
Il
March RO, 1882.) dominion CHURCHMAN.

168
Hot. John Langtry, wliioli, I rogiot to note, evades 
the roal points ut issue. I nui not going to follow him 
in hi" personalities. He askod questions which I 
iinsworo'l- To those answers ho has not in fact re 
nlieJ. Ho has not cliosim to tnko my language an.i 
answer it, hut ho begins with assumptions of his own, 
such as I gather from all that Mr. Blake, ami you, 
Mr. Editor, have written,"—1 I may safely assume,” 
•• I think tho inference is fair." And then setting up 
the inferences, tho creations of his own fancy, he pro 
coeds to play with them according to his wlmn. 
Take two of these inferences : il.t “ That the only 
true loyal members of the Reformed Church of Eng 
laud are those who call themselves Evangelical." °l 
never said so. and no inference of the kind can truly 
be drawn from what 1 have written ; (2.1 “That 
those who are called High Churchmen or 
Sacerdotal 1sth, as tho fashion now is, are false to Re
formation principles.” To this statement I make a 
similiar reply. 1 think it most unfair to describe all 
High Churchmen as SacerdoUtlists. I IhiHcvc that a 
large body of old- fashioned High Churchmen in the 
Church of England cannot 1*> classed as Sacerdotal 
ists. I gave the verbatim language of Messrs. Lthg 
try and Ford which proved, whether it be rigjit or 
wrong, that not only they hold th *se views but that 
they claim that these views represent the true teach
ing of our Church, and therefore also represent the 
teaching which they are bound to give. In snpjiort 
of this (and I repeat it in evidence of the truth of my 
assertionl, I quoted what Mr. Ford said in justifies 
tion of such teaching, “ The Lord and tho Apostles 
taught a religiou of the kind, commonly called Sacra
mental, Sacerdotal, High Church ; " and Mr. Langtry 
stated “ Those persons sneered at tho notion that the 
priest alone, because of his Sacerdotal ixiwers, had 
authority to dispense the Sacraments and to liestow 
absolution, but no man could get away from the fact 
that these doctrines which were assailed, were the 
doctrines of the Church of England." I further
? [noted from H addon and pointed to Blunt ; but so 
ar from any disapproval of the principles there 

enunciated, Mr. Langtry goes off on a side issue.
We protest against these very Sacerdotal principles, 

whether in the germ or the fall grown tare. They 
have in the last fifty years wrought untold evil in our 
Church, and their growth must not be allowed here. 
When the teaching of these two gentlemen was ob
jected to. the answer was, these are but temporary 
appointments—others will be appointed in their place, 
and it was stated that they wonld be sacrificed, but 
there is no warrant for the conclusion that those who 
appointed them will be satisfied with any teaching 
less pronounced in its Sacerdotalism than theirs. It 
certainly will be a new departure if the Bishop of 
Ontario assents to any change in that direction.

I asserted of Haddon's book that it was “ pervaded 
with Romish teachings," and that it was a text book 
at Trinity. To this Mr. Langtry answers. “ It is pre
scribed as a text-book for the Ordination Examination 
by tlie|Bishop of Toronto,whom Mr. Blake has publicly 
endorsed and proclaimed as a thoroughly Protestant 
and Evangelical Bishop. The pnpils in the Pro
testant Episcopal Divinity School are, therefore, in
structed in the book which Mr. Blake, the head-centre 
of the School, declares to be pervaded with Romish 
teaching."

The present Bishop of Toronto did not prescribe 
this as a text-book. The Sacerdotal party, in 
power before his appointment, prescribed it amongst 
other books. Wrhen the present Bishop succeeded to 
office he found these books prescribed ; and. like 
most men, he was naturally-slow to change the sub
jects for examination, prescribed and acted upon, 
before he became Bishop. As long as this book is 
prescribed, as otii on which students are to be ex
amined, it must be read by all candidates for Orders, 
u read under the direction of lecturers, who hold 
Haddon's views, the effect will manifestly be to indoc
trinate the students with these most pernicious teach 
mgs. Whilst, if studied under the guidance of an 
earnest Evangelical teacher, the student will have 
pointed out to him the fallacies and errors of a theory 
contrary alike to Scripture and to history. Only in 
this way, and because it is on the diocesan list, is its 
Qse tolerated in the Divinity School. Students pre
paring for ordination at Trinity must also read it. 
But in this case with this essential difference, that 
those at least who formerly controlled its curriculum 
were those who monidea the diocesan list. The case 
18 ^ne even worse than I had previously stated.

