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Gentiles, the sae prophet writes: ' And I wil
alo take of them for priets and for Levites
saith the Lord," to be invested with an un
ebangeable priesthood. 'For [vv, 22, 23] as
the new heavena and the new earth, which I
will make, shall remain before me, saith the
Lord, so shall your seedand your name romain.
'.aid It shall come to pas, that from one new
moon to another, and from one sabbath te
another, shall ail flash coma te worship before
ine, saith the Lord, [of aise Zechariah xiv, 16
-21 and Malachi i, il, iii, 4]

Now if these passages mean anything at ail,
they undoubtedly moan a priesthood not only
of those ordained to the priestly ficee, but also
of those who, though not set apart te Offer the
sacrifice as the priests offer it, have neverthelesas
been made 'priests of the Lord,' • ministers of
our God,' 'prieste sand Levites,' not of the line
of Aaron, as Christ was not of the Aaronitish
family, but of thut of the strange and mysteri-
ous Molohisedec, the ' Ring of Salem, priest, of
the mest high God,' as was Christ Himself;
Who, God as He was nevertheless, being in the
loins of Abraham Hie father, paid a tithe te the
Priest-King, in acknowledgment of hie royal
priesthood. Christ, as the Son of David, was a
liyman in the eyes Of the Jewish priests, and
yet ha was allowed, as were ail the Jewish
males of a certain aga, te take his part in-to
assist at the worship of the Temple, which was
essentially sacrificial. The Jews, as are Church-
men owadays, were taught that noue but a
true priest could offer Sacrifice. Yet we find
them perpetually spoken of in the Old Testa-
ment as offering sacrifice se a people, them.
selves procuring the victim for the sin offering,
aud bringing it to the priest, who alone was
authorised to lay the Animal and offer it on
the altar, while the layman assisted with hie
prayer, and joined in the priestly at in inten-
tion.

Bot the Jewish Law typified the Christian
dispensation. the new covenant. In the saine
maner, thorefore, the laymau under the New
Covenant provides the material for the Holy
Eucharibt , choya the priest's invitation, 'Lot us
pray'; with him prays, with him lifte up hie
heart; with him gives thanks te our Lord God;
with him joins in the angelie chorus of 'Holy,
Holy, Holy, Lord God of Resta ; and with
him the congregation unites in intention as,
trustirg not to their own merits, but to God's

,manifold and great morcies, they draw near
together to His Holy Table, and with the priest,
while ho alone breaks the Bread and blesses the
Cap of Blessing, perform each act,-offer each
for a memoriai of the ' Lamb slain from the
foundat on of the world.' Tius do they all
unite in the one great action ; and thus are
they a 'royal priesthood. And for this very
reason it is that no priest can calebrate the
loly E acharist, unless the laity, or some one
te represent them, be present. If the law of
prayîng is the norm of the Faith, thon the
very words of the Liturgy forbid solitary cela-
brations, where thara can be no communion in
uny sense of the word. The angels may bea
present indeed, but the Holy Communion was
not intended for them, zor could they partake
thercof if they would, being now, as they always
were. pure spirits. The souls of the faithful
departed may likowise lie under the altar, as
we believe they do, but as their bodies are ne-
cessarily absent, it is impossible that they eau
draw near with faith and take this Roly Sacra-
ment to thoir comfort; and this ail the more
that they have ne longer any sine te repent
them of; that they cannot but b. in- love and
charity with ail; and that for them thora is no
poEssibility, as there la no need cf their leading
or intendi ug to lead a new life, inaamuch as they
Wili never again be placed in a position te b
tempted to do anything else than walk from
henceforth in the commandments of God se that
it will be impossible for theni ever te offend
against His holy will which it is now their de-
light te follow. Wherefore, the preasence of the
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laity is imperatively demanded at every cele, aide of religion, whom now wo should terin the
bration of the Holy Encharist. Whether they High Church school. Al these schools of

- abol b present as communicants or not, or of thought have their due place in the CatholieNq bt sort is the Sacrifice offered by the priest .
t nd hymen tgether, are questions totally for- Church, lu loyalty toe it Fonder the King,
Oign to this p aper, whose objeot je solely to sud l obedience te th outward organisation
insist on tme ' priesthood of the laity.' of te Church of Pentecost, as the visible King.

* * . * * * dom of Christ on earth. But what the Apostie
The laity, forming a lowest order, ean join does blame is the partisan spirit, which mado

