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snd presbyters were equals in New Testament
times, when the fact remains that Apostles and
Apostolic Legates were set over them ; and the
real question is whether any traces of their
like subordination to superior officers appears
just after New Testamenftimes. The second
passage ciled proves no more than that the
Chapter, 8o to speak, of Alexandria elected the
Patriarch, which is true in theory of every old
cathedral chapter in the English Church at the
election of a Bishop, though it was and is not
the usual praetice in the East. It does prove
that there was no parity of rank at Alexandria
from very abcient times, but that a Patriarch
was set over the other clergy. Ard as to-the
question of ordination, the very next sentence
in St. Jerome’s letter is, “For what doesa
Bishop do, which a presbyter cannot do, ezcept
ordination ?” setiling that point also; apart
from the fact thatin many other parts of St.
Jerome’s own writings he flatly contradicts
this maxim of his as to the equality of Bishops
and Presbyters. For instance, he says, like St.
Clement, that the bishop, presbyters, and dea-
cons, correspond to the Jewish High-priest,
priests, and Levites (To Nepotianus); that
neither presbyter, nor deacon, may baptize with-
out the bishep’s leave (Against Lucifer of Cag-
liari) ; and he tells John, Bishop of Jernsalem,
that he had made a grave mistake in saying,
out of misjudging ecivility, that there is little or
no difference between a bishop and a presbyter
(Against John of Jerusalem). As to the testi-
mony of Kutychius, it is much too late to be of
any value, and we have direct disproof of it.
The Patriarch Alexander, whom he asserts to
have caused the alteration in the mode of con-
gecrating to his own office, died in 325, a few
months after the Council of Nice, at which he
was present. But in 324, the year before,
there had been held a Synod at Alexandria it-
self, to try the case of one Ischyras, who
claimed to be & presbyter, oo the ground of or-
dination by Colluthus, who had set up asa
bishop, being in fact only a presbyter. The
Council decided that Colluthus was no bishop,
but merely a presbyter, and therefore that
Ischyras and others ordained by him were not
presbyters at all, but mere laymen. Now, if
the very Patriarch of Alexandria at that actual
time had no other consecration than presby-
teral, the Synod held in that place could not
possibly huve come to any such conclusion,
whatever might bave been done in other parts
of Christendom, where the peculiar usage just
mentioned had never pievniled. There are
other flaws in the story of Eutychius, but this
single one is fatal, and we may omit them.

As to Bede, he docs not say that the monks
consecrated Aidan, only that it was from their
meonastery that he started on his mission. In-
deed, we find something which looks more like
the Presbyterian rule than this amomngst the
Irish monks, for Bishops in some of their mon-
asteries were subject to the Abbots, owing to
the enormous influence of monasticism in Celtic
Christianity. But even this tells against the
Presbyterians, for these subordinated Bishops
were kept for the express purpose of ordaining,
which the Abbots, though superior as local
rulers, were unable to do. And even the
anomaly just mentioned has & parallel amongst
ourselves at the present day. At Canterbury,
tae Bishop of Dover is a Canon of the Cathed-
ral chapter; at Chichester, Bishop Tufnell is a
Canon; at Lichfield, Bishop Abraham is Canon
and Precentor, and in all these cases these
Bishops are in their capitular eharacter canoni-
cally subject to the Dean, though they belong
to a higher grade in the Church ; so that our
own experience disproves the supposed objec-
tion.— Church Times.

To any one sending us $1.50, with the name
and address of a NE W subscriber, we will gend a
copy of Little's “ Reason’s for being a Church-

man,” the price of which alone is $1,10. (Cus-
tom charges not included)., -

HOME REUNION NOTES.—No. XXXVI.
Tax “CHRISTIAN WORLD'’ NEWSPAPER AND THE
ATHANASIAN CRED.

—

Sir,—The Christian World—sa paper with a
large circulation among members of the differ-
ent Christian bodies, and one which thereby
might do great things for the causo of Chris-
tian wnity—gave out in a leader on ‘Reverence
in Theology ' an utterly mistaken view of the
purport and origin of this Creed.

It is with great pain aud no little reluctance
that I give the following extracts, but it is ne-

cessary in the cause of Christian unity that
such statements should be answered.

The words I refer to are these:—‘The
Athanasian Creed at the end of a revolting at-
tempt to discnss the mystery of tho Trinity,
as though it were a subtle point of law, con-
cludes by declaring that everybody who fails
to take precisely this viow of that mystery,
shall withoat doubt perish everlastingly.

‘The irreverence of such a creed appears to
us to be even a more formidable objection to it
than its self-contradicting absurdities; by vain
metaphysics it first belittles the Infinite and
then snatches at the divine thunder to blast
every one who will not construet a deity after
the same fashion.’