The misstatement of Mr. Langtry as to what took 
c,° ?n his introducing Blunt’s Key to the Prayer 

Book into the Bishop Strachan School does not alter 
■f '• Mr. Langtry can at any moment learn,— 
u the Bishop did not give him, as I believe he did,— 
tne name of the gentleman who made the remon
strance and who caused its withdrawal. Mr. Langtry 
wys he has never read the' book. Upon another oc
casion he stated that he was ignorant of the introduc
tion of a catechism into his own Sunday-school, 
wtuch, on a remonstrance being made, was with- 
orawn. It matters little whether it is ignorance or 
carelessness that causes these results. In any case it

Shows the need of watchfulness, and the duty ef all 
T U) T thüri«ht*nd the privilege which
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With your permission I shall reply to other points 
‘ 1 • Langtry has iaised, in your next.

Yours truly,
Toronto, March 1 Ihh-j. s. H Bi vki
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Silt,—Mr. Blake belongs to a profession in which 
tho precept “ If you lia ve no case, abuse the plaintiff 
and hrowheat the witnesses of the opposite side," is 
too widely acted upon. The lion, gentleman enjoys 
the reputation of having reduced this anti-christian 
precept to practical and scientific perfection. He is 
evidently trying its j>ower over your readers, and so 
begins by accusing me of “ personalities," and of 
drawing unfounded “ assumptions." It is fortunate 
that in holding over my letter until an attempt conld 
be made to counteract its effects, you have pat in 
the power of your readers to see for themselves, 
without the trouble of turning back, what foundation 
there is for those accusations. I have no doubt, from 
what 1 know of some of them, that they will not feel 
very grateful to the lion, gentleman for treating them 
as intellectual ninnies.

Mr. Blake says that it is a foolish assumption of 
mine that he and you, Mr. Editor, have implied in all 
that you have said and written, “ That the only true, 
loyal members of the Reformed Church of England 
are those who call themselves Evangelicals, and that 
those who are called High Churchmen, or Sacerdotal- 
ists, as the fashion now is, are false to Reformation 
principles" He denies that he has ever said anything 
of the kind, or that any such inference can truly be 
drawn from what be bas written ! ! ! This is news 
indeed. I am certain that there is not one in a ban 
dred of his followers, or of yonr readers, who has not 
with myself been guilty of this “ unfounded assump
tion." The very reason for the existence of the 
Church Association, the Evangelical Churchman, and 
the Divinity School, was the alleged departure of 
High Churchmen from Reformation principles. And 
in the very speech which gave occasion to this cor
respondence, Mr. Blake expressed his conviction that 
it was hardly less than a miracle that so many people 
had stack to the Church in spite of the teaching of 
the men (all old-fashioned High Churchmen) who 
have for a long time had possession of the parishes.

Bat now it appears that all this was mere bun
combe. He did not mean anything by these accusa
tions. High Churchmen are good Protestants and 
right royal members of the Church of England after 
all I only they mast be old fashionbd High Church
men. Mr. Blake reads me ont of that list, and de
nounces me as a Sacerdotalist because I said that “the 
Church of England undoubtedly teaches that the 
priest alone, because of his sacerdotal powers, has 
authority to dispense the Sacraments and to bestow 
absolution." Now can Mr. Blake mention any High 
Churchmen, old fashioned or new fashioned, in Eng
land, the United States, or Canada, who will not en
dorse every word of this statement. Nay, can he

Kint to any Low Churchman, who has ever read his 
ayer Book through,who will deny tbSt the Church of 
England does by express statement limit absolution 

and the administration of the Sacrament of the Lord’s 
Sapper, to the priest alone. And yet for saying what 
the Church of England says, he denounces me as unfit 
to be trusted as one of her teachers.

Mr. Blake says, "I asserted of Haddon’s book that 
it was pervaded with Romish teaching, and that it 
was a text-book at Trinity.” I told Mr. Blake, on 
authority, that the latter part of this statement was 
wholly untrue, that Haddon was not, and never had 
been, a text-book at Trinity. And yet he does not re
tract his statement, or express any sorrow for it, bat 
implies again, though he dare not say so, that it is 
true. I pointed out to him that in spite of his de
nunciation of it, as being pervaded with Romish 
teaching, it was prescribed by the Bishop of Toronto 
as a text-book for the Ordination Examination. Mr. 
Blake says this was the evil work of the Sacerdotal 
party who were in power here before the Bishop’s 
appointment, and that the poor Bishop of Toronto has 
not yet had courage to change the poisoned list his 
predecessor had left him. I oan only say for myself 
that I do not believe a word of Mr. Blake’s impudent 
accusation of my Bislfcp. I am persuaded that if 
Haddon’s book were justly chargeable with the errors 
which Mr. Blake says it is, no consideration of fear 
or interest wonld induce the Bishop to have it on the 
list of Ordination text-books for a single hour. Mr. 
Blake tells ns farther that so long as Haddon “ is pre
scribed as a text-book, it must be read by all candi
dates for Orders, even though it be pervaded with 
Romish errors; but if studied under an earnest 
evangelical teacher, the student will have pointed out

