founded but one Cliareh, which he was pleased to bhuild on
Peter, thovefore any Chureh that does nob reeognise Peter
s the fonndation-stone is not the Cliweeh of Clnist. This
is plin. In eonnecction with the keys of hicaven, it may be
stated, on the authovity of D Gibbons, that in the ancient
tlmes, and pavticularly awong the Hebrow people, keys
were an emblem of jurisdiction.  To say that o wan hud
received the koys of a eity was to say that he Dad been
appointed its Governor,  T6 mst be remembored that to
Peter alone, and to no other Apostle, Jesus galemnly said
he would give the keoys of licaven. Now, ay the frue
Clhurch must deseand from the free Aposiles, and as the
Churel of England, ov Protestantism, was not known until
about a.v. 1519, it scewms to me very plain that the Chuveh
of Rome s the one Chureh founded by Jesus.  The Roman
Catliolic Churclr has traditions proving its dircet descent
from 8t. Peter, and it has also an unbrolken sueeession of
Popes, St Peter heing the fivst Tope. Many Profestants

allow this to be so, among themn Dishop Short, an
Angliecan  listorian.  ITe  candidly admits that  © the

cxistence of the Church of England as a distinet body, aud
her final separation from Rome, may be dated from the
period of Henry VINIs divoree from his lawful wife,
Catharine of Arvagon.”  Teis o matter of connnon history
that the Pope would not aliow the divores of the (Juecn,
The licentions King then divoreed himself and kingdom
froni the spivitual supremaey of the Pope. Some Protes-
tants Lhave saad 1o “O0, ves: we helieve that e
Tloman Catliolic Chiurelr is the one founded by Peter; but
so many crrors had erept in, that the Uhaeh ln.klmo
idolatrous, and good, true men Tad to sepacate from it
Now, this shioulil sound ulml wmons to those who believe
m tl}{, Bible and the words of Jesus, for dud he not say,
“the gates of Aol slnll not u vevail against 16’ 1§
Chivistians belicve this, they must admit that it would he
~utterly tmpossible for the Chid: to fll anto crvor. In Be
Johu, xxi, 15 17, Jesus again makes Peter prominent
before the other Apostles, by repeatedly saying to him,
“ feed my lambs” * feed my %‘15-'-11.” [t i very evident
from this, that Jesus spoke of the Loals os representing the
flock or Chuarch; but by the sheep he meant the other
Apostles, and pricsts. To the Apostles he assiznmd the
power over the Churel, hut to Peter alone he gave absolute
coutrol over the Apostles as well as over the Chucl. An
ordinary reader of the New Testament woukl cevtainly
consider St. Paul as the }n'mnin(-ni. Apostle, yet he was not
one of the twelve.  Tn the Sth ehapler Aets, we find Saul
(afterwards St Paul) one of the most bitler and wonereiful
of the persceutors of the diseiples.  He was prosont, if not
assisting, ab the stening of Stephen, I faet e secird to
be something ke the Christinn representation of the devil,
¢ ooing about secking whom he may devour.”  When saul
wis converted and Jesus was sald to have spolen to Lin,
we see nowention of his being placed above Peter. Nojhe
must have acknowledosd) with the others, Peter as thaw
Head after Jesus. When was Christianity  fiest intro-
duccill into Encland, sl by whom ! No oue 1s quite sure
about it.  Howme say it cannot, at this distunce of thme, be
exaectly ascertained.  Euschius positively deelares thatl it
was by the Aposties and theie disciples ; Dishops Jewel woud
Stillinefleet, Di Cave, and others nsist that 1t was by St
Paul; and Barontus siates, cn the authority of anancient
manuseript in the Vaticom Libeavy, that the gospel
planted in Dritain by Simon Zelotes, the Apostle,
Joseph, of Arvimathen ; and that the Intter eame over A,
33, or about the twenty-fisst yenr of Tiberius, and died
this country. D Gibhous, i Roman Catliolic bishop, says
Lhat it was introdeeced by Bt Augustiue inlo FEoglawd, by
St Patriek inta Treland, aod Ly St Pelagius into Seotland ;
but whoever it was that brought the 1(]]"1011 of Jesus into
England he could only huve Lub o branch of the tree, of
which St. Peter and long Iine of Popes ave siill the trunk,
The true Church must boe Apostolicad, wmust always teach
the identical doctrines once delivered iy the Apostles, and
her ministers must derive their powers trom the Apostles
by an wninterrupted suceession, Nao Claorelr ean e the
frrae one whose doctrines dhiler from those of the Apostles,
or whose mehle to fraee, by an unbroken
clud, heir acdhooiiy toam Aposdolic sonree. The Cluocely,
suys St Dol “ hutlt upon the of the
Apostics,”  Bpl, i 200 Tlenee St sanl to the
“Though an angel from heaven preach a gospel
to you beside that which we Tave preached Lo you, Tt Bim
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be anathema” ((ml 1 R} Nob only ig it vequired that
ministers of the gospel should conform their teaching to
the dostrine of the Aposties, hut alse that they should be
ordained  and  commissioncd by the Apostles or their
legitimate suceessors. Even 8t Paul himself, who was
supposed o he miraculously called and mstmotvﬂ Ly God,

