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Special Notice.
SUBSCRIBERS IN ARREARS are respectfuly

requested to remit at their earliest couve-
nience. The LABEL gives the date of ex-
piration.

CALENDAR FOR MAY

y lst--3rd Sunday after Easter.
St. Philip and St. James, A. & M.

" 8th-4th Sunday after Baster.
" 15th-5th Sunday after Easter.-(Notice of

Rogation Days and Ascension
Day).

16th
17th RoGATIoN DAY.

19th-AsoENsIoN.
22nd-Sunday after Ascension.

" 29th-Whitsun-Day.
30th-Monday in Whitsun-Week.
Slst--Tuesday in Whitsun-Week.

CHURCOff UNITY IN° RELATION TO
THE HISTORIC MINISTR Y.

Under this title, the Rev. Dr. Wilson
(author of the Church Identified), contributes
a valuable paper to the May number of The
2hurch Eclectic, from which we take the fol-
lowing extract dealing with one of the current
but thoughtless, objections of oppononts:-

Dr. Wilson says : The question of the origin
mnd authority of the Ministry, as well as that
)f its organization, ha9 been conducted chiefly
with roference te the Holy Scriptures, as if
,hey were given for our instruction and guide
,n this matter in utch a way, that cacb and
wery man, taking them for hie guide, might,
DY a study of them, form his opinions on all
mbjects of Church organization, as well as on
fhose of doctrine and duty, and join that
" Church," which, on the whole, he likes bast;
Dr in case ho finde no one that suit him nearly
Dnough for bis purposes, Le may form a new
ne. On this principle, as a starting point, we

2ave Lad many discussions of the constitution
)f the Church, its orders in its Ministry, and
tbe nature and zecessity of communion and
ellowsbip within its visible unity.

But we muat remember that the Gospel was
,reaohed many 'years, net less than fifteen or
.wenty, before a w mo'rd of the New Testament
Scriptures was w' itten. And Churches were
bunded in countries and cities, far and wide,
probably net less far West ihan Rome and
ipain, or in the East as far as Edessa and Baby-
[on, in Egypt. and Africa, in Gracce and Illy-
'icum, as Well as in Palestine and Asia Minor,
iefore auny considerable portion of' the books
whici now make up its canon were written,
md long before any complote collection of
hem Lad been made anywhere. These
hurches, as those ut Jerlusalem at Alexan-
l ia, ut Ephesus and Corinth, as well as those
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of Antioch and Galatia, and the Island of
Cretè, were totally indtpendont o? tachi other.
They were in a most important sense national
Churches; because in all cases the limita and
erteuit o? their jttrisdictien wus bounded sud de-
termined by geographical limite and the
political subdivisions of the people of the world.
The Church of ,erusalem may have.been.re.
garded, as in a sense it was regarded, as the
Mother Church of them all- Antiochr may
Lave beau the place where Christians first took
their appropriate name. Rome may have beau
the metopolis and mother city.of the orld.
But while we do find the authority and control
of the Apostie over all these Churchesn, sud
aven as at Ephesus and in Crete, we find mon
who were net originally apostles, as Timothy
and Titus exereicing oversight and jurisdiction
like that of a modern bishop, we find no hint
of any one Church or its bisbhop having au-
thority over another Church or bishop, simply
as a bishop, or in consequence of the authority
which belongedto him as the occupant of that
set, or as in any way attached to the -set.

Se much ut leat will be conceded by all Pro-
testants. But ir is claimed that we find no
clear statement of theform.of the organization
of those Churches, nor of the constitution of
the Miniatry. And aveu Episcopalians are
found who make a concession of this point
and admit, that if we look te the Bible alone'
the most that we can claim is a fair probability'
or presumption at least, in favor of a ministry'
in the three orders-Bishops, Priests, and
Descons.

Now, suppose we concede this point, we
have still the important facts:-

1. That the Chureh in its distributive form,
and so4 i of the national Churches, had been or-
ganized before the New Testament fcriptures
were written, and the form of its organization
was therefore wall known te those te whomn
and for whom the Scriptureswere written.
Hence, for this reason, -there -was no need of
description or of instruction on tbis point.

. 2. In the second place, there was no need of
instruction on this 'point, since th' members of
the Church, fer whom th Soeriptures wre
Writte'n, aie 'net regarded or treated as having
anything to do with the organizing of Churches.
The Church itself-the Apostles and Qhe
Ministry appointed by them-were charged
with tis yenk. Tht Bible-tht New Testa.
ment-was written te give us information lu
regard te our Lord Jeius Christ, Hie words and
acts, what as Christiars wa ought to believe
fer our soul's health, .wbat we ought to do as
duty in regard te our fellow-men, and what,
as Christians, we ougbt to do in relation to the
Church and its mnisters.'

