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NO. XIII.
REv. Sin :--Many Catholie doctrines

and practices, noW rejected by most Pro-
testant Episcopalians, wrero retaned in
the first Prayer Book Of Edward VI.-
Auricular contcssion was recommended,
and the power of giving absolution, in Ilie
proper sense of the word, was clearly no-
knuwledged ; prayers for the dead were
en.oined ; oil was used et confirmation ;
thue sick iere annointud according te the
porecept of St. James; altarswero rotained;
aind many other Cathutic practices,-
wloich, sincu the prayer bouk fias become
'ripe with experience,'arc characterized as
superstitiuns-were eijoinud by tho Eng-
hsih Reformers during their first fervor.
Alany phrates wre aise retamned which
would scem te convoy Catholic doctrimes,
which the Reforniers.rejected : but these
were cvidently retaned for no other pur-
pose than te satisfy the multitudo, and
eventuahy te destroy the belief of thin
amongst those who would use that book•

The "Prayer Book" un this state, if
we believe the Oxford Tract vrters, and
most others of the high church party, re-
presented fully the views of Cranmer. It
is, therefore, in their cyes, the standard
of Anglican orthodoxy, and every change
smnco made, has been a retrogradation
frons the perfect work thon accomplisli,
cd (1) The Reformers of that age hov-
ever, did net think so. Bucer declaimed
agairst it as containing ''high treason,
against God."(2) Calvin thundered fromt
Geneva against il ; lie denounced it as 'a
mass of Popery' "le hîad his agents in
the (Englisi) court, the country, the uni-
versities by whom lue drives on. his de-
signs in aIl parts ut once."-"He resol-
ved te miake his way through (the Calvin-
istic party) te the mark lue aimed at,
whicli was to have the churci depoend up-
on his d.rection, and net te be less esti-
niable luere than in other places."(3)-
The hisory of the changes eicffted by
the Calvinistic party, show how far Cal-
vin succeeded in his views, and proves
that the "Prayer Book" bears the mark
of umany hands, from the ancient fathers
down te the ultra reformers of the 16th
cetitur>', net avon cxcepting tise Arian
Ociinus, and John A. Lasco, vîose ini-
roacy with the refugees in Mary's reign,
caused then te be regarded vith distrust
even by the Lutherans of Gernmany.(4)

Bucer and Peter Martyr, bath rank
Ca! inists, were invited ovt r ta England
Ly Cranmer ; and se much deference was
paid thon, tihai, as they d:l not under-
stand the Englislh tongue, Latin versions
of the ',Prayer Book" were p rq areJ ex.
pressly for tihem,(5) that they might sug-
gost wiatevcr improvements they thought
necessary. Bucer was exhortod by Cal.
va to resist openlytle remains of Catho.
i&e y pre:ç rvpd i th-tt bonk.'6) Martyr,
whcse conscience allowed him te accept
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a canonry in England, but would nover,
pornmit himt to vear a surphico,(7) bemng
"refreslhod" by tha assurance whîlel ho0
received from Choko that "if thoy theni-
solves (the revisers of the Liturgy) would
not change what otglt te ho changed,
the King (Ed ward VI.) would do it him-
self,(S)-pressed forward his Cnlvilustic
views. looper could lot, mideed, co.op-
orato in the bcgining in the great work ;
ho would not coimcide in the temporisng
policy of the other Roformers ; but, even
vch a bishopric in viow, "donounced mi

the fiercest language the habits, the coun-
cil and the ordinal."(U) Cranmer, how-
cver, havmng endeavoured in vain to satis-
fy hin by argument, resorted t lis fa-
vorite specifie, and by imprisoning him in
the Fleet, enabiod him to reconcilo his
conscience te bo consccrated in the usual
vestments, which, morceover, lie promised
te wcar on very soloma occasions. In
the mean time, the primate himself
was "brouglht to sotinder views hy John
A. Lasco[10] the Arian, in which, un-
doubtedly, lie must have been considera-
bly aided by the assurance ho received
from the King, that unless ho proceeded
te expunge or alter the obnoxious passa-
ges. the task should ho assigned te more
willing hands, or undertaken by him,
self.[11]

Preparations for a change being thus.
made, Hooper began his attacks on altars.
A hint was sufficient "te put the though•a
of the alteration into the heads of some
great mon about the' court, who thoreby
promised themselves no small hopes of
profit, by the disfuraishing the altars et
the hangings, pails, plate, and other rich
utensils, which every parish, more or less,
had provided for them."[12] Slortly
after, an order of council vas issued,
commanding altars te he taken down.-
The order was "signed by seven laymon
but only one bishop (Ely,) besides the
Archbishop."[13] The ordor vas fol-
lowed by the usual auxiliary appliances.
"Day, bishop of Chichester, was deposed
for not pulling down the altars in his dio'
cese."1141 The bishop o Winchestor,
and Heath Of Worcester, wore treated in
a similar manner, and thon imprisoned :
the acquiesceonce, or co.operation, of tho
other prelates was secured by those meas-
tires,

The alterations suggested by Calvin
and his agents in England wero now in-
troduced into the "Prayer Book"-.-if not
fully-as fer, il may he confidently said,
as thm framers of the book decmed it safe
to adopt them.

