THEY RECEIVED THE WORD WITH ALL READINESS OF MIND, AND SEARCHUED 'l‘lll-l‘ SCRIPPURES DALY, WHETHER 'l‘lIOSE 'I'}[IN‘GS WERE $0.—Acts xvir. 11,

Vorunk 1L.—No. 32.]

QUEBLC, THURSD A‘Y, NOVEMBER 27, 1845,

[ Wnore NumBenr &7,

st

PIE PAINTER'S ART FATLING,

e o+ ¢ ‘Thouseek'st to give ngain
That which the burning soul, inhabiting
Its cln.)'-bui\l. tenement, alone cian give-—
To leave on coli dead, matter the impress
Of living mind —to bid a line, o shade,
Speak forth, notword.but the soflintercourse
Which the immortal spirit, while on earth
It tabernacles, breathes from every pore—
'houghts not converted into words. and hopes,
And fenrs, nod hidden joys and griefs.unborn
nto the world of suuml, but benming forth
In that expression which no words, or work
Of cunning artist, can express.  In vain,
Alas' in vain !

The Rev. R M. McCheyne, after attempling a por-
trait of his deceassd brother, from memory.

———

A TRACTARIAN’S TESTIMONY

TO TUE PROTESTANT CHARACTER
OF TilE
CHURCIT OIF ENGLAND,

FROM DECLARATIONS OF HIER CHURCH-DIGNL-
TARTES, AND THE DECISION OF JIER HIGHEST
CHURGH COURT.

As it may interest some to hear on what
grounds a clergyinin of, so called, 'l'{m:m—_
rian®’ npinions has ecome to l]m t«:solulum 0f
declining, for the future, mintsterial engace-
menls in the Chureh of Enaland, their atten-
tion is requested to the following statement

In common with ethers [ have hitherto sub-
scribed the Thirty-nine ‘Articles, and taken
the usual oaths in the confidence that the
interpretation. which L put on them was a
sense they admitted.  So much seemed jus-
tiiable from the silence of authority, and the
sbsence of any lezal or formal decision
againstit.  Popular noliens, it-is true, were
oppused tn this'view ; hut as a matter of very
plain and simple duty, should never have
thought of allowing uny unauthorised opinions
to do so cruel an injury with me to the Church
in which 1 was baptized and bronght up, as
to make me believe that she required of her
ministers to renounce what appeared to me
clear Catholic tiuth,

A very learned and pious clergyman had
puhlishv;! a document, No, Y0of the ¢ Tracts
for the “Times,” to prove argumentatively that
the former deerees of the: Church of Rome,
which all admit to bz Catholie, Jo not necrs-
sarily come in eollision” with the Arfieles of
the Church of Bagland 37 and - another: had
professed 1o show historically that the ‘suid
articles were meant fo inclode Roman Catho-
“Ties “in’ the " English communiny, - owever
 the piblications of these two nlivines ‘might
“ he censured and disapproved by Sindividuals,

( 5 idws, werai not: puthorita-

“ihe Chorch '

ively condemned
' Thiad v }
igning that  positio)
1 God 1o call e, " Whateser
aht: irehas view: hereafd

Srand free  from” prejudice ‘op-biagg L
“ethe “Clrel of < Eriglandy however {ettered
“and.externally: diferent, to beinwardly and
essentially the same a8 the eacient Churches
of Alexundria,Jernsalem, or Antioch—when
they. were Catholic, of -course~ and thourh
not: in external communion with the  greut
body of the Western Church, not to be ne-
cessarily in waorse case on that account, than
was the Clinreh of Astioch under the gover-
nance of St, Meletius (fourih cent.) who, us
is generally known, lived some years, and at
fenzth died, out of communion with the
Chureh of Rome, notwithstanding which he
had been canonized.  OF couse, therefore,
[ would not believe, without overpowering
evidence, that the Church of Enclind im-
posed anvthing in her Articles or elsewhere,
which was contrary to the faith of the
“Church throughoat the world,” and con-
sequently 1 wus resolved not o give up a
position, which it was, to my mind, so clear
adaty to inaintain, unless it conld be shown,
first, cither that it wasa violation of the
standing laws of the Charch of Eagland, or,
second, the Clareh of England should in some
way uneguivecally declare against it.