The Creed is a collection of the decisions of
(Ecumenical Councils of the undivided Church,
against various heretical attempts to define and
explain the great mysterigs of tho faith. And
if the writer of these sad words will carefuliy
consult the history of the early Church and of
these (Beumenical Councils he will find that by
these rulings the Church attempted to define
nothing. Hoer great duty was, and ever will be,
to band down undefiled the two great truths
entrusted to her teaching:— (1), Tho mystery
of the doctrine of the Trinity in Unity ; and,
(2), the mystery of the doctrine of the Incar-
nation of the Son of God.

Agr in the present day, so of old time, from
the first ages of the Christian Church, it was
those who separated from the Church who added
to her credenda; seeking to define things inde-
finable, and exalting their metaphysical at-
tempts t0 explain what had been revealed into
esseatial verities. In the same way now each
fresh schism adds to the credenda, and would
make the latest addition of its own particular
Shibboleth of greater importance than the eter-
nal verities themselves,

So far from irreverently attempting to define
the mysteries confided to her keeping, the
Church has ever sought to guard the eacred de-
posit against the false deflnitions which the
arch-heretics put forth from time to time to
destroy the unity of the Church.

These false definitions have been one and all
considered and exposed usthey arose, and thesoe
denials of what is false have cleared the way
to what is true, 50 that the work of the heretics
hes been overruled to build up and makestrong-
er the defences of the faith,

When these different forms of heresy first
nroge they did net appear to be of sach great
importance, but as the new views were more
fully expanded it was shown that the logical
deductions from them led to a distinct denial
of some essential verity, and those who first
followed the new definition as aspeculative
idea ended in an open denial of the faith,
Then tke Church in her Councils, which we
belisve were overruled by the Holy Ghosi, gave
her decisions against the corrupt views; and
these decisions were accepted finally by all the
members of the Church. Thus the Creed
which records these various decisions in nearly
every verse condemns some distinct heresy;
and containg not a new definition but the denial
of some false definition ; and thus becomes &
sign-post to warn unstable souls against the
false definition which would lead them unwar-
ily, a8 in former times it had led others, to the

denial of universally accepted (or Catholic)
truth.

A great deal of nonsense is talked about the
damnatory olanses of this Creed. They point
out that these various heresies denounced one
by one will lead men, who have once acecpted
the faith, away from the essontial dootrines of
the Christian revelation, and therefore place
them ontside the covenanted blessings. Those
who have broken away from Christian unity,
either by making essential an erroneous defini-
tion of the faith, or by giving undue promin-
erce to one side of an eternal truth, have al-
ways made their particular view a nocessity of
salvation, and, though not in the same words,
have practically added an anathema against
those who reject their special view, believing
that none but themselves, and thoss who think
with them, can be saved.

The Church does no such thing. She gives no
new dofinition, but assures us that theonly
covenanted way of salvation lics in & belief in
the one God in Trinity, as revesled to us in
the Baptismsa! formula, and is the great doc-
trine of the Incarnation of the Son of God.
For in these Christianity and all the blessings
of the Christian Covenant do most assuredly
rest,

The Bible and the Chureh have equally
nothing to fear from epen discussion and his-
torical research ; and this remarl is pavticalar-
ly true as to the Athanasian Creed, which some
years back was vigorously attacked both in
Convocation and by outsiders. At that time I
had the honour of presiding at o great gnthoer-
ing in St. James’s Hall in defonce of the Croed,
and the attnck was rolled buck and silenced for
a time muainly by two great facts which wore
brought to the front daring those discussions.

First, there was the testimony of active
missionaries, fresh from the conflict with
heathendom iu India and the East, that they
had found this Creed most useful in dealing with
the metaphysical objections of those Kastern
people ; showing thom thut those very speca-
iations which they were inclined to indulge in
had all been advanced by greut men in the
early ages of the Church, and had boen carve-
fully worked out and answered by the Church
long ago.

And the second great fact was an historical
one—that the more frequent ropotition of this
Creed, which had been looked upon s 2 dovice
of the Puseyites, bad been spocially ordered by
Archbishop Cranmer, for the purpose of coun-
teracting the revival of old heresies which at
that time were threatening, under new names,
to overwhelm oar national Christianity,

It is much to be hoped that all those who
really care for Christian unity (among whom I
would willingly accept the writer of this article
in the Christian World) will be more careful to
master the true facts of history before they
bring scousations against the undivided Church,
or indeed against any of those bodies who,
though divided, claim to be essential parts of
the Body of Christ. Such accusations cannot
tend to peace. Many heartbarnings and much
unintentional irreverence would be surely saved
by a more careful and considerate handling of
such subjects.—B.r! Nelson in Church Bells,

DEACONS AND MARRIAGE.

To the Editor of the CHUROH GuUAKDIAN :

Sir,—You deserve the thanks of truoe church-
men for your letters on the above subject, a copy
of which I trust will be sent marked to all
Church Universities and Divinity Schools.
Suvely it is time the various Synods spoke de-
cisively on the subject and an end put to this
irregularity. Itis with great regret that one
notices violations of this order so constantly in
Nova Scotia from deacons who have been
brougbt up under church influencos, which cer-
tainly ought to bring forth better results and

marked teaching and practice,
: A,



