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t'pgn ýFôeigfi Missiois and af Ascensiontid -

c'rclai-bearing upon;:1 omestic Missions, and- in
askngr ramannuàofering fróm each member of
-the:Chuirch 'fór eaéi ofthsmprntbjts
(4) The duty -of eyery .llergymanto rea the cir-
cular éttes -ta te times-appointed, and to suppor t
theji ;ly un ois, addresses or personalî,efforts,
andtojaff odthe congregations however feeble un
point of,nunibers ort wealth, the opportunity of
nakin^g. their offeiing and having it forwarded
,romptly throi]ghlthe diocesan treastirers thé
treasurer of the board of management; (5) The
importance of prompt acton on the part of the
clergy with reference iothe circulating the appeals,
both at the Epiphany and" s'censiontide, i oider
that they may not conflict with appeals foi diocesan
or piarochialg urposes, and.that the accounts of the
«treasurer, which are closed annually on June 3oth,
nay contam a ful return from al the dioceses and
every congregation for each year; (6) The respon-
sibihty assumed by any clergyman who undertakes
to exercise lis own discretion as. to the best time
for presenting these appeals, instead of acting. a
the seasons adopted, after a careful consideration
of al the circuistances, by thé board of manage-
ment, on which all the dioceses are represented;
(7) The advantage which will be found to. attend
the apprpriation and division of 'the offerings,
whether for Foreign or Domestic Missions, by the
board ofmanagement, wh have the whole field lu
each case, with ail the latest information,. distinctly
and fully before them, and who are accordingly in
a btter position o judge of the needs of ea han
[beý liid'vidual, who nia> appropriate bis offerings
simply from feeling or preference, and not from. a
careful comparison of all the various circunmstances,
which cannot be known to him; (8) The deter-
m-unation of the board -of management k every'
case ta apply the offerings of each congregation
and every individual as tbey may direct, althougli
they would urge on ail the advantage of intrusting
the division and appropriation of their offerings to
theboard, who are i a position to know thorougbly
and weigh accurately the comparative needs and
claims of ail the Domestic and Foreign Missions.
-- Carned.

It was .moved by Mr. Walkem, seconded by
Hon. J. B., Plumb, that a committee, consisting of
Rev. E. P. Crawford, Mr. Thos. White, M.P., and
Mr. E. B. Reed, be appointed to draw up a statis-
tical report of Work done by the Church of England
in Canada, and presented at the September meet-
ing..-Carried.

In the ebsence af the treasurer, the secretary
read his report, which, on motion duly carried, was
rec<ived.

Moved by Mr. Walhe.n, seconded by Rev. E. P.
Crawford, that the sum of $1,082.38, unappro-
priated balance fçr Foreign Missions, now in the
rreasùrer's hands, be divided equally between the
S. P. G. and C. M. S.-Carried.

Moved by Mr. Walkem, seconded by Archdeacon
Johes, tht of the sum of $661.79, unappropriated
balance for Domestic Missions, now in the hands
of the treasurer, two-thirds- be given to Algoma,
and $ro6o tb Moosonee, to be apphed to the erec-
tion of a church at Fort Chui-chill.-Carried.

It béing six o'clock, the meeting adjourned.

,The Historica I Evidence of the Resurrec-
tin of Jesus Christ. froni thé Dead.

(.seut Day Tracts, y R. Prbei iary

(Con ued-
8 In the fifteenth of the first Epistle to- the

Gointhians, St. inut makes a very definite statý-,
mj nt as to a number of.-persons who believed tha -

;eý y'had en Jësus Christ after Re had risen from

the dead. He, tells ui'thà onene occasior e H
was so seén by more thàra(•v huiled persons'at'
once, of -who re. han lifwer jtiuIalive, wânhe
he wroteèe-'epistle. Na o conider-howgmn
making this assertion,,he mùst -hïve put ,iiself
in the,hauds,of bisopporients,-if this'faciw nât
g'eneraly admitt [o be true. - They. miÈt hAàvé
put an end.tq bis. reaonings then and tiere by
siiniply expòslng.the fiéod of sdch a statement,
'The attemptof un~ieiiefscape thie force of
this fact by -the allegàtiod that the âpostie wascäre.
less of.iquiry into; tie tïuth of such storles is liere
qlite beyond.the,mark; for they forget that iti as
made in the presence oftliosewho would have been
only too eager toe.spose his mis-statements if they
had been able. But if thèee.five hundred -ersons
really believed that they hàd séen Jesus,Christ aftei
»is crucifixion, how is it possible to acco.unt.for so
singular a fact, otherwise than on the rassr'ption
of itsetuth? '
...9.. But further': there were members of the

Corinthian, Church, who affirmed that a resurrec-
[ion of the body was, if not impossible,, yet a most
undesirable event ; and that all that was intended
by - the promise of a Resurrection was a great
spiritual change. Yet, with singularly defective
logic, they. admitted that the Resurrection of Christ
had been a bodily one. . (r Cor. xv. i4-r7). The
apostle presses them with the following reasoning,
to which I invite the reader's attention : How can
you deny a bodily resurrection hereafter, when you
admit that Christ actually rose from the dead ?
If the :resurrection of Christ had not been thé
foundation of the faith df the Church, they might
have made short work of the apostle and his logic,
by simpliy cieb;ing the truth of-the bodily Resur-
rection of our Lord.