VAs regards the first alternative, | shall have
moretosay hereatter. At present it will be
enough {o observe that 1 did not, prior {o legal
decision, think it could be a violation of the
strict letter of the lows, amongst other rea-
sons, beeause so many of her divines ever
since the sixteenth centary, had more or less
upheld and taught the same doctrines, 1do
not mean that any one had held all equally,
and tot he same eatent, with myself; bul some
one, and some anather, which must be re-
membered in- connection with, and as a cor-
toboration of,. the -position maintained by
Mr, Qakeley, in bis pamphlet, viz., that the
Articles, were intended o include Roman
Catholies when they were frst promulgated.
JAs regacds the second (—If it were said, :
as it was, {hat the doctrine of ‘the Church of

»England had  been gradually changing—i, e,
growing. more Protesland, this no one conld
be bound to balicve, unless the Church heiself.
made it umbistakeably evident. There are
two ways, [ Uianzht, in which she might do
llns.,".'EiUm' by 'a {ormal deecree of Covo-
-ca!so‘n,‘mtiﬁcdf)y the Lesishaurt 3 or if, from
the long disuse of Convocation, sueh a conrse
were fonnd impracticable, in due time thern
st bi” soficient “proof of what her present
“mind tvas, withoot (supposing it not to b had)
the foriality of n dveree, . This virtial jude-
nent'of, the Chitreh of “Englawd, whout which
‘Leanno longer feel ‘any réal doubt, is a rea-
© 800 for withdwelwing from (lie ministry, * For
o 8urelyin “an’ organized body of men ‘where
greal freedom “of specel is:allawed, presided
_ovar by hishops -and other diznituries,” who
* perindically. addross the elergy “in* their ve-
‘ -S,P,vt-cluje"f;( ioeeses. pind’ archdenconries; "on all
M inent: teligions quéstions of ‘the.
. ay; nothing of the - ecclesiastical
t&, Which T reserve for ‘a sepamate place,)

ealter,:

s question (was once  fairly brought forward,
without supplying suflicient evidence to g “le
it.  For Convocalion, if it were called, st
be composed of certain existing bodies, sucl ay
the bishops, the dignitaries, and the proctus,

diocese lo represent the rest of the cleigy,
Of the vote of the bishups, as a body, there

them having in their cliarges condemne the
Catholic principle of interpretation in No, Y0,
Wa may judge of the opinions of the other
dignitaries by the charges of the arelideacons,
and, again, by the proceedings of the Buurd
of Heads of [Mouses at Oxfind.  As {o the
main body of the cergy, Tdo not see how
any doubt canbe seriously entertained, if we

the university in which, of the two, it was

where a great part of the veters were clee-
gymen 3 and where, more especially, on o
recent proposal to bring forward No. 99, and
its principle ol interpretation for comdeinna-
tion, the proceeding was deprecated and ad-
vocated by nearly equad numbers, wll on the
one side disapproving the principle of that
Tracty on the other, a larze pumber belng
avowedly moved by considurations of por-
sonal respeet for the author, and o desite o
prevent disturhance or  cowmotion  ia e
puniversitv. Whit doubts, thenyean 1 huve
Pany lnger of the viral decision of the

cau be no room for hesitwtion, a muje i of Pduetrine of the muss,” ay is commouly be-

|
!
{

slone-altars, and the substitution of  wond
moveable tables in their places.””  ‘This seems
o meto go as far as wny ops could. have
desired @ it oven sottles the question of the
ferm ¢ abing, go mwuch and so long disputed

wha are chosen by the incambents of each { betwen MHizh and Lew Churehmen in the

Fnlish Churehi @ ad atrales that whether
the thirty-first Article speaks against < the

lieved, or nat, st least the doctrine of the
Church of Pogland, as interpreted by the

: Conrt of Arches, is energetically opposed to

helieved there were most grounds for hope, -

Lquestion ss finally settled.