The Oxford Tract writers, speaking or
"thte severe shock" man's minds recoived
"thiough the profanations thon carried
on, tell us that, "in taking away the tares,
they uprooted the wheat also, and in en-
deavoring with a rude band to oradicate
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Romilh misbeluof, they ivent liard te in.
troduto unolhuf."[15] They tenk thoy
carn fisd umuo traces uf the essential fea-
turcs of a christian iturgy in wihat yet ro-
mains, but they admit that " the whole
doctrine of the Euchartst was thon alter-
ed."[1J

The shock, liowevcr, whiclh mun's
minds roceived, must not b dated fromt
this stop. Tha reformation itsolf, as it is
called, was the truo opoch of unsottlinbg
men's minds. Whlen the witness of truth
whichs God lias establislied was despised,
vlen mon wore fuund hardy enough te

say that the church, which Christ h.d re-
deemed vith his blood, to which he had
taugit ail truth, and promised that his spi,
rit should abido vith il for over, lied, for
ages, sanctioned superstition, whiat barrier
cuuld thoso mor place to the vanderiigs
of human fancy ?-or what claim could
they put forward te respect for thoir own
acts, which did not condemn thomsclvos
vith infinitely more force in tieir own
revolt against .he faith of all Christen-
dom i Thoir own acts gavo an impulse
which they could not check ; the weak
mind of man,-which had been strength.
cned by Christian faith, resting on an
immoveable basis,--once placed as the
ground vork of the new system, imparted
its own wcakness and instability te the
superincumbent structure ;-hnce reli-
gion, which lad hithorto beamed with its
own light, was made te reflect the fancies
and the follies of overy passing moment ;
and the d-finite form il assumed vas no-
cessarily but the effect of the impulse
wvhich circumstances impressed on the
mmids of mon, some of wYhom may have
imagined they wore following the dictates
of heaven.

That the mnovemeat hy %which Cranmer
was guided, or which lie d, hias c nard,
-ta tho English church was hurrying
on te pure Calvanisni. or wvorse, moy lie
collected fron the Oxford writers them-
selves. "Religion, they tell us, "vas
for tho tinta, made la Sainfui occupation'
and God's holy namo vas blasphemd;
bad mon (were) supplanting one another
and bishops scarcely lifting up one warn-
ing voice against the sacrilege, but sub-
rnitting to enforce it ; (se that the days
tfQueen Mary came as a relief wheroin
those oe ofui reformation sufiered not si-
ned.")(17) Courayer, a man evidently
in tie secrets of the Anglican party, ivho,
though ho was ashamed te enrol himself
ainng its members, undertook to dfend
it ij some points, tells us, that "it is but
too apparent that the chief aim of these
divines and prolates" (Cranmer ad lar,
low) "was te extinguish episcopacy." 1lS)

Afier sîating tihe genral character f
the alterations of th Prayer Book as e-
sulting from or given in explanations by
tho most orthodoxof your own churc4.
we shall now turin te the book itself, and
sec what can be Icarned fron the nature
of the charges introduced into it. From
this examination, information of import-
ance may b acquired, net only regarding
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the book nnd ito framers, but aise regard-
ing the a,.inus of thoso modern 8• church-
men," vile appoar te thowaet se hitterly
the changes iiitroduced .tlirough the agen..
cy of foreign refurmers."(10)

I hato already stated iy opinion on
this suiject ; in the beginnng those mon
altered as much as they fe:t able te alter
withi safety. To - ake thcir views b ro-
coived more easily, tliey retained words
which scemed te sanction the Catiolicdoc
trine, or retained the doctrine itself when
they feared too much opposition; but the
way ras mark.'d out by which its tota
ronoval miglut b casily efiected. The
anxiety of modern high churchmen ap-
peurs to. aris entiruly fre the necessity,
that is now felt, te payeonie respect to
christian antiquity; this leads them te do-
sire the usu of a phraseology that would
seon te approach the ancient while they
admit Very little more of real doctrine than
is oxpressed by the modern forms, they
and the natural rening of the phrases
they use. Another object kept in vioew in
the modifications of the Prayer Book, was
to.amalgamate [I ufc an Oxford phrase]
the most clashiug tenets, and reconcile
diflerences by designedly using ambigu-
ous words, which each of the combatants
could interpret as ho pleased.

To give an instance of this, 1 will con-
fine myself in this letter to the confession
andabsolution, the history of which in the
Protestant Episcopal church, I will traco
down to your Amorican edition.

During Henry's reign, a belief in the
usefulness acd neccssity of auricular can-
fossion was enforced by the severest mea-
sures. It furmed the sixth of the femous
ardcles of religion. Cranmer, of course,
agreed, or. at least, acted as if he agreed,
with the King on this as vell as every
otlier point. "TThe King's Book" and
"Tho Bishop's Book" taught this dis-
tinctly.

When the new communion service was
framed in Edward's reign, an alteration
took place ; but the lime has net yet come
for proclaiming openly the Calvinistic
doctrine. The very wvord "auricular
confession"' was retained; the priest ex-
horted thoso who desired it, to come tu
him te make their confession ; but those
who thought it nocessary ta do se were
commanded net to trouble such as,deem-
ing it unnecessery, abstained fro the
sane. [20] This was already a great
stop; the widening process had now be-
gun. As the communion service was the
only thing thon changed, and as the royal
boy of ton required "all loving subjects so
stfy and quiet themselves,. -.. teiaent
to folew aulhority accordiag te theo beued-
n duty of'subcs and net entb iivng tha

rua befere,"- (21]-we must helieve tisai
this confession was te bo practised accord-
ing te former usage.

In the first book of Edward VI., thing
remained nearly in. the same state, if we
except the chango that necessarily follow-
cd the abolishing of the ancient ritual. ID
the exhortation te communion, those whO
required comfort or counsel wore xbort-
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