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Our English  translation. of the Aramaio
phrase conveys but little of the depth of ten-
dernese of the original, If it were rendered
“ My little pet lamb, awaké,” it would come
much nearer the meaning of the criginsl.

And‘its beanty is greatly enhanced when we
know that it was the common term of endear—
ment with which loving Syrian mothers awoke
their children from an unusually prolonged
sleep. It was therefore & household word—a
term belonging to the nursery—to the inner-
most circle of home. By this endearirg ap-
pellation the Good Shepherd aroused the sleep-
g sonl

Nineteon centaries have passed since the Sa-
viour spoke these words, but they are as full of
meaning now as they were then, to every girl
who has ears to hear. < Talitha Comi”"—My
child, arise, get up from any slothful habit,
from any frivolous, idle, selfich habit you have
formed, My little lamb, mount mp, be betier
this year than you were last year. Let His
voice reach-your innermost heart and awalke
you from the sleep of indiffersnce.

People are often pnzzled sbout religion, and
mystily themselves with problems which they
fancy must be sulved beforé they can become
religious. There can, however, be little dif-
ficulty in understanding the ounly religion that &
girl necd much care to have. That is & very
simple thing, for it begins and ends with a
serious attempl to obey the Good Shepberd's
- words, “My little lamb, I say unto thes,
arise,” Ifa girl loves and tries to foilow the
Loxd Jesus Christ, let her do 8o in a girl's way,
and in a girl's place, and her face, instead of
becoming long and sad, will rcfleot the bright
happiness of her heart, Girls will be, and
ought to be, girls; and a girl need not cease to
be & girl because she is a Christian. She ought
to play games, and amuse herself like & real

i=l, But in all, ghe ought tv show the spirit
of Christ, She onght to be cheerful, good
tempered, and irdustrious. She ought to he
free from frivolity and selfishness. She ovught
to have a horror of everything spoken or writ-
ten that is in the smallest degree impure. She
onght to be gentle, kind and gemerous. She
odght not to be ashamed to say thatshe refuses
to do something, beoauss it is wicked and she
fears God, She ought to take no part in the
ridicule of sacred things, but meet the ridicule
of others with a hold statement that for the
things of God she feels the deepest reverence,—
St, Stephen's Chronicle.

CONTEMPORARY OHURCH OPINION.

. The Irish Ecclesiastical says i—

We venture to ask our fellow ehurchmen
whether it pe wise, dignified, and charitable,
to be always shrieking on the subject of ap-
_proximating to Rome. It does not argue any
great confidence in us to allow ourselves to be
put in & panic by a stray perversion. Thero
will slways be exchanges. Chillingworth 'vert-
ed. ‘'Why should we get into &n ecstacy of de-
light over Father Connellan, or into despon-
denoy over one departed ? 'We ought to have
more quietness and confidence. Are we not
aware that, while it may not be in our minds
to do so, we are really paying a compliment to
Rome by these constant expressions of fear and
aversion towarde her, They really bave a very
bad effect: they make us more or less ridieu-
lous ; they are a confession of weakness; we
ought to have more manliness and charity than
to make them, Rome is not always shrieking
against us on religions grounds, We are toller-
ably familiar with her principles and prastice.
Whon Father Connellan went over, she wisely
made no row or uproar, passed no synodical
resolution, made no reference to the matter in
any Episcopal utterance, - Some of us can
never rest, a Bishop must be drawn, a synod
convalsed, the seoular press appealed to, and all
this, perhaps, about something that would die
a natural death if only wisely left alone,
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CORRESPONDENGE.

[The name of Correspondent mustin all cases be enclosed
with letter, but will not be published nnless desired. The
Editor will not hold himself responsible, however,for any
opintona expressed by Correspondental.

To the Editor of the Church Guardian :

S1e,—The article upon “The Making of the
Now Testament ” in your issue of the 30th of
Qctober, extracted from an Amerioan Sunday
School Magasine, contains so much that is in-
juriously overstuted, so much that is at vari-
anoe with facts, and so much that is nosound in
prinociple, that I must ask your permission to
eay & few words upon it,

The object of the article is stated to be, *‘ to
romove the Bible from the place popularly as-
signed it in Protestant Christendom without its
taking hurt (in the process) or superstructure,
})uilt ;lpon it trembling ” (Query ? * Tumb-
icg " ?) :

The writer dees not explain what the false
position is in whioch the Bible is placed, and
what the true position to which it ought to be
removed. He professes, however, to state cer-
tain faota about the Bible which will prove that
its present position is false, Let us examine
these alleged faots.

1. The Church was established, its organiza-
tion complete and the best part of its mission
ary work done “ before it kad any Bible at all”
(The italics in quotations are those of the ar-
ticle.)

These vague atatements convey no definite
idea of time, though the impression thoy give
is of a long period. To say that* the best part
of the Church’s Missionary work wsas done
before she had any Bible at all  betrays a very
strange conception of the Church’s Missionary
work. A little lower down the writer sdds,
“The whole of the New Testament came into
existence after the Church had been planted.”
Let us follow this clue, * The first of the New
Testament Books written (he says) was St.
Mark,” ¢ihen St. Matthew, then Sf, Luie."
% Next in order of time,” he proceeds, “ came
the fourteen letters of St. Paul,” the onme first
written being First Thessalonians, So, St. Mark,
he tells us, was written * after St. Peter's
death.” " Now what follows from this? 8t
Peter and St, Paul were put to death on the
same day ; 80 all St. Paul's lettcrs were written
after his own death” ] What can you make of
suoh slipshod work as this? And yet it is only
8 fuir specimen, as we shall ses, of the entire
article.