Ccamlemns

Church of Foeghad £ On this zround alone |

P conceive it wonhd be wiong, and dedeed,

cpractcally fmpossible for me, with my opi-
Church of Englaud.

come Lo, sels thisin e stivager, and yel mope
indisputabde tights The bighest amount of
profability s net quite the seme as certainty,
and though I ocan o omore doubt of what
wonld be the decision of Convecation, if it
could speak on this peint, than 1 eonlbit it
Cwere proposed to abolish episcopal ordination
or the liturzy, vet there remans the other
alternutive, o comsider what G zetaal Loy
sy for i this were eleaddy with mey sume

Pizhtstill think ey pesition justitidle, wnd

E that | ousht to retain ity however mucels spo=
Pken awainst. ~But I oam saved from every
Pshadow of doudt by the late decisions of the
i Comt of Arches
Dpanent of the st
Fpuwer 1o, eiforee

ssed ol the
“‘.'l’u

uiting bws,y pos
hecdence o thesin

Cand-the-useands name o any
feclared dontrry to thedog
i the Chuichyof

Sl Bliny'sg wWag il
disciptine of .the-Ch
foclrine ol the mias
Cdoctrine,, . et us) contraz
Noo W0 with that of the I

the danrige
n of Archés,

) Nowmiin says, =
the whole, theny it is-couseived that the Ar-
ticle betore us neitherspeuks azaimt the mass
in itseli, nor avainst its beingan offeriny for
the quick and the dead for the remission of
sin.? The Dean of Avches, in his judzent
says—¢ There s no doubtilac et the tine
of the Retornalion the altegs in the Fnglish
churches were of stone, fived and fanovealis,

At the timeof the sepavadion of the Chareh
A

Atidle (mases)) M

sy polids of difleicace boiween thean, ene
of thewmost impartont wus that yespecting the
doctrine of transubstantintion in the Supper
ol the Lond, whicl, as is declared by the 25t
Attiele of ounr Church, < eannot Lie proved

words of Nepiplure.”
VUL the feeling ageinst this coctiine was
ot 5o deeided us it arterwaids beceme 5 nor
did any wiaie
carly part of the veiga of Edwerd TL, lor we
find i his fitst Prager Book, 1500, that {he
pass was still to he ecelebrated 1o the order
for the Supper of the Lowd, Ccommonly
called the muss 3> and the woerd & aliar
was used in diflferent parts of the service as
set forth in that beok. Dut in his secoud
Praver Dook, 1332, the teims 8 mass™ pud?
altar'? wete altozetber omitled. The onder !
was for ¢ the administration of the Lod's
Supper or holy communion 2 the loble was
to stand in s body of the Cliureh, or in tha

chancel where womning and evening service |
were nppoinlvd to he read ¢ and t“m priesty
instoad of standing in the midst of e dlier, |
was {0 stand at the aorth side of the table ;|
and 0 o an thronzgh the service.
goos on to speak of the ovder for ¢ pluckin g
down and removinyg of altars, and the sub-
stitution of honest tables in their place,”

been substantial, 10 a chanze of vame. anty

Bad been intended, there could bave béen no !

|
i
i
H
1

necessity . Tor removing the altars, sinee they
couhl have served the odice ol tables, - Suh-
seqnently he quotes from Archbishop Giin=
deils-injunclions in 1871 ¢« Al altars to e
plled down (o the rround, and the altar stones |
defaced, and bestowed to soine common use:
the prayers and atlier service appointed for