to him the fallacies and errors of a theory contrary 
alike to Scripture and history.' Now what does this 
mean ? The Bishop prescribes a text-book to he 
mastered by candidates for Ordination because he 
wishes them to he instructed in the Itheory which it 
sets forth, as the theory that is in full harmony 
with Scripture and history. But the earnest evan 
gehcal teacher helps them to get up the book, so as 
to be able to pass the examination, and be accepted

the Bishop as orthodox Churchmen, while he has 
taught them to believe the very opposite of what their 
answers imply that they believe. That the theory 
which their answers imply is based upon fallacies and 
errors contrary alike to Scripture and history. $ 
Mr. Editor, if I were in your place, I would cut off 
my right hand before I wonld be guilty of such dis- 
honesty, before I would allow students, for whom I 
was responsible, to study a Ixiek which I believed to 
lie pervaded with Romish error.

But again Mr. Blake says that “ the diocesan list 
winch contains the Romish book was moulded by 
those who formerly controlled the curriculum of 
Trinity College." Now I speak with authority when I 
tell Mr. Biake that that statement is a pure fiction 
absolutely, and in every sense of the word, untrue! 
Those who controlled the curriculum of Trinity Col
lege had nqthing whatever to do with moulding that 
list. The late Bishop Bethune and the present ex 
amining chaplain, Mr. Stennett, are alone respon
se for that list, and if they are to be de* nbed as 
" the Sacerdotal party " I would like to know where 
Mr. Blake will find the old-fashioned High Church
men of whom he speaks. -

Mr. Blake denounces Haddon in his last letter as a 
Sacerdotalist,because he says without bishop no pres
byters ; without bishops and presbyters no legitimate 
certainty of Sacraments, without Sacraments no certain 
union with the Body of Christ, viz: with His Church • 
without this no certain union with Christ ; and with
out that union no salvation.” This is all Mr. Blake 
quotes, and upon this he remarks as follows: “It 
thus substitutes external conformity to an Episcopal 
Church, and the partaking of the Sacraments for 
faith in the Lerd Jesus Christ as the means of salva
tion. It is, therefore, a system in direct opposition to 
the plain teaching of the Gospel.” Now, will it be 
believed that the following words, as Mr. Ross Brown 
pointed oat in the Dominion Churchman of last week 
follow immediately upon those quoted by Mr. Blake? 
Yet with these necessary provisos at each step by 
the very nature of the moral laws and attributes of 
Almighty God—first, if those outward things may be 
had,and next with every allowance for ignorance preju
dice,er necessity ; and lastly and above all, as a system 
lubiervumt and ministering, both bo a true faith, and to 
a living religion and hearty love of Christ in the soul. 
The units of God’s Church must each be themselves 
centres of God’s truth and grace ; they must be living 
stones, and yet none the le& bnilt into one temple. 
Anyone then who holds apostolic succession, which 
is indeed otherwise unmeaning and superfluous, holds, 
of necessity, this whole scheme at doctrine.” ThieMr 
Blake emits, because it shows that Haddon 
the very opposite of what he says he teaches. I do 
not know how such conduct may be regarded in the 
mosphere of what Mr. Blake calls Evangelicalism. But 
I do knew that the saintly founders of that School and 
every man who is worthy-of the »»■^ will 
look with simple abhorrence on it. Nay, a Seneca, 
or a Plato, or a Cato, or any decent heathen who had 
nob perverted his natural conscience, would have 
scorned to be guilty of such dishonest and dishonour
able conduct.

Mr. Blake says: “ The misstatement of Mr. Lang
try as to what took place on introducing Blunt’s Kev 
to the Prayer Book into the Bishop Strachan School 
does not alter the fact." Now, if Mr. Blake had the 
instincts of a gentleman, I would ask him either to 
prove that I have been guilty of misstating the facts 
or to retract and apologise for the accusation. But 
if Mr. Blake had the instincts of a gentleman he 
would not have written it, and therefore I no 
request from him. In his former letter he amnir*^ 
that Blunt’s Key to the Praya Book was ordered out 
of the Bishop Strachan School by the late Bishop, on 
a ^monstrance made to him by a layman of this dio
cese. I told him that this statement was amply 
and urfivery sense untrue. He has not the 
to retract and apologise for that statement, but snb- 
stitntes for it the following statement : “ Mr. Langtry 
can at any moment learn, if the Bishop did notgive 
him,as I believe he did,the name of tho gentleman who 
made the remonstrance, and who caused the with
drawal." I beg to tell Mr. Blake that his amended 
statement is equally with the other absolutely, and in 
every sense of the word, untrue. The Bishop-never 
gave me any name, and never spoke to me about the 
v i. -ii * —» — 'ir. Blake is satisfied with the

placed himself In this matter,.
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i nothing to urge against i 
Yours, etc.,

Jon* Lahotot-