bad hands imposed on lim {Aels vill 203), lest (Il]lUl.‘a
should be tenpted Ly Lis example and  preach without
Apostolic warrant. Then, to  discover the Chureh of
Christ, we Lave to inguire---1st, whielh Chureh teaches in
theiv entivety those doctrines that were taught Ly the
Apostles; 2nd, whal ministers ean frace back, in an
unbroken chain, their mi\swion-n-y powers to the Apostles!
The Catliolie pricsts alone, snys T Gibhons, ean traee their
deseent from the A]>U~1}LS' tl:c Cat 10]1(, Charch alone
tenches the very doctrines taught by the Apostles,  Then
if the Bible is true «ff Protestants arve under the han
of excommunication, thelr inisters have no vight to
administer the saerament, no right to the office of teacher
anid guide (o the people, no vickt to the Bible itself, for
that book proves, it they believe it that outside the pale
of the Toman Catholic Chavell they ave  duthems
Maronathe ! Toman Cadholicisin is o reformed  Jewish
religion;  Uhwelh of  Englind  a reformed  Toman
Catholicisi ;- Pissenters geocrally reformed  Churel of
England.  Sowe people say that the Protestant velizion is
loss blood-thirsty than Roman Cathelivism, 1 d
think there

do not

5005 was 1ot a pin to choose between them
when eacl had power, History elearly shows this, I am
not o Lomun Catholic myvselt—never was, aind  never

+ * v J.
will be—hatl el s feeéde and always will e truth.

Byamd-bye whoen the more enlighted velicion, Spivitualizm,
Lag garned power, and 15 move onderstood, Protestants will
Le only tou glad to throw the Bible nonsense Lack on the
shoullers of the Rowman Catholies, Uhis preciows (7)) ook
in wy opinien was compiled from many other Looks -
pieee heve and prece t.h( e, facked ton“t.u_.l; e
doctored wid improved (o suit the times and ideas, by sone
precivis (2) monks,  Part of it 15 o history of the Jows—
all very well inits way, hut where the nensense eonies in
is when they want to foree it as the word of (o on
enlightensd winds. Tt las been wndergoing anvther
doctoring ladely, a8 though peeple ave stupid enonsh o
helicve that the true reveltion of God needed alteration mul
avvapgent ol e hawds of o The veed word of God,
aw scen in all Liis wondertul works, does not require mian's
interpretation ; it Jdoes not 1':-1;111'1'() Interference, translation,
&c. Dalir noas dilieslt to think that anvoue in this
enlightened TR centnry conl? Le blind (nou'~h to aceept
the Bable as Gods revelition when ony vy take
any word and twist ity meaning o sult s pUrpose
Thinl: of the wmany, very many, phases of religious opinions.
They arve all founded o the Bible s and in fruth eacl s
as wueh veality s the other, for 3f you seek yon way tid
averse whicl, properly inte rpreted; will allow you to do
coylicdng, 1 the end justiivs the meuns, Then as to
infaliible interpretation, the mioisters  of ench Churceh
(however muceh they may difler) are considered by their
fullowers to preach the frie gespel ) in fhet caeh considers
himselt an infaliible interpeeter of the word ;) vet all
Protestants deny the iufadlibility of ene man, the Pope of
ivome, while at the sane thne coch considers Tinmselt Lis
vwn Pope. I was rather amused Lo hear thad oo namber of
Protestant ministers had assembled undor the protecting
wings of a Cwtholie priest during a reeent lecture agninst

man

[‘methou“]w giverr by him in Wanganul, Tiow that
worthy man must have laughed in his sleeve at the

spectacie, when in his own heart he believed these ministers
of an Apostate ereed were Just as much, even wmore so,
under the Chureh'’s ban of execommunication than were the
open cleunpions of Freothought.

MM

Professor Tuxley recently delivered his fivst address
as President of the Royal Seciety. It was occupied
with 2 review of the scientific ! 11%101} of the yvear.
Perhaps the most remarkable passuve relates to My,
Gardiner's rescarches respecting  the  continuity  of
protoplasm through walis of vegetable cells, which
neans, says rofessor Tuxley, nothing Iess than an
d])l)l()d.(_]l to a demonstration of the (s&.cmldl unity of
plants and aninads,