‘mainier in which the measuves for the ster
“subversion of. the superstitivns conpected with
‘thie Popish miass . were careied on” than these
ordecs and itijunctions, the great ohject bein

time “eould’ jiot” cldjise “ulteria graveu

the -annibilation of the

by holy writ, hut is repuznact to the plan |
In the reign of Hemy

it.
Sceondly : the case of Mr. Oukeley, whe

clatmed to ¢ hold without teaching atl Roman !
Cetholic doctrine,” has come hefure the sane
! we Caurt 3 amd, as one might feel pretty conlident |
consider the tenor of recent voles at Oxford,

of betorehand from the former case, his clalm
wos condemmned. THis true e ade noJefonee;
hatwill any clereyman now, who holds s--
milir views, undettake to stand his teial in
hopes that he may beable to make asuccess-

ful defenes, or guin auvthing by an appeusl
to her Magesty, the Queen, in Privy Coun-

cil? 17, then, this be too chimerical a notion
to be eniortained, wo
Andto be sure it
seeis phsurd to ask any lonzer whetlier ull

loman Catholic doetrine may be holden by

the minister of o Church, which not ouly
the doctrine of the
wecarding o the judee, has sweplaway. the
very form and mane of an altar, inorder that

she picht shew the cssentinl differonce of her

dortrine on this swful subject fran that of the

CChinred fram witich she was sSeparating,

Cnions, to eoutinne snoacting minister of the !

It cettainly seems 1o me, that what are

Vealled moderate or primitive views are con-

Bat the other abernative, which | now -

demned in the dlune-altar case, € The dog-

Ctrine of tie eurly Churel was this (says the

the witural and fawfulex-

not only - his JMrs Oakeley been condemned
in fanudee . very siguificant of the “wederal
neto ton | Which the :Conrt woald
sipyl ormnlaries, bt ine the s :
Litc sdeatring of the rericha-

the end ol his temarks on the Thity-fing |

Catall b
of Encland tion thot ol fheme, ainongst the
Taview

ol chawge toke place da tie

i

pranguncer inconsistent with- the lewal jnter-
(pretation of the Charch of Lnichand.

he ministration of the holy commueion to 7 In conelusion,
he said el doneat the commmion-tahle” {this
‘On which the: judze abserves, Nothing can 4t

. i
move clearly demwnsteate  the determined b KIS mat
e clarly Ctaniers have Liboweed harler (o establish s a

Vlaerine of tie Clnreh ol England 3 wiluess
it has been - gendrally thie point Tor which juc
ixod hinaioveable fd

ca feast Hponh saitijae,

writer of the 8Ist <Traet for the Times.”:
published in the fourth vol, dated 1837.) that ;
sacritice’
waes aade by the Church of Godounder the

in the cocharst -an oblatiionn or
form of his croatures of biead and wine, ae-
cording to onr bessed Losd's holy dnstitution
iu wemory of his etoss and passion s and this
they helieved to he the = pure offering’ ar
saerifice which the proplet Muluehii foretold
that the Gentiles shoubl otfer ¢ and “that it
Dras enjoined by onr Lond i the wonls=— Do
this fur womematial of med e diat it was
Celmded to o when our Lord or St Paul spoke
a Chyistun @ elfar,? apd was dvpified by
e passover, whishowes bath o seerifive and
e eishenisty then,
arcerding fo thein, condisted  of Lwi paris-=
@ feommemorztive shesifice,’ and.oa e
siention, = There -is-one
St fgnistiusy who is®
oaltesether as

ey Ens
In another
Lisiass

, wadd - Book. 7 But tlie
; that the chenge hetween thede
Ctwa books was the, mott important possitie,
The Tiaet (wrilten 1o prove the doctrine’of a
Ceammeiioraiive sacrifice to be a dectrine. of

2 Clurelef . Faedandl) says, ihiat whepe-
on the ¢ commenantive sacnlice? is offered, is
an clier i respect of that sactivee.” Bt
e judge shows that the name and nolion of
en alter were done away at the Reformation
insoioch that vhe dispuies which weie rised
etween Hirh and Low Chweehsenin Chasles
tie L5 veizn were not o5 to the solice™
v where the s tabde™

ably that iy, as some suy, with
ayorde. The credeace. or
table of preparation, as immediate’y connected
with the s pineiple™ of an Saitar®”? is, of
conrse, fikewise condeanend,

placed,

With vne noie quetstion fron the jodg-”

ment in this important cose 1 will concled-.