However, as ‘* the whole of the N.T. came
Into existence after the Church had been planted,”
it ig clear that the planting of the Church was
complete before First Thessalonians saw the
light. Now all agree that this was in the year
A.D, 62, twenty-two years after the Lord’s
Ascension. This vast period, then, dwindles
down to something less than 22 years. By the
planting of the Church this writer understands
22 years’ work in Jerusalem, and one ehort
missionary tour of St, Paul, that, is, the work
smong the Gontiles barely begun, or not begun
at all, if St. Mark was written two years earlier.

Bat long or short, all this tiree ' the Church
bad no Bible at all.” What then, kad become
of the Old Testament? Did the Church cast it
aside? The writer tell us that *‘ the Church is
builded, not upon a book! but upon & person,”
ag if the two were inconsistent. And yet that
Divine Person does not hesitate to baild His
own claims npon a book. *The Seriptures
testify of Me,” *Had ye believed Moses ye
would have belisved Me, for he wrote of Me;
but if yebelieve not his writings how shall ye
believe My words ? ¢ All things must be ac-
complished which are written in the law of
Moses, and in the Prophets, and in the Psalms
concerning Me.,” When, then, the writer says,
 the Church was established, ila organization
complete, and the best part of ifs wmissionary
work done before it had any Bible at ail,” does

he not strangely forget that it had & Bible, the

Bible to which our Saviour appealed, the Bible
of whioch St. Paul says, that it is *“able to make
men wise unto salvation through faith in Christ
Jegus,"” and that by it * the man of God may be
perf;ot. thofoughly furnished unto all good
works,”

In his second paragraph, the writersays that
“ the modern notion of & missionary, as & man
who goes to the heathen with a Bible in hia
hand from which to enlighten the Pagans, was
inoonosivable to the early Christians,” Oathe
contrary, this was exaoctly what every early
missionary did,—he went with the Bible, the
Old Testament, in his hand as the instrument
of their instruotion. Is it possible that this fae
can eoape any thoughtful readers of the New
Testament,—that the Aposties olaimed, in all
their preaching, the obedionge of their hearers
to their Lord not only on the ground of the
facts of His life to which they bore personal
witness, but also on the ground that “to Him
gave all the Prophets witness” ? To forget
the part which the Old Testament played in
the planting of Christisnity is in evory way
hurtful. Itis not too much o say, that the
appeal of the Apostles in addressing non-believ-
ers was quite a8 muoh'to the Soriptures as to
their own personal witness. Let any thought-
ful person reed throngh the specimens given ns
of the first sermons of the Apostles ir Acts ii,
iii, iv, x, xiii, and judge whether it =as not so,
These sermons were addressed indeed in the
first instance to Jews, but those addressed to
Gontiles were not very different, lIndeed it
may ‘be donbted whether, so far as the New
Testaront records oxtend, thore was prastically
apy pure preaching to Gontles, to Gentilea T
mesn gnmized with Jews. The sermon on
Mars Hill was evidently quite uniqde, * Moses
in every city had them that preached him te
the Synagogue evory Sabbath day "; and ia the'
Synsgogoe Christian missionary work began,
The preacher to the Gentiles was 3t. Paul, and
from his letters addressed to Churches composed
most purely of Gentilo converts,—lettérs eat-
urated with references to the Old Testament,
into the meaning and force of whioh it is evid-
ent his renders were expected to enter,—it is
clear that hie teaching to Gentils as well as
Jow was based npon those Scriptures which he
declares able to make all men wise unto salva-
tion. Canon Westcott well says, and well may
say, that to the flrst Christizans, “‘the Old Tes-
tament, interpreted as it was to them in the
light of the Gtospel, was both doctrinally and
historically a complete Bible."

It is & carions commentary upon the astound-
ing assertion of the article L am criticising that -
in the work of propagandism (of the gospel
in the early Churoh) the Bible was no part of
the machinery,” that since writing the above,
while looking into Archdeacon Norrig's delight.
ful little Key to the Acts of lhe Apostles for u
date, I should have chanced npon an essay in
the Appendix, elaborately proving this very
point, that ** the only way to socount for the
marvellous sncoess of the Apostles in winning
the Gentiles to Christ is the appeal that they
were able everywhere to make to the falfilment
of O.T. prophesy.” And it is a still more ou-
rious commentary on the rash assortion that
* the notion of & missionary with a Bible in his
hand for the instrucvion of the Pagans was in-
conceivable to un early Christian,” that the
very earliest gfimpse we get in post-apostolic
writings of Christian missionaries in immediate
sucoession to the Aposties (in the reign of
Trujan, A.D, 98-117) sets them before us as
doing thig very thing with the New Testament,
— Zenlously striving to preach Caristto those
who were still ignorant of Christisnity, and to
dcgvcr to them the Seripture of the Divine Gos-
pe l"

With your permisseion I will continue my
review of the article in your next issue.

Hxxey Ron,

Bishop's College, bLth Nov. 1289,



