & foun-
dation; to a gift of keys; and to acts of loosing.
It is admitted that all of these privileges were
not exclusively restricted to St Peter. The
power of binding and loosing for instance, was,
by a subsequent aot of Christ (St. John xx. 22).
conveyed to sll the Apostles. We are further
assured that the Church was built *upon the
foundation of the Apostles and Prophets,” and .
not upon St Peter alone, The gift of the keys
may bs cither & synonym, &8s most authorities
appoar to take it, for the binding and loosing,
orit may bs something different. I incline to
the latter opinion, and think that it receives its
most appropriate explanation in the high privi-
lege which was unquestionably accorded to St.
Peter of being the chosen one of God for open-
ing the doors of the Christian Charch, to the
Jew first, and afterwards to the Gentile. Bat
of courwe, as Dr. Littledala points out, ‘‘as that
wag done once for all, it cannot be done aver
again by any one, 8o that there is nothing left
for the Pope to bo special heir 1o, any more
than the heirs of Coinmbuas, if any be alive,
conld enjoy s monopaly ot continuing to dis-
oover America.”’ In like manner as to the
foundation, The plain aod obvious meaning
of our Lord's words is certainily not restrioted
to St. Petor ; for our Liord could haveso easily
said, * Aud on thee I will build my Charch,”
that His not asying 80 is rather an indication
that he did not mean to say so, and that St.
‘Augustine's view is the true one which takes
 this rock” to mean the Confesrion of Chriat
a8 the Son of the Living God, which St. Peter
had just made. But even if wo grant that St.
Peter is, in the fullest Ultramountane sense,
the foundsation of the Church, whsat then? Is
the foundation to be repeated in every suoces-
sive stono that is laid down upon it to the top-
most course? If tho Powrine Privilege makes
Poter tho foundation, so beit; but do not let
us bo told that the foundationis to shift with
each succe-sive year.

On the whole, then, the Petrine Privilege is
just the privilege of Peter. I thoroughlyagree
with Mr. Rivington when horays of 8t. Peter—
* His dogmatio utterances stood by iteolf, the
result of a speocial, personal rovelation, and his
reward is correspondingly personal.” 8,
Peter wus firat in Confession of Christ, and he
was the first of the Apostles to be laid as a
foundation on the one ultimate foundation of
Jesus Christ ; the first to open the doors of the
Church to Jew and Gentile; the first ‘o recsive
the power of binding and loosing. His privi-
lege, in a word, was his priority, and there is
pot & shadow of an argument to prove his
supremacy. Still less can it bo shown that his
privilege was either transmissible or transmit-
ted— . T. in the Scottish Guardian.

APOSTOLICAL SUCCESSION—~ITS
ANTECEDENT PROBABILITY.

On the second Sunday in Advent our Lord's
Prayor for wnity happened to be read in the
second evening lesson ; and the yreatsubject of
of the following Sanday, the third in Advent,
is His commission to the Apostles. These two
subjucts are intimately conneciod together, and
the coincidence of their both beiag brought for-
ward on two sucoessive Sundays suggests some
remarks on the Apostolioal Sacoession.

Many excellent Churohpeople are probably

pot aware thal what is called the Apostolical