The Dean of Aeches says— Wa all koow

tiat after the Reformation, one of  the doe-

trives of the Church of Rome, which wis;

resounced by the Chareh of Togland, wes
the doctsine of Trursulstanlicdicn; and it
will be jound that the  material (stone) and
fovu ¢ fired attw evsl-end of the chancel) of
the altur iy the Bomish Cliareh ate connected
with this doetrine of Trnsubstantiotion and

Sl ihe eurherist e a seerifice.”” Alerwards,

“the altars were destioved, and” tbls  of
woed set up in their stead s and itds this fact
which is alone materizl for the puipese of
the present guestion,™

I confess, then, [ eannot sce
jndaent i reconcileable  with, so called,
nalo-Catholie, any more than Reman-Catho-
lie doctrine an the eucharist. 1t was pasced
after a full hearing on both sides, in which the :
ablest eestesinstieal favwyers were emplos el

He ihien tand it endsd by reversing the sentence of an fw ! Foloi en
y - [ hearts pined and died away in silence.  Iix-

infertor courel, ] ‘
Another .. an Caotholic doctrine, that of
Py o (and onot the 5 Romish |

whichy says he, was for the avewed parpose Cdpatrine, el n angh there was something in |
of moving and tnming the simple fioathe T the distinetion, seo No. 60, Article xxvils G.)
old superstition . of, the Popish messy The {has been alsa ':(Hnlu‘-unc(l; but it was in“Mr.
change intended, therefore, must have heen ' Oakeloy’s case, which, .except so far as it
somethinig more (han nominal 3 it mast have (stienglhens the

otlior, [ purpasedly avoid |
usine. heeatre it was not defended.. - Tlow-=!
ver, | may jist obsarve, thetthe judze takes,
this o2 an instence fo show that e is speakinr
not oniv of the dovtine of the Council of;
Trent, bat that -of the Conncil of Florence!
amd other - wolier éounells, - Dy inferencé
many other:dactrings of the gime sehool are)

tremihik, that the fute of
contraversy fas turned “upon” o doe-
siroly of ailothets (e st important,
ne than which thete s none -ifs niaiu-

the length of the eaieeh in Tract 8L und yet

ividualy of ¢ Tractarian™ ~ ofiinions have

must consider the

mass - but, -
by the commendutions; of the pevple. — Anowg

should he .

how this;

heen censnred by, those inauthority durinyg the
last few years.

Ltwill be observed, that througheut the pre-
ceeding statement, while I have yrofessed my -
self wewerally of ¢ Tractadun® opinions, and
as one who requized the principle of interpre-
fation contained in No. 9, to ensble him to
subsesibe the Thiriy-nine Articles, 1 have
avoided the direet appropriation to myself of
pacticular dostrines.  For the sake uf clear-
vess 5 1 owill here anention ose which L do
most firmly hold i—namely; thet in the sicra-
ment of the cucharist there is a frue sucrifice,
and that in respect of et sacrifice, it is an
altur whereon the blessed enchurist is offered.
This is enough for »ll present puiposes,

Aclergvaien Lolaing such a doetrine can-
" not undeniake ministeriel duties in the Church
of Enaland,or any oher engazemenis which
involve subseription,  Points mo.e or less open
for three hundred yeers,ond, as | belicve; of
the deepest import, have Leen sewled.  Ire-
sign, therefore, el cluim to sulscrbe the
articles according to wy former interpretetion,

Seploy, 1815, Winniax Io WiserigLb.

