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I
ho hast fitfcti ta proe iiel liaitl nti comtort,
aveiding ais intmah as possible t basa ai-iches of diet mn
wlîtch, poisoiious ntiultci-ations are likaly te exist.
Thiis simnple i-uIc et heath anti cîonry bcing strictly
absai-vet, flîcra will ha little or ne craving fer tht
mure expensiva luxurias iti whicli ailhers indulge. In
regard te dress, it mîust bc acknowledged that acitlier
heiatb, plumse nor cemfart seeins ta bc vai-y îîucb
cansulteti, anti this moe especially aingst tic
feinala portion otsociety. Net ta sîîeak et the want
of nîodesty displaycti in their attira (for- cvery oe is
cxpcctcti te tollow tîma prescrit fasltbon), but leokiig
simpiy froni an cconoiîiical poimnt of viciv, t imust bc
evidcntflita fai- moe of tuii liard-woenrinings i-e
expanteictn tîma vwmn dacoration et tui-i persanis
than Is ai al consistent witlî raascîn. If mxta hatca
that nîany of thcîuî hava tlîcir ii-st tesson in cconoîny
fa it'arii wlien tlucy assune the managemenut et flis
family axclhequer. Ki ouNwo..

TUE~ LA TER CHRIST/ANV rArUL-IS.

DyV REV* T. F-. tOTItERINGiAM, Sr. JOHN, N. Bi.

Notwithsta'îding tha bittai- hatreti with wliiclu luis
counfrymen avcrywbce assailati iîîî, flic Apostla P'aul
neyai- lest his reverent hova for flic Chmurch of luis
tathers. Rcfusing te accept flîci- iudgnîant that hae
was a apostate te the faitb, lic hohdiy tiaclarat te
bis higoteti accusai-s, I stand anti amn jutigeti for the
hope of the promise matie et Goti unte oui- faîhers."1
Te lîîm it wvas ne small lîoîour anti privihega te stand
in the Uine af spiritual as wival as natural descant fi-rnt
Abraham, anti te a babla te demonstrata iliat flic
taitb cf Meses anti tha prophets was tluat et tha
Christian. Ha fcit prauti te helong te fliat race and
Cburch upen whoin 'vas hcstowed the bigh cailing cf
sending forth the worlti's avangel, anti inv-mting tîme
nations tu worsbip Hirn wvase tcempla bati sfoot
thirougli ages past upon Meount Zion.

A sîmiuar pridc ive, as l>reshyterians, înay justly
tcet whan, axamîning the anciant teacbmngs et the
Cburch, wa finti that tlîc latar fathars ivho succeedeti
the Apostles wcra nuen lîkc*mindcti with us, anti beai-
fluai- testimany te the princîpias of religieus liberty
which if is 0cr privilegc te niaintain. Reccnîly tlîa
taachîngs ef Christian antiqmity have heen set hetora
the public with unusual pramineîica. A Roman
Catbaiic archhisbap prociainis bis Ctîurcu as the only
tolti ef Christ, anti Anglican preshytars gailantly de-
fend the Protestant Reformation. Comîmunications
cf creai alequence, Icai-ning anti lengt h appear in ana
of aur tiaily papiers on the suhject et papal infalli-
hility, iii whiclî the argument i-ast s, net on Sci-ipture,
but hîstaricai evidence. At tha saine ie that tlîe
Presbytcry et St. John is designating its pasters
with rites et primitive simplicity, a new bislîop oftthe
Churcli ef Englanti is ccnsacraîeti with împosing cara-
maniai anti imprassive rituai in tlîe Caihiatiral at
Fredericton, anti in St. John itsalftbrca riguit revea-enti
pi-datas hava hy their presance in the pulpit tirawn
public attantion to their arder. Vet ail tliese appeai te
anîîquîty as wvcil as Sci-ipture. By wybat right do iva
venture te dissent trom tliose whose opinions ai-a an-
titiati ta tht- utmost respect ? Satting asida the scrip-
tural argument, îvhat have wva te say to tha tact iliat
aln.:ost evarywhare, at the permati et the Reforînatian,
flue Church recagnîzeti Epîscopal authorîty? If the
Aposies did net taunti thîs ordar, bew tit iît origi-
nale? If the centention et oui- Epîscopal brethi-en
is not truc, nameiy, that the Apostles appointati men
ta succecti themt in thc apestolate, anti thase, alîbough
entitîeti te the bighar dasignation, motiesîly assumeti
thuat et bishop, anti 'have perpetuatati the ai-dan of
apost!c-hishop in unhi-oken succession ta aur ewn day,
sa that, for axample, Chai-les Hamilton, Bisbop et
Niagara, can satisfactimy assura himself tluat the
cliain us unhi-oken et whmch ha is the iatast link,, if we
say, ibis is net truc, then wvhen anti io% diti the ardar
arise anti wbat titi the aarly wvritcrs of.tlie Church say
about it? IlWhosa art the Fatiiersi"I Do ihey cx-
hîbit te us a unanimous consent in favour ef that sys-
tamn wbich fintis, wc hahiec, its legicai anti practîcai
culmination in an infailible Pope, an de thty testîty
te the existence cf principles et alericai cquality
whicb, Eaithtully obserycd, weuld make it impossible
for any ane te lord it ever God's haritage il

