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DECISIONS REGARDING NEWSPAPERS.
1. Any person who takos a paper regularly

rom tho Post offee, whether direoted Lo his own name or
another’s, or whether he has subsoribed or not, 18 respon-
sible for payment.
2. If & person orders his paper discortinued
-aust pay all arrears, or the publisher may continue to
send 1t until payment {8 made, and then collect the whole
amount, whether the puper {1 taken from the office or not

3. In suits for subsoriptions, the suit may be
nstituted in the place where the paper tg published al.
tbough the subscriber may reslde hundreds of mlies away.
4. The courts have decided that refusing to

Lo take newspapers or periodioals from .the Post office, or
roemoving and leaving them uncatled for,is prima Jaote

evidenao of intentional fraud.

CALENDAR FOR APRIL.

ApaiL 1si—Tuesday before Easter.
#  2nd—Wednesday before Easter,
«  3rd—Thuraday before Easter,
4th—Goop Faipay. Pr, Pes. M. 22, 40,
b4. E 69, 88.

#  jth—EasTar EVEN.

& gth—Easter Day. Pr. Ped M, 2, 67,
111. B. 113, 114, 115. Pr. Anth.
instead of Venite. Athan. Cr.;
Prop. Prof, in Com, Service till
April 13th incl. Notice of Mon
day and Tuesday.

7th-—Mon‘d§.y in Taster week,

¢ 8th—Tnesday in Easter week,
13th— Ist Sunday aftor Easter.

% 920th—2nd Sunday in Easter.

S.. Mark.

25th—8t, Mark's Day. (B & M.

% 97th—Third Sunduy after Easter. (Notice

of St. Philip and St. James
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EPISCOPACY.

Does the Church of England in any way ad-
mit the validity of non-cpiscopal orders? Does
sho maintain that Episcopacy, though more
oxpediont, more in accordance with Bikle
teaching, ocolesiastioal history, and primitive
usage, yot is not essentislly necessary ? This
vexed quostion abont tho esse or bene esse of
Episcopacy, whether it be merely benoficial, or
absolutely, essential, to the organization of the
Churoh, has boen brought again to the front by
the Doan of Poterborough and hislatitudinarian
allies. Tho old stock qnotations have been re-
praduced from Hooker, Bramhall, eto.,, and
thoy have been refuted by contradiotory
eXiraots from the writings of thesame anthors;

for these men of the end of the 16th and begin-
. pingof the 17th centuries somelimes wrote

upon the subject coneidered only in the light of

Qod’s truth and of Church history, and some-
times as active sympathirers with the position
of forsign Protestants, aud a8 feeling themselves

allied with them in warfare against {heir com—

mon foe—the Court bnd Chuich of Rome.-
“The go-called ‘historical faots’ of men in

Presbyterian and ‘ German’ Orders receiving

prebends snd canonries in the English Church
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth bave also been
produced, and these too have been traversed or
explained away. Some of them, it is replied,

| like Saravia, must have been ordained, though

the record is not forthcoming, i1 they honestly
believed their own writings on Episcopacy;

.others (a8 was common enongh in those days)

were rewarded with the temporal yield and
fruits of benefices, who performed no spiritual
funotions themselves, but employed & vicar ;
and some few there were who were forced by a
powerfal Puritan patron on & Bishop whose
opinions were of the same color, and who in
evil and violent days were simply let alone,
and 80 their position remained unchallenged
till the wrong was endol by their decease.
These cases all put together hardly reach a
dozen. Yet, when every guotation has been
made, and every example oited from the Refor-
mation times, the settlement of the question
has not advanced one jot &8 to what is the
judgment of the Church of England on this
sabject.

There is n6 room for doubt about it before
the Reformation. The English Charch together
with the Universal Church for 1600 years had
tanght, ¢ without the bishop, there 18 no Church.’
As in the special Church of the Jews there were
high priest, priests and Levites, banded on by
fleshly generation, so in every partionlar
branch of the Church Universal, there must be
apostle, priests, and deacons, handed on by the
spiritual generation of the imposition of the
Apostle’s bands. ‘‘ As my Father hath sent
Me, even 8o send I you, * * * And He
breathed on them, and said, Receive yo the
Holy Ghost. * * * Lo, I am with you all
the days, even unto the end of the world.”
None oan give to others what they have not re-
ceived themaelyes, The Apostles alone received
the commission from Christ, and none but those
who have received it from them by Apostlic
Succession can either give it, or hard on the
commission to others. To colleot and com
mand troops in the King's name, not having
the King's special commission to do so, is
rebellion, and against God it is also sacrilege.