! CLERICAL CLLIBACY.
e The gloomy nwnuent 2 of Hldebrend.

the marnage of cierzv.nen has been regarded
with the dislike, zud their celibacy rewarded

i the eeclesiastical hetoes of the four fist cen-
tarics, it is scarcely pessible to poiut to one who

-us notyin this Tespects an imitator of Paul Ous ¢ ¢
e e LA | by the Judaizing, Platnizing, wnd 1 ytlago-

rather than of Peter. Awong the ecclesivsticy
wiiters of those times, it is seurcely pussibie
lo reter to ane by whoan the superior suuctity

feither directly faculcated or tacitly essumed.
Tiis prevaiting sentiment hod ripened o a
customary Low, and the cbservence of that
evohy rewards and penalties.

e strenw for Couneils and for Popes.

|

% When Hildebrand ascended tie chair first
L oceapic@Hhy a martied Apostle,  bis spicit
Dhurned within bim o see thet maoivge held

Vin her inpure sud unbaliowod hongs u loge
propurticn of those wie minisleied @t tne
altar, and who heneled there the very sub-

stance of tie invormaie Deity,

not ¢
Ponltil, - sveutar cares suited i1l wilh the
st dutios of athesiritie ministry. 5 Dumes
i affeciions would choké orencrvate in them
that co:porats v]‘n.nssir,-n wirich mizlit othery

ced willy unaiitiitied . wrdoerldwaids
Aheir. ehiel
woulid e

pressivesand Usuljuzating - imaz
Fseendanial periectuny tob pure net v
' : (iSOl aenzey by

Gl

whor evei v feelin g wen
seoald rivel
Devere mongswery
Flenxof sliies in'overpodet the mo ¢ 1ineio;
Lt dispersed and ferble "uhtagonisis of such
Gninmevaiivn.  luevery mitied chiarehuan it
vould find wn astive partizen, The people,
Cever Divid dn exetiiing tminent virige hom
theit tex ! [
"z aluls of shesily diveiptiae from which they
were themeelves to be ¢ empt.
With soch arCeipetoes, Gregory, within a
few woeeks from fos accession, cenveped a
couneil ¢4 the Laterry crd proposed wlaw, not,
e fosme.dy, fovivdiog weiely tie mariiage of
" privsts, but conunaeding every priest to pui
awav s wiie, aed requiring all Lymen to
Cabetyin from any saoed office whwih avy
weodded priest avight presuineio celemate, Ne-
ver was Ieaislaive ivcesight o veriiied by e
reselt, Wihat the areet Council of Nicea had
atfemptadin vela, the Bishops n_’:'smn_lr.'cd‘i‘n tire
¢ puesesiee of Hiluch and accomplished, athis L~
stenve wtonce, effecaabiy, ang for ever. La-
i wentuble indved were the comphaiuts, bt rile
[ repreaches, vl sulleecis Webe G miost
soered s thus o be tom asander ot the
Drushless Bidding of on Lialian pifest ! Were
D men o become anselsy o wete angels to be
 brougit dows 101 hearen 10 minlsicr ameng
Cmen?  Bloqacac: wis never moze pathelic,
[ o e josty or mote unevaitiog. Prelute wfter
prebeie stleneed these coinplainis by austere
rebulies. Lewaty after legute eritved with
papal meniaces W tie remoustrints.  Mouks
Cond abhots preached the contineney tiey st
leost profeseed. Kings aod baress langhed
over their capsat neany Lmerry tae of - con-
palsosy divoee.  Mobs pelied, heoted, and
besmearcd with profuie and- diily baptisins
the uniappy victims o pouiilical sigour. It.