But further : this illusion proves that there were
persans in this church who were far from being
disposed to accept with eager credulity the story of
a resurrection fromn the dead. 1 a

I have therefore proved, on the most unimpeach-
able historical evidence; that there is at least one
miracle recorded in the Gospels,,which is neither a
myth, a legend, nor even a mentar hallucination
which slowly grew during the lattei- half of the first
century, but-that it was fully believed in as a fact
by those who gave the new impulse to the Chris-
tian Church ismediately after the crucifixion of its
Founder ; and that it formed the one sole ground
of rs renewed life. Let it be observed that I have
foreborne to quote the testimony of the Gospels, be-
cause unbelievers affirm that their date is con-
parativelg late. I have, therefore, simply made
use of historical do.cuments, the genuineness of
which they do not dispute. It remains, therefore,
to inquire whether it is possible that this belief
could have been the result of some species of
mental hallucination on the part of the primitive
followers of Jesus, for this.-is the only possible
alternative to its historical reality. - But before
doing so, let me briefly set before the reader the
points which have been proved on historical evi-
dence of the highest order.

i. That within less than twenty-eight years after
the crucifixion, the entire Christian Church, with-
out distinction of party, believed that the one sole
ground of its existence was the fact that Jesus
Christ ha, risen fron the dead.

i. That at that period there were more than two
hur.dred and fifty persons then living, who believed
that they had seen Hini.alive after His crucifixion.

3. That the belief in the Resurrection was held
in -common by St. Paul and his most violent
opponenits. -

4. That it is an unquestionable fact that the
entire Christian Church believed in Lhe Resurrec-
tion of.its Founder, as 1he sole ground of its
existence, within six or seven years after the date
öf His crucifixion.

5, That at least three' of the original aposties
asserted thatthey had see-Jesns Christ alive after
Ris death.

6. That witlin afew moiths after the crucifixion
the Church must have been re-constructed on the
foundation'6f the belief th t iti crucified Messiah-
had been raised agai tfroiithe dead. ,I say&fe-
month, because if the inlerval had beetlonger,
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iletbeefs g the Chiurcliimusave
,perišed ni i tsoudeý'>r sej SuWU.& b e-acts th istncal
evidence s for mn [o
eiamiewliethei theyÿare onsistentm 'hany other
aisuùmýËpt that the belie ! lisResiîection was
founded'ón a reàlity.

,Let ,the .reader therefore3 observe that thiere are
orly three possible alteåti $e'béfore us
,,j.,.Either Jesus Christ iîatlly rose from, the
dead.

. Or, the belief.iii s Resùrrection was the re-
sui.pof a eieaé ocaäïii

3. Or te origin ifolowers ofesuswerethe
-. ongiâ-".

victims of sane speciès <of mental halhicii ion.
Other alternative there is none.,

Itwill.be unnecessary to examiheî iéconh of
these altèrnatives, because it hase aba'doned
as untenable by ail éinent ioder ibelieyers

Two.theries have Deen pýpouhded a affdiding
a ra.ionàl àcounf of the ,oiigminOf the. ,eLef in the
Resurection of Jesus, onhe ssumption that it
*as due to the mental hallucinatio ó šofý disc"les.
Of thliese the first is-

That [they were so intensely, enthusiastic and
credulous, that spmeore ormore of them fancied
that they saw Jesus alive after His crucifixion, and
that they succeeded in.persuading the'- othérs, [hat
.it was a fact. _ This theory, istechnically called tle
theory of Visions. It -has been propounded in
imany forms, but that of Renan may be cited as a
fair illustration of it, that Mary- Magdalene, .in, the
midst of her grief and emotion, mistookl,,,the
gardener for Jesus, fancied-that He was risen from
the .dead, and communicated her; enthusiasm, to
the rest.

The second is, that Jesús did not really die of
the effects of crucifixion, but that He.was taken
down from the cross in. a swoon, fromn whichHe
awoke in the sepulchre ; that He succeede.d in
creeping out of it an exhausted. state, in getting to
a place of retirement, and died shortly agfterwar.ds ;
and that 'His credulous followers mistooke this
partial recovery for a resurrection-from the de d.

I must ask the reader to observe, that to impart
to either of these : theories -the appearance of
plausibility, it is necessary toa assume, ai boundless,
I may say an amoùnt of credulity thaàtsurpasses
belief, -on the part of the followers -of Jesus. But
when we ask that some proof should be adduced
of-the existence of this extreme credulity, the ônly
one which is forthcoming is, that the Jews of that
period .were habitual believers in supernatural
and demoniacal agency.

I will deal with the second of these theories
first :

I allow that it was possible for a man who 'had
been suspeneded for some time on the cross, if
taken down, and carefully treated, to recover.
This, we idformed by Josephus, häppened to one
of his friends, though it was the exception, for two
out. of three died under care. But in the case of
Jesus, unbelievers must meet the fact that He was
in the hands of His enemies, who, as a mattér of
course, would have seen to His burial'as a criminal
who had been publiély executed, and have thus
put the possibility of His recovery in hi.s Grave out
of the question. It is true that our Gospels.inform
us ihat Pilate surrendered His body to His friends ;
our sole knowledge of this fact is derived from
their testimony, but unbelievers affirm th'at they
ire unhistorical, and they cannot therefore in this
particular case claim the benefit ofit. If, however,
they accept the statements of the Gospels:on this
point they are bound' ahô td accept tneir further
assertion, that Pilate took care to ascertainWthat
Jesus had actually died before he"resigned pos.
session of the body-; and that it wis afterwards
consigned to -a sepulchre, the entrance of which
was closed with a large stoe. -B.utthose who pro-
pouÏùd the above , t!oary.,,cannot, help, aàdnitng
that a sepulchre h un a foclwas a mct un-
likely place for a' man who had been drucified to
recover from a swoon, iehen for
death; but even if this is cedêd, to ë pas
sibility, they-.ae metwith theiisuperable d.cifËrüy,
,of "aman this ed an.d xhaste'd codt sh
bei' 4>lç to ôdtofaplac oo of


