
GflARDL&N. JÂIRtYkaT 2~, 1889.

- EnTea AND enoraiea: --

l H. DAVIDSON, D.C.L., MoNTaL&L.

- AsOoATU EDrroa: -

HEV. EDW N .W. PENTREATH,BD,.WinnipegMan

address Correspondenoe and Comuunnleations to
the Editor, P.O. Box 50d. Ezebange to P.O.

Box les. Fer Busimensannounemeuts
Se page 14.

DECISIONS REGARDING NBWSPAPEBRS.

1. Any person who takes a paper regularly
from the Pont offee, whetber directed to his own naie or

aoother'I, or whether he has gubscribed or not, ls respon-
sible for payment.

2. If a person orders his paper discontinued
..ut pay ail arrears, or the pubusher may continue to

send it until payment. Is made, and then collect the whole

amount, whether the paper <a tasen from the opfce or not

3. In suits for subscriptions, the suit may be
lntituted In the place wlere the paper is pubiubed al.

though the subscriber may reasde hundreds of miles away.

4. The courts have decided that refusing to
te take newspapers or periodlicals fron the Post ofniee, or
removing and leavlng themr unesiled for, la prima facia

evidence of intentional rraud.

CÀLENDAR FOR JANUARY.

JA. 1st-Circumcision.
6th-Epiphany.
13th-lst Sunday after Epiphany.
20th-Ind Sunday after Epipbany.

(Notice of Conversion of St. Paul

26th-Conversion of St. Paul.
27th-3rd Sunday after Epiphany.

(Notice of Purification.)

"THE PRIVILEGE OF PETER."

The overdone extravagance of the Papal pre.
tensions in these latter days, and the system-

atio fraud by which they have been invented

and upheld, are suffloient in themselves to for-

bid the supposition that they were ever either

ordained by our Lard, or present ta the con-

sciouneess of St. Peter.
but in respect that "the Privilege of Peter"

is still used, and, as the case of Mr. Luke

Rivington shows, occasionally with effect, to
entrap unwary souls, it may b' worth wbile,
even at this time of day, to go back once more

the fountain.head, and ask what i I the plain,

obvions meaning of our Lord's words to St.
Peter."

The words of our Lord, on whioh the Roman-
ists rely, are these:-

(1) I say also unto the, that thou art
Peter; and upon this rock I will bauild my
Church; and the gates of Hades shall not pre.
vail against it. I will give unto the the keys
of the kingdom of heaven; and whatsoever
thou sbalt bind on earth shall be bound in
heaven; and whatsoever thon shalt loose on
earth shall be loo.ed in heaven."-(8t. Matt.
xvi. le, 19.)

(2) "Simon, Simon, behold, Satan asked to

have you (plural), that ho might sift yeu as
wheat; but I made supplication for thee, that
thy faith fail not; and do thon, when once thon
hat turned against, stablish thy brethren."-
(St. Luire xxii, 31, 32.)

(3) The threo-fold injunction-" Feed my
Jambe -" "Tend my sheeep :" 'Feed my sheep,"
-St. John xxi. 1517.)

The first and third of those passages, accord-
ig to Mr. Bivington, imply that our Lord

c4 oÇnBtituted His Apostle His own representa-

tive as Head of the Churoh," and, in their plain,
obvious meaning, " involve the institution of a
visible Head to Ris visible Church." The
second is adduoed by Romanists in these days
as the Soriptural proof of Papal Infallibility in
matters offaith.

Now ii regard to the second passage under
oonsideration, it must strike one as a very
remarkable faut that the supposed enunaiation
of Infallibility is sandwiched, as it were,
between our Lord's declaration that no one of
His Apostles was ta exorcise authority or lord-
ship over the reet, and Ris announcement of
St. Peter's thrice.repeated denial of his Lord
-between a rebuke of assumed supremaoy and
the prediction of a grevions apoetacy. " Thore
arose a contention among them which of them
should be secounted the greatest. And Ho
said unto them, the kings of the Gentiles have
lordship over thenm; and they that have author-
ity ovder thom are calied Benefactors. Bat ye
shall not be se. . . Y.. ethe Aposties-not St.
Peter alone], shail ait on thrones judging the
twelve tribes of Isreal." Immediately after
this, comes the alleged conveyance of Infaili.
bility, and just on the back ofthat the announco-
ment ofthe fall.