os 1 sbugede not to be profossed—Ubroken

postuletions subsided 10lo Ranmus, and mar- |
muts were ioswned in the zeseral shout of
viciory.  Jight hundied yeas heve since
pussed away?  Awidst the wieck of luws,”
opinions, and  instiieions, this decree “oi
Hitcohrand®s stilt roles the Latin Chueel in .
evesy lund where secrifices are offered on he!
alters. - Among us, but not of us,—vuluing
tlivie rigbis us viuzens, chnefly us dnsirumental |
to their. powers s churchmen—ministess: ol
love, to whom-the hewt b 2 hasband wnda
Guher s o inseratable nystery—teachers of |
dutics, the most spercd of which: they may
not l.riwliscmcmnpcliud duily lo guze o the,i
1est pollutedd divage:y of mun’s Lallen heart,y
but detivd the retnge of netuze” from apot=
fuled Tinagmition—professors "ol  virtue, ot !
which, from the deathof the tightcous . Abeb
down to the . birth of the fervent. Peier, no
solitary exaniple is reconded-in. Holy Win—
exeluded, from - that - posthuwous  lise jn

reinote deseendents, the devout anticipation of
which énabled the patsiarchs to'walk meekly,
batexalting'y with their God—the sacercorul
caste 8 {1 thounianes $n -every Christian lond,?

From the most rsmote Chrdstian sutiguily,

of the unmanicd to the conjugal stete is bat

custymhiod been enforced by cdiuis‘und men-
But neture -
Dad trimnphed ever tindition, and had proved

boawvas, o pro-
fanation well aduptod 1o rouse the jealousy,

o . . bl euneeinnte. oF tie
1 fo- wuuldd LIe cunsCitite, G taeg = 70 .
han ; “ing for three centuries that they have been

hers, would be pece but eifective s

the imperishable and gloomy  monument of
that far-sighted genius which thus devised the
means of. papal despotism, und of that short-
sighled wisdom wiich pronnsed 10 “itsell  that
despotism as a Jegilimete and laudable end.—
Edinburgh Reviewer—Macovlay.

SAINT-WORSHIP.

We are engaged in our wpostle’s condem-
nation of the most futalof the corruptions be-
Leinning to appear at Colesse, saiut-woiship,
Ullis corroption we- dwell onat the greater
lenth, because it is, as we think, the centre
{pointof the whole episile. We heve shown the
“mauner of e introduction of this incipientevil
s amongst the Colossians—its feaiful progress in
“the . western church, till, at the second
"Council of Nice, und the Synod of Trent,

the full-blown idol-worship was established,
‘Ilie copious mropliecies ulsu of this apostacy
 bave bieen adveried to end the preofs of the
'present doetrines und praciives of the Chuich
of Rome exhibited from her aknowledged
forn-ule ries, Ve have proceeded aiso to the
tmeluvcho’y task of showing the strorg leaning
'to popery, including the invocativn ol engels
c2nd sainis, which has marked moie vnd more,
(inapid pogression, the wiitings of (he Trac-
tarien divines, We go on to tle specific
grounds of the epostle’s condenmation of this
demonolatious woiship 3 and shall afterwaids
heve to consider, us we pioposed, his judgn.ent
on the thinl cless of corruptives et Colosse
flowing Dom it namely, the zusterities im-
posed, without @ pretence of divine zuthority,

nzing doctors § which witl bring us to St
Pauf’s description of the resl neeibod of man’s
senctitication, as contrasted wiih all this su-
persiitition, by rising with Clizist fricia an e rth-
-y end idoletrous religion, and setting our af-
fections on Ln as our only. Mediator, at the
Uright hond of the Majesty on Ligh.