We hava aIready discusseti thecavidence afrtiati
by the writings cf the Aposteiic Fathers. Lct us
now suppleniant that discussion by an cxaminaian
et tht principal Christirrn writers ef the third, foui-fb c
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andi fifth centuries. As wa have already indlcatcd, il
is not nccessary for us nov ta coent! (bat thic tithc.-
ef pi-eshyter anti' bistiop wcrc originilly applicti tc
tha saine parsens -tîis is non, comîccded, and, îvillinl
te ebliterata ai traces ot theur defcats, aur appencrît!
vclîcniently assai-t ilînt it was neyer dcnaed-tlie vic.
tory as coimplef a. Blut nawv a new position is accu,
pied : uve arc toldti lat tlic truc stafe ofaffîirs ivas, not
thmat fli capîscepate grcîv eut et tha pi-csbutcratc, but
fliat the Apests appo.ntati certain persanîs tu succccd
flîcci, te whomt atoute was cainmitted the riglit te or.
d.tica'tlicrs, aî5d fint tdiesel aithougli lîaving the riglit
tco tarin tlîaisclvcs aposties yat wcie contene<l witli
ftic lîuîibler titlc of bisheps In ediar werds, t hat
Bisliops Swecney, iNctilay andt Kingden miglît, wîtli-
ouf prasuiipuien, style tlîciselves apastles, andi do
actually. and et divine rîglît, wicld tha ecclesinstical
praregatives o etli choscn twclve. Cai-taînly sucli
claînîs ni-t ou- serieus axamination. If valîd, it is
f reason to Christ te refuse oui- submission ; if invahid,
ne terms witbin the lirnîts cf Chîristian ceurtesy
would tee sfrengly express oui- ahhori-cnce et such
iinpieus arroganîce.

Not only do tlic Apesfehic Fathars refusa f0 tendi
tlic sliglitest sanction te such pi-efansiens, but tha
niest cîniît writcrs ef succedcing canturies dils-
tiiictly disavow tlîcm.