IL says mueh for Ultramontane caurage that
it should venture to pluck its .oveted flower
from so prickly a bush; but ft would noed
something more than courage to lead an an-
prejudicod persan of ordinary intelligence te
beleve that " the plain, obvious meaning of
our Lord's words," uttered under such oircum-
stances, implied not only the personal infalli-
bitity of St. Peter, but a like prorogative ta
eightcn centuries of Popes Mach more plain
and obvions is it that St. Peter was in special
danger, on the brink of a singular fali, and
therofore was made the subject of bis Saviour's
special intercession. Whoever goos beyond
that, oversteps, I fear the boundi 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 te St. Peter's fail
As St. Augustine se beautifully puts it, "To
the threefold donial there is now appended a
threefold confession, that his tongue may not
yield a feebler service to love than to fear, and
imminent death may not appear to have elicited
more from the lips than prosent life. Let it b
the office of love to feed the Lord's flock, if it.
was the signal of fear to deny the Shepherd."
To St. Peter it was, no doubt, a sufficient corn-
fort at such a time to be restored te the grace
of Apostleship from which he had fallen; and
we should not ho justified in reading into our
Lord's words a declaration of supremacy, aunless
the words themselves clearly transcended the
limite of expressions that might be applied te
the reat of the Apostles. But surely nothing
cau 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 Apostolie
burden" and not a Petrine prerogative. How
little consolons Peter was o any Lordsbip in
the matter, is tcuchingly revealed to us by his
own sabaqenont exhortation; as a presbyter to
his fellow-presbyters, " Peed the lock of God
which is amung you, taking the oversight
thereof, not by constraint but willingly; not
for filthv lucre, but of a ready mmd; neither
as being lords over God's heritage but boing
examples to the took." If St. Peter had fore-
seen with prophetic eye ail the voices that
would disfigure the administration of hie suc-
sessors, and ail the virtues that would in too
many cases be conspiuonus by their absence,
he could not have focussed thom with greater
skili.

We come, I think, ta this, that " the Petrin e
privilege," whatever it was, is to be sought, not
in the passages now discussed, but only in the
firat quoted extracts from St. Mattbew's Gospel.
IUndoubtedly a signal priviege is there con-
ferred on SC. Peter, and the only question is as

to its extent and signifianoe. It will not do to
say, grandly, that, by the plain and obvions
meaning of the words, Our Lord «constituted
His Apostle, His own representative as head of
the Church"; stili less that He, with equal
obvioneses, extended the privilege to ail the
Bishops of Rome. All thi is necessary for the
Roman contention, bat it ls certainly not in our
Lord's words. In trnth, there is not in these
words a singlé reference to the headship of the
Church. There is reference made to a foin-
dation; to a gift of keys; and ta acte of loosin g.
It is admittcd that ail of these privileges were
not exclnsively restricted to St Peter. The
power of binding and loosing for instance, was,
by a subsequent at of Christ (St. John xx. 22).
conveyed to all the Apostles. We are further
assured that the Church was bailt "upon the
foundation of the Apostles and Prophots," and
not uon St. Peter alone. The gift of the keys
may 6e either a synonym, as moet authorities
appear to take it, for the binding and loosing,
or it may ba something different. I incline to
the latter opinion, and think that it recoeives its
most appropriate explanation in the high privi-
loge which was unquestionably accorded to St.
Peter of being the chosen one of God for open-
ing the doors of the Christian Charch, te the
Jew first, and afterwards ta the Gentile. Bat
of course, as Dr. Littiedalq pointe out. Il as that
was donc once for ail, it cannot be done over
again by any one, so that there is nothing left
for the Pope to b special heir te, any more
than the heire of Columbus, if any be alive,
could enjoy a monopoly et continuing to dis-
oover Amorica." In like manner as ta the
fonndation. The plain and obviouï meaning
of our Lord's words is certainiy not restricted
to St. Peter ; for our Lord could have se easily
said, " And on thee I will build my Church,"
that His not saying so is ratuer an indication
that he did not maean to say so, and that St.
Augustine's view is the true one which takes
" this rock" te mean the Confesion of Christ
as the Son of the Living God, which St. Peter
had just made. But even if we grant that St.
Peter is, in the fullest Ultramontane sense,
the foundation of the Church, what thon ? la
the foundation to be repeated in every suoces-
nive stone that is laid down upon it te the top-
most course? If tho Petrine Privilege makes
Peter the foundation, so boit; but do not let
us bo told that thofoundation is te shift with
each succosive year.

On the whole, thon, the Petrine Privilege is
just the privilege of Peter. I thoroughly agree
with Mr. Riviigton when he eays of St. Peter-
" His dogmatio utterances stood by itself, the
resait of a special, personal revelation, and his
reward ik corrospondingly personal." St.
Peter was first in Confession of Christ, and ho
was the firet of the Apostles te 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 firet to receive
the power of binding and looasing. His privi-
loge, in a word, was his priority, and thera is
not a shadow of an argument te prove bis
supromacy. Stili less can it b shown that his
privilege was aither transmisible or transmit-
ted.- T. T. in the Seottish Guardian.

APOSTOLICAL SUCCESSION-ITS
ANTBCEDENT PROBABILITY.

On the second Sunday in Advent our Lord's
Prayer for unity happened to bo read in the
second evening lesson; and the greatsubject of
of the following Sunday, the third in Advent,
is His commission te the Apostles. These two
subjects are intimately connected together, and
the coincidonce of their both being brought for-
ward on t vo successive Sundays suggests some
remarks on the Apostolical Succession.

Many excellknt Churchpeople are probably
not aware that what is called the Apostolical

5_ VIS, KRI)L*N.