Some appearsnce ok coatroversial discussion
is unavoidabde in the progress of our uigh
arzument,  We maust place tie monsier abo-
minaiion in its true light, We must not allew
general objeciions o the theologicel debate,
wed dewands tor a false peace to peevail on us
tv give those evils by our silence the time 10
wo:k themselves again unobsesved into the
miads of our younger chrizy,  The peace
of Christ wust be tounded on the truth of
Christ, 1t is otherwise treachiery 10 nar Mas-
tec’s vause. - The Jesuits have been consplain-

m sundesstood. o Ur. Wisenan does the same
‘up Lo:ibis moment, . { )
wonder tiat'the Tiact divines foliow “thein in
this es inother things, Tutwe must hot syffer
the goneral” reluctineg to - controversy which
pois e most justly feel
1 slon e ]

stus LElijaliwith i
: prophe tathit,
;olutrous conlelnporaries, ssicur lilessed
Lord-awith the Seriios: dnd: Pharisees, ori St
Pl wit alatians atd foiiheni
Lords siile i end rselves like men

g j s inceed, 1 dolig this, net
Lt iy ol to fmpuie untves, not
L0 proceed on mere reporls or Tumowis, Lot {0
Cbe betrayed into the Jeast personality or acri-
moay ; much less o suut up the way of a re-

Cturn to the paths of the Gospel to those who

have been partiaily drawn wside 5 on the con-
tary, we nrast ever speak the truth in love”?
And, above all, we nust contect wival we say
vin comdemsnation of viior wiih a direet and
Pelear expesition ef the peison zud glory of
Christ as the ouly Medintor md Inteicessor
and then in a spint of hamble prayer to God
for his gruce and blessing, we inust % contend
carnestly for he faith onee delivered to the
saints? M s A erisis of war Prelestant
“Chiurch.  The Relormelion wus gained by a
tpublic and decided avowal of thie truih of the
Go<pely and an unshrinking yrotest against the
idolatry of Rowe, Humun cnseunents fol-
Towed mihe weke of this fal. htal testimony
but did net precede ite U was the tone of the
public mind, wwokenad by the Scriplures, that
i led to the Juws which estublisheu the Refors
Pmation jn varieus oihier countries, and, akove
[ allyinour own.  The pulpitand the press must
reiein what they then won,

I speak thus Lecause the ground of our
{apostle’s condennation of the aagei-woship
at Colosse touches the most viial points uf
Chiistianity. Lhey are no commuen or subor-
dinate matters, A presusiptuous inlrasion into
things nat seeny—ilie inllation of the canal
S ,—a toal seperation and abseision tiom

Christ ;—sach are the real sources of this ido-
Latry, and such its lremendous consd quences §
Cwhatever garb of hamility or of zeul in the
exiernal ondinvnces ol religion they may. as--
suae, or even of what is acconnied wisdom by
the world. Thisisa cose of lile and death.

'

i~ Tt Lishopof Calculla, on the Epistle to the

Colossiens.

REJOICE WITH TREMBLING.. -

There aic scasons when there appears a
reality, a life, a wirmth, inour religion. Our
love is anient, our faith. stedfast, our “hope
towering. ~ Our mouuthin staids stronig 3 and
then we say, that we shall never be moved
that emotions so. deep.and powerful 1 ust be
lust'ing, . Dut let a few days, or perhaps only a
{ew Loars pass away, and what is our far guuge |
hen? ¢« The “Lord hath’ hid his face from
us, and we are toubled.” - All our lovely "
teelings are gene.. Our “soaring hopes ure:

ccheanged lnto gloomy apprehensions ; our glow-
Cingjoys inio it most dlslrcssing coldnesss . We

stillmeke a C hrist'an profession ; but we look’
into onrs Ives, ind can’see litile or uothing
the:é;* which warrants ity nothinz which 'dis-
tingu.shes  the:” sanctified - from . the  warldly -
heart. - Now, this . paintul -experience. shouid,.
caution usawdinst attaching toe muvh impop-

tane: to Lyvely frames. ind feelings. When-
wao enjoy them, it shouid tedch its'to expedt -

their. departure  when - we' aredustitute- of |

them, to remeniber thal by prayer iid e~

We must not, therefore,

om fsalah o dhialudchy with ™




