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“ We object to the doctrinal phrase, /

* Buf also to be our spiritual food and sustenance in that Holy S8acrament.’" '

Such teaching, he says—-

“ Will germinate into Romish error.  Such germination is to be expected iz view

of the #oil made réudy by the Romanizing compost furnished by the Doctrines of the

Rule of Faith, of the Ministry, and of Baptism. An illustration of this is given by
Bishop Overall, who in commenting on the words, :

‘Most humbly beseeching Thee to grant that, by the merits and death of Thy Son Jeaus Christ,
and through faith in His blood, we, and all Thy whole Church, may obtam remission of our gins,
nnd all other benefits of His passion.’

. remarks :

* Thisa is q’plnln oblation of Christ’s death onee offered, and a representatifo sacritice of it for
the sing ang for the benefit of the whole world, of the whole Chureh *

- . . v o -
“ 8o we find in the Doctrine of the Lord's Supper a Fhrrrin RoyNizist Gerw

Haying objected to the Office for Baptism, because it treats the baptized
child as'n Christian, (p. 25) our pumphleteer does not surprise us by the solewn
declaration that he regards the Catechism—

“ A a fruitful source of Romanizing doctrine, and as the instiument most ueef)
in instilling in the minds of the young the germinal ideas of the sacerdotal and sacra-
mentarian gﬁum\i'es.”

After coudemning the Prayer Book to his heart’s content, the author heads
his last chdpter With the momentons question @ ** Men and brethren what shall
wedo 2 Takigg no hint, however, from St. Peter’s answer to this question.
as recorded iy Avts 1138, the author's answer is—— {gitate. Acitati ind
AGITATE, until the la\guage of the Prayer Book is changed.”

“ How often have the Gogpel teachings of the pulpit been neutralized by the in-
structions of the Rrayg ok ! The Offices for Baptism, the Lord's Supper, and
Ordination have implafited i) many Romanizing germs which have warped them from
Gospel simplicity. The cog tant repetition of the declaration of baptismul regenera-

tion has forced many to believe, at last; what has been so often spoken in unhelicf.
Defections from evangelical truth among us are to be traced to the insidious influcrnce
of the Offices.”

We commend to our author a very pregnant paragraph on the 20th page
of Dr. Newton’s recently published sermon on ** Liberal Views of the Minis-
try,” (Philadelphia, Henry B. Ashmead). Dr. Newton, a prophet of their
own, thus informs his evangelical readers uf the reason for the Cunou of the
American Church, which requires her ministers 1o be episcopally ordained,
wherens, he says, in former times this strictuess was not observed—

“The real reason for this change of practice was, that persons thus admitted as
ministers in the Church without a real love for its services, were sometimes found to
do great harm, and Therefore it was deemed expedient to require Episcopal ordination
for all persons received as ministers in * this Church’”

We can dmagine nothing more painful to a man's own feelings, more lower-
ing to his self-respect, more likely to render conference with his brethren ir
‘Syuod or Council disastrous to his influence in the Church, more calculated to
briog the sword of the Lord ‘ upon his arm and upon his right eye” than this
wretched system of ¢¢ looking oue way and rowing unother.” A most vigorous
process of purification is now going on in the Church.  State abuses, infidel
abuses, ritualistic abuses and puritanic ‘abuses are fast rising to the surface,
and in the fierce commotion of purification a good deal that cl*we]l be spared
will boil over. Agitators, dissatisfied with the Prayer Book, will find ere long
that the’great body of Churchmen love the old formularies, and will not follow
.those who are given to change, and who desire to mutilate or emasculate this

’