themselves te. and by their prayers assist, the mon, holding the Truth, from those varying
higher orders in al they do, but camnet offioiate, points f view, disturb the p tce of the Church
save as licensed readers, for laok of the power by biting ad devuring oe another ln flore
whicb comes solely by the laying on of the party privaries. The muon clament of
Bishop's hande. Yet they are not more ide party pirit, a d ite onhly rejoicing over
spectators during the services cf the Ohurcli uarrow-mînded party victorias, oach wcrso
They are the es erciates of the Criest in what- than a defeat to the victor and vanquished
eheyre he. Andociats ofthe sudest . yhatalike, bas from time te time defaced theever he does. And just as Aaron and Hr, by history - of the Church, and reminded usetaying up the bande of Moses, caused hie that the tares are growing up togother withprayers te prevail te the discomfiture of the wheat. The comprehensivaness of theAmalok, se the faithful laity, by vrayerfully Anglican Communion ha been seriouslysustaining the hande of the priest, as ha stands endangered by the evils of Party spirit in Eng-before the altar and offers to God what they land. If the Church of England were too nar-have provided for the sacrifice, themselves join row to hold Churci c hBmen like Bishopin that sacrifice and help in the victory over King and Canon Liddon, Bread Churchmienthe enemies of the lrael of God, Christ's like Fredrio Denion Maurice and CharlesChurch. And the more they realise their ps. Kingsley, Lo Churchmen lika Bihop Bicker-sibilities in this way, the clearer shall be their steth in the present day, Simeon Venni andperception that their being present at, and par- Henry Martyn in a past generation, she wouldticipatiug in the dvine Liturgy i their privi- indeed lose tht breadth and compreohensivenesslege as members of the royal priethood,-is in which is a note of ber Catholicity. Buts ,e nitseolf a priestly act, the deeper will be their withstanding the dliber athattempt now bain-devotion te these holy mysteries, and the made by a small and narrow.minded lique ofgreater their unwillingness te deprive them. Puritan partisans to drive r igh Chrchmouselves of their lawful share in the gracea which out of the Church of England we bliv thatflow from their assisting at the celebration of the Providence of God will render ail assautsthe Holy Communion and th air worthy recep upon, the broad tolerance of Our Church ation of tho Body and Blood of Chrit,-the last
being the highest act of worship of ail, and misaerablo failur. The Prayor Bok is brad
oxpeotad cf aery Ohurchuxan over>' Sunday ut aud tolerant euough. The roua. danger fa lu
laset. the attempt of Secular Courts te interpret our

least• _standards and formularies of roigion, and thus
TEE COMPRBE BNBIyENBSB OF THE narrow the Catholicity of our Church by giv-

CEURCH. ing partisan decisions in matters upon which
they are inherently. incompetent te decido

The Bout ern Cross, the organ cf the Church Bishop Jeremy Taylor welI says, 'thut the in-
. trusion of Lay Judges into spiritual arbitrationin South Africa, bas the following leader m its is an old heretical trick.' The Arions of theMarch number, under the above title : 4th century made good use of it, We have

The Anglican Communion is Catholie in its actually known of persons se warped by ignor.
breadth and comprehensiveness, as well as snce and party spirit that they have expressed a
Apostolic in its Ord ers, discipline, and doctrine. deliberate desire that mattors Of Churo doctrine
If cur Churcl becae usrrow ad exclusie lu and discipline should be dealt with by the

ve i Courts of the State rather than the Courts of
any sense which the Church of the Apostleas the Charch.
would deem narrow and exolusive, it would But we may look for a hopofal change aven
lose ils Catholic character, and bacome a sect. in the minde of the narrowestpartizans. Their
Par irit is fatal to the true ideal of Catholie- latest move in England has been te invoko the

art>' epit .ost august and vOunrable Spiritual Courtity. And yet how aoon it endangered the peace of known to the Church-namely, the Court of
the Church at Corinth. The human element of the Archbiahop of Canterbury- -for the trial of
partizanship at Corinth grew out of tbe readi- the Bishop of Lincoln. If Churchmenin South
ness of the Greek mind to follow definite leader. Africa desire te preserve the comprehoiensive.
ship. It was natural for Greeks to split up nes and breadth of the Mother Church in this
into groupe each callei after some great name Province, lot thom hold fast by the Constitution
of power and athority. There was the party of our Church, as it is. It freos us from the
of St. Paul, representing Christian freedom and danger of that narrowness which tho ccclesias.
the subjective view of religion; the party of tical decisions of the Privy Council may thrust
Apollos, representing Christian philosophy; upon the Church in England. Our Constitu.
the party of St. Peter, representing Church tien givea broad tolerance and Catholie liberty
authority ; and a party which dared to use the te all echools of thought. High, Low, and
Naine of Christ, who probabiy considered them. Broad Churchmen alike cen loyally accapt 'the
selves superior persons lu possession of a Doctrine, Sacraments and Discipline of Christ
monopolylof Christian truth. But St. Paul's according as the Church of England hath
pertinent question, 'le Christ divided' ? ehowed received the came in its Standards of aith and
at once the essentiel weakness of this miser- Doctrine.' And further (to quote our Consti-
able party spirit. Religion cannot be viewed tution once more) the Church of this Province
from the same standpoint by all minde. St. disclaima 'the right of altering any of the
Paul did not blame the Corinthians for viewing Standards of Faith and Doctrine now in use in
truth from difforent ides. He knew that thora the Church of England.' The decisione of the
must be different schools of thought in the Privy Connoil may really and practically alter
Church. He did not blame those who partialy the venerable Standards of Faith in the Church
grasped hie own teaching and realised the sub- cf England by professing te interpret them,
jective aide of religion. These persons, (if we and thus fatally narrow the Catholi compre.
must use our hateful modern party nicknamos) hensiveness of the Church, The decisions of
, are what we should call the Low Church car Ecolesiastioai Courts se, by the Constita-
achool. Neither does ha blame men like Apollos, tion, effectually debarred from doing anything
whom we now should term the Bread Church of the kind. Quito apart from their careful
achool. Neither does ho blame the men who system of eheoks and safeguards against the
laid stress on Church authority and the objective possibility of partizan decisions, the Courts of