Wa begîn with Justin Mairtyr (timet A. D. z65), who,
fi-oni a lîcathen philosophier, hecama a detentier et
Christianity, and seale Islis tastîmeny witlî hîs bloond
in the reigu of the Empaer Marcus Aurelîus. In or-
dcer te iigate the savcnlty of tlic persecuf ion, Justin
wroe a f reatise, atidressati te thie Emipaer Anteni-
nus Pius, in which, te show% the barnilessness et the
Christian helief, ha cives a dc:ailcd account ef Clîurch
erganizafien and ceremonial. In a work whiîch ts;
professes to ha complate, ive wveuld cxpect ta finti ne
omission et that office which, accerdîng ta prelafasts,
is mest essentiai te a church. Nul/tis ebsci,5:is, nufl/a
ecclésia, say thiay. Such an omission wauld defeat
the purposa for wlîich the book was written. Suspi-
cions wîereceasily arauseti; the Emperer wouiti af
once cencluda that the cencealmant batrayati semae-
tihing whicli Christians darati net avaw, anti parsacu.
flan would ha batter than lever. Yet threughout the
wliole work. there is not the slightest hint that a Illord
bishep Ilis the apestolic heati cf the Christian coin-
munity. In his descripien et worship ha writas:
IlBreadi anti a ccp ef water andt ina ara thaen
brouglit te the presidant of the brethîran. . . . The
presidant baving given tbanks, anti the people lîav-
ing axpressati thair approbation," etc. Severai timas
the titie ef president is givan te the pastor, anti thîs
is the highest office mninea hy Juetin. New, if
bishîops axistati, tna omission of thant in a detaileti
acceiaî t ofthe Clîurch weulti ba inexcusable. It
iveult aise ha useless, for it wvould ha sure cf dtiatc-
tien, anti his apehegy woulti fait ef cenciliating the
Emipaer if anythiuîg se essentiai were supprassed.
The silence et tlîc writer in sîîch a casa is prot
that bîshops hati ne distinctive rank: in bis trne,
anti wera mareiy the presbyters who prasideti in cacb
cangragatien.

Ii-en.wus (dicti A. D. 2o5) tiistiiictly apphies the
termis Ilhishop andi "lpreýshyter' tu the saina par.
sens. Ha speaks ef proshyters as having receivati
the succession of thair episcepate frrnm the Apostles.
IlWharcere we eught te hear thosa pi-ashyters wvho
are in the Churcb, who hava the succession tronm the
Aposties, and wvho, with tha succession et the episce-
pate, have recciveathe icft of tha f ruth accori-dng te
the pleasura cf the Fatbcr. . . . Such preshyters
the Cburch tiaurîshas, et wvhom aise the prophet
says : 4 1 vvîli giva the thy princes in pence, andi
thuy bîsbops in righîeeusness ' I t.Adv. Haeres. B3. iv.
43, 44). ht was preshyters, then, wvhe presarveti
the succession eft he apîscepate anti warc the bîsbops
*vhom, Ged hat proiniseti te the Church. Irenceus
mentions ta Victar, l3isbop ei Rome, IlThese pros-
)yters wvho governati the Church wvhich tbou newv
;overnest," andicaîls ihase saina parsansalso bisheps.
..usabius andti he martyrs et Lyons style Iranreus,
îmself Bishap of Lyens, simply " a prasbyter eofflhc

..hurcb." "Ou- bhiaier anti companian" IlEusehîus
1. 4). Certainly the lefty pretansians et later days
vecye than unknewn.

Clament ef Alexantiria (diati A.D. 220) iS semetimes
Luotati as speakîing af tbrec dagreas in the Church
nilitant : IlNew un tha Church bai-c the progressions
f bisbops, prcsbyters, deacons, 1 think, are imit a-

THE CANADA PRESI3YTEIAN.

Ltiens ef the angelical glory and of tlint dispcnsation
which tic Scriptures cleclare thlîy look (or wio have

aliveti according ta thc (uospel in tha perfection of
riglifcousness, walking in the steps o? tfli Apostle.
Trîse men, tie Apesia writcs, being taken up into
tia clouds, ail lirst serve lis dencens, and tlien
shall ha adiiud among tic presbyters, according ta
(lia progression in glory" IlStroin. IL vi.).

But if Clemnaiît coiiqiciercd bishîops ta ba a highcr
arder liti-c on cartli, why docs lic suppose that in lica-
"Cc there wili ba nanc but presbyters andi dcacansi
WVlint bcemes cf the bîshops i If tlîcy enter heaven
at ail, then, it must bc divcsted of thici mitres. Hc
holds out no hope oftsuch a dignity to any -ne in the
next worid. If lie regardati presbyters tas docs the
Ilook of Itavelation> as tha principal orclar in thc
Clhurch in lîcavcn, lic could flot helti that thaerc ias
a highcr dignity attainabia on ca-th, cisc tha Churcli
on ca-tIi would not Ilinitate the nngahîcnl glory," but
surpass at Il in its progressions." The tcstlnieny of
Clemcîft mcrcty shows tliat thera werc threc tai-ms in
celîlman usa ; but lia gives us no nutliority for affirm-
ing thai in lus time bîshîeps exclusîvcly erdaincd,
confirînat andi gavcrned, or thai they wcra any ettiar
Itlîan thc pasters ot the churches andi prcsiding pres.
byters in thcm.