Snch being the universal dootrine and law
of the Church before the Reformation (so that
no schism even was ever attempted withoat
Episcopal leading) we ask, When or where did
our Church rescind this universal law after the
Reformation ? Has she not always bad three
distinot offices of ordination, first for & Desacon,
next for a Priest, and last for an Apostla?
Though in Holy Soripture those who immedi-
ately followed the Apostles are called ‘Apostles
of the Churches,” and ‘Angels of the Churches,’
yet after the death of St. John, they received
the speocial and technical name of Bishops. The
word ' Bishop,’ which at first was used in its
common mesning both for the elder, who was
¢overseer’ of his parish, and for the Apostle,
who was ‘ overseer’ of & diocese, a8 well as for
Christ, who is the *overseer’ of the Church
visible and invisible, was now restrioted in its
mesning to those alone who were officers of the
first of the three ranks.

We need not quote the well-known Prefac.
to the Ordination services, in which the state-
ment is made a8 one whick cannot be gainsayed
that these three orders have ever existed since
the time of the Apostles,

Next, if our Churoh considered Presbyterian
orders valid, it 18 plain that she would not re-
quire a Presbyterian minister to bo ordained
before she allows him to officiate. To insist

that he is not ordained. Suppose & layman
and Roman priest seek office in the Church ot
England ; the former she insists upon ordain-
ing, the latter she takes as already ordaiued,
A Presbyterian minister also seeks office,
Does she class him with the presbyter or with
the layman? She trests him ss a layman,
plainly because she ocnsiders him a layman,

To this it may be said, * The Church of Eng-

upon his being ordained, is & distinot declaration.]

land prefers Episcopacy, and, therefore, she
requires this ceremony to be submitted to for
the sake of regularily, and order, It is s mat.
ter of proper torm, not of essential right.’ This
is 8 very serious charge to bring sgainst the
Church, She dees not re-ordain & Greek or g
Roman priest, kno ing that such an act would
be & grievous wrong, would she then do so
with a Presbyterian minister, if it were not
her deliberate judgment that he is a layman,
and unordained ? To suppose that for the sske
of regularity and crder, the Church of England
should commit schism by re-ordaining a man
already in Orders, and so break all the regula-
tions and canons of the Church universsal, is
prepoaterous.

Again, the words of ordination are them-
selves sufficient proof: ‘Receive the Holy
Ghost for the office and work of a Priest (or
Bishop) in the Chureh of God now committed
unto thee by the imposition of our hands.’ It
is not merely & commisgion to act within the
fold of the Church of England, but throughouat
God's universal Church; and the commission is
then and there given. Whatever mav be the
prejudices and private opinions of individuuls,
it is certain that the Church itself would not
use such awfnl langusge without meaning
exactly what she says,

Next, it is said, ¢ Presbyterian Orders are
valid, but defective.’ This is impossible, for
there oan be no degrees in validity, Ignorant
people sometimes ask to have a sick child ‘half
baptized,” But this is impossible, It caorot
be half baptized and half unbaptized; neither
can & minister be half orduined and half not,
Irregularity there might be, as when a man has
been ordained by a *titular’ Roman Bishop in
England; but the orders are valid, and the
irregularity is sonulled when the man is no
longer scbismatio, -

Again, it is argued, ‘ The Churol™® doubts,
but she l:kes to be on the safe side, ..If this

ere 80, she would with her usual caution have

rawn up a short rubrie to that effect, as she

has in the ocase of *hypothetioal baptism.’ In
the case of Presbyterian ministers the Bishop
would be required to say: *If thou art not
already ordained priest, I ordain thee,’ eto,

We can see nothing objectionable in such a
course in order to heal the divisions in the
Body of Christ, We mizht go even further
and say tha: if the {ime ever came when Con-
gregationalists and Wesleyans desired as bodies
to return to the fold, and to occupy therein the
positions oocupied of old by Augustinians and
Franciscans, keeping all their property, and
preserving the peculiarities of their discipline
#8 Christian communities, but holding the
Catholic faith, we shounld look upon such a con-
cession to their natursi soraples against con-
demning their own position in the past as
being generously offered by the Church, and
generously accepted by the sects of Calvin and
Luther,

Of course, no Catholic refuses to acknow-
ledge the Presbyterian ministers, and those of
the other b.dies of ¢ Orthodox Dissenters,’ who
derive their authority from a modern human
institation, as being ministers to their own
congregations, and, 8#s such, deserving of
woridiy honor and respect. Again, it is not
deniel that, as a matter of fact, they do act as
priests in offering up prayers, thanksgivings,
1. tercessions, alms, and bread and wina 1n Goa's
worship on behalf of others, and that they bless
aleo in Christ's name. Moreover, they repudi-
alo (83 we do in the 23rd Article) the fanatical

 dootrine that nothing is required but an inward

call 1o take upon themselves the ministerial
commission, What the Catholic Church does
deny is that any can act as Priest by Divine
right unless they have received “the Apostolic
commission, that gitt which the Scriptures and
the Church declare to have been made by Christ
to His Apostles, and which gift St. Puul says
must be handed on by ¢ Apostles’ ¢ till the per-

feoting of the ssints through the work of the