But Christ Himself is represented as institu-
ting and rending the Ministry. St. Paul says,
that " He gave some apostles, some prophets,
some evangelists, and soma pastors and each-
ere." (Eph. iv. 11.) And we find St. Paul
sending others, as Timothy te Ephesus, and
Taus te Crete, to t" set in order the things
that were wanting," and to " ordain" for the
people their "elders in every churoh," and
deacons as lhey might be wanted. In Acts vi.
1-7, we find that aithough the Apostles-the
whole Twelve were present-asked the multi-
tude te look out and select sevan men for the
diaconate : yet they themselves appointed and
ordained them te this office.

The people thne, it would appear, had some-
thing te do with slecting the mon and bearing
testimony to their fitness 1or the office; but the
appointing powoer came from Christ Himself the
Head of the Church, and, through those to whom
Et bath said « Le, I am with you alway, aven
unto the end of the world" (Matt. xxviii. 20).

It cannot therefore, h regarded as at ail
surprising If the New Testament does not
contain any full aiid systematie account and
directions as to the organization of the Church
and the orders and ordination of its ministry.

But there is another view of the matter;
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and it' is chiefly for the presentatiqu of this
view that I Lave fndertaken to write this
article.

Tht bChurch le declared -to be ."tbo Pillar
sud Ground of the Trath" (I Tim. iii. 15).
And our Lord Himself las indicated its power
and authority in Matt xviii. 15 and fôllowing,
'when Me directs ns te regard one who will not
"lhear the Church" and submit to her decisions
and authority Ias a heathen man and a publi-
eau," that is, as one who is uo longer to Le re.
garded aM a Christian,

Now sup'pose there is no clear, full, and pre-
cise account of the organization of the Church
and its ministry in the New Testament, se that
we cannot provo either the fact or the necessity
for the order of bishops from the New Testa-
ment; we have, beyond all question, the fact
that we cannot prove any other form or consti-
tution of the C hurch and its ministry, or of
any one of the 'particular bodies or groups of
Christians that are called churches at al.
Doubtless there are many such instances in
which there is no account of the organization
at all, many in which something is said of it,
which is but an incomplete account, and some
cases where there were believers with no or-
ganization and no mnistry resident among
them.

But if we paos down the current of time and
of Church. history, only a, few decades from the
time of the Apostles, we find the Episcopal
organization in universal existence and recog-
nition.

It has been argued from this fact, and, as I
think, conclusively and beyond the possibility
of refutation, that that form of organization,
both of the Church and of the ministry muet have
riginated with the Apostles.

PROVINCIAL SYNOD ATD D1VINITY
DEGREES.

The,Dean of Montreal Las addressed a letter
to our contemporaTy the .Dominion Churchmen
on' this subject which calls for notice, simply
lest any misapprehension should arise as te the
position and action of the Proyincial Synod in
reference te Divinity Degrees. We agree with
the Dean that the question of the jurisdiction
of the Provincial Synod and of its powers in.
reference to Divinity Degrees ,and Diocesan
or other Theological Colleges, are juast where
they were before the appointment of. the con-
inittea to report te the next Provincial Synod.

Neither the Bishop of Montreal, nor the
Dean, nor the Montreal Diocesan Thealogical
College are in the slightest degree pledged te
any particular view in reference to these ques-
tions. The simple fact is that the immense
majority of theProvincial Synod had full confi-
dence in its jurisdiction and compatency to
decide this matter on behalf of the Church of
Enlgand, whilst a minority demurred to this
view. Had no understaunding been arrived at,
this question of the jurisdiction. of the Prov-
incialSynod would ere this have been prac-
tically tested by the assettion ôf the right on
the part of the Provincial Synod though the
enactmmxt of the Canon proposed by the Bishop
of Quebea.

It is aise certain that the resolutions of both
Houses postponing the matter through the
appointment of a committee followed 'upon the
p!edge given by the Bishop of Montreal; which
pledge alone led te the deferi-ing of immediate
action by the Provincial Synod, and in reliance
upon wh ich the matter was lofs over in the
hope of an amicable settlement till the nert
Provincial Synod. Until this the Bishop of
Montreal bas bound himnelf in express tirms
net to consent te the taking of any steps te-
wards obtaining for the Montreal Diocesan
College, the power to confer sach Degrees, and
this ,certainly ~binds the Bishop's action as
President of the Montreal Diocesan Synod A$'