Hippolytus (dicti about A.D. 240) rcprcscnîts thc
presîdicg hislîep as appomîti by bis co-preshytars
andi set apart by tle ticacons holding tha Gospels over
hîs heati, white is presbytars wcrc ordained hy thc
imposition of luants tlPics. Dat. j). 42., Crawford).
Here is simply consacration. îNo new erdar was
confcrred. The consecration iti alecctd by the pi-as-
byters and ticacons without tha asbistance nf any
bîshop. The only orders cf whiclî Hippolytus betrays
any knowledge are csscntiaily Preshyterian.

Tertuian tdicd about A.D. 240j, oe ef thc grand.
est characters ef the ancient Clîurch, iniernîis lis that
Ithe presîdants who bear ruie thercin (Lec., in the

Church> arle certain approvati aidais, îvho have oh-
taînad ihis honoîîr, net by reward, but by good re-
part"I (Apol. 39», who wcre none othar, as ha ii-
mates elsewhara (~De Coi-ana Millitis 31), but those tram
whe hauds thcy used te reccive tha sacramant of thle
cucharisi. These wcre cvidently the pastors et the
Churches, and ne erder aboya thesa is lever mantioncdl
hy himi.

Origan (dicd A.D. 254), it is truc, mentions
bishops, priesis andi deacons as thi-ce Clabses, but in
wv1at the superîerity eftihe bislîops cansisteti ha
does net say. Frcqucntly ha speaks as if there wvere
but twa ordars, presbytais and deacens. Thus in
bis second bemily on Nuiers, '* Vhence, then, is it
that yeu etten hear nian spcaking ili et thamn and say.
ing: ' Sec what a bishop,' or 'what a presbyter,' or
'what a daacen ?' Are: net thasa things said whan a
priast or a minister et Geti is seun te bebava in a
way which is centra-y te his erder, and te pcrform
anytîing unwerthy -)f the priestly or leviticai erder."1
Hart ha compares bisheps andi priasis ta the priestiy
erder, andi deacoîis te the levitical. Thîis mucli wa
may cenitiantiy assai-t cencerniiîg Origan, that ha
never places the bisheps in a position wvhich miglit
net ha fillit hy a sinmple preshytar.

In Cyprian's writings (diati A.D. 2i8) we find the
later corruptions et thc Churci moe manifastly dis-
played ilian in the writings ef any etiier father. Ha
assarts the priînacy cf Pater (Ep. 70j' ; the merit
of gooti îwrks 'Ep. 52, ; holds ihat the baptizati
sheuld be anoinîed ýEp. 70), and that water should
ha ininglati with wvine in flic Eucharist (Ep. 63).
Ha sanctioeat prayers fer the dcad (Ep. 76), and
belîevcd that the blooti et Christ availed fer sins cein-
mimttad before baptism, but that almsgiving ataneti fer
5ubsequant deiinquen%ýics ýEp. 5o). Amiti such a
inass ef unscripturai, taLhiig, we shoulti net ha sur-
prisad if we founti bis viaws regarding gavarnment
assuming the mest exti-ema phase of sacerdotalism.
Yct avcn Cyprian is founti ne very reliahia autharity
for apîscopal supramnacy. Aithough ha usas such ex-
travagant axpressions regarding episcopai and priasîiy
authority, that aeven Milner is foi-ccd te acknowledga
- bat the apîscopal autharity, threugh the graduai

gi-owtb ef suparaititian, was naturally advancing te
an cxcass cf dignity I (Ch. His. I. P. 457), yet ithera
are ne powers ascrîbcdby himt te bisbops which tnay
net ha performeti by prcsiding prcsbyters. His own
practice is quite censistent with this viaw. Ha tells
bin ciargy, IlFrom the beginning of my apiscepata 1
hava raseiveti te do zuothing withuut yaur advice, and


