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S A UTIME AND BTERNITY.
Catelithen, O ¥ catel the transient hour
g mprove each mioment as it fliney H
Life's 1 shart summer, man a flower, -
Hedies ! Alas ! how svon he dies.~Jonxsoy,

- Why shrinks the soul
;l}&ck on herself and startles at destriction ?
'l‘l_'s the divinity that stirs within us,
"T'is henven wself that points out an hereafter,
And intimates eternity to man, !
Eternity ! thou pleasing dreadful thought !
.- . { Avpisox,

‘[ Huary by the high-priest for sin, are burned without

{ sanctify the “people ‘with his own. blood, suffered

‘Jthe altar which we have, and the bodies of the
_{ beasts which are burned without the camp. - The
equivalent words in the 12th verse to the < altar”

of the 10th verse, are, * Jesus who suflered that
he might sanctify the people with his blood.* The
altar, then, and” Jesus' who suffered, are synoni-
mous terms ; and the ‘lesson conveyed to the He-
brews by the apostle is, that none who do not forsake

CHRIST, THE EVANGELICAL ALTAR.
& Sermon, :
preached before the University of Ocfordy on Sun-
day, December 8thy 1514,
WY THE RZV. FRANCIS JEUNE, D. C. L.

Masler of Pembroke College, Canon of Gloucester,

and late Dean of Jersey,
Hesr. xmn. 10,

We have an altar, whereo! they have no right to eat

who serve the tabernaele.

The word * in the text, rendered ¢ altar,” s
nol classical, but was used to denote a Jewish, not a
pagan, altar, It was applied at an early period in
the Christian Church to the Lord’s tahle ;and this
use ef the term, though incautious and unfortunate
as the event has shown, was perhaps innocent, bhe-
fore the monstrous figment of transubstantiation had
been devised by superstition, and tricked ont by the
subtlety of ihe schools. - When our reformers were
raised by the Lord to cleanse his sanctuary, they
found. that altars, so-called, and the idolatrous sef-
vice of Lthe mass, were inseparably associated in the
minds of men, and that the defenders of the exist-
ing svstem maintained in controversy, that altars
implied, as their correlatives, a material and pro-
per sacrifice, and sacrificing priesthood : it became
their duty, therefore, to eject the word from our Ji-
turgy, and the thing from our churches. The lan-
guage of the prophet Hosea had become but too ap-
plicable : « Because Ephraim hath made many . al-
tars to sin, altars shall be uato him to sin.®?  There
is no scriptural authority for the literal use of the
word in connexion with the services of the Church
of Christ,  Tiwo passages onlIy have been adduced

;- thon ‘bring thy gift to the altary’? which, however,
.cannot refer, as bishop Jeremy Taylor well observes,

““-to oblations at the eucharisf, an institution which

P did not yet cxist, but contains a precept intended to

- regulate-the: conduct of ‘ourLord’s disciples, while
- they were still bound to the services of -the. Jewish
o temples i The''second passage isiour lext's o text

o -worded that we cannot :leet surpriseq “inat vz
' s writersylike those of the Douai catechisin
d tomanizing divines: among “ourselves,
ould have urged it as legilim '
‘Wward " in their sense; and as coné

tillors,” however, of the' papal parly

Féduced into “an “abandonment “of the so

ind - inters

- pretation of ‘the best ancient writers; adopted by the.

greatestof theischool divines. . .- . ;
{7« The altar is Christ himself,?? says Cyril of Alex-
“andria, ¢ Altare crux Cliristiy velipse Christus,?
_writes” Thomas Aquinas, as quoted in the ¢ Biblia
Masxima.?”  However strongly honest disputants
may be inclined to defend on other grounds the be-
liefy that we have in our churches unfigurative al-
tars, an atoning sacrifice, and a proper. priesthood,
they must feel that, to represent St. Paul as speak-
ing here of @ material altar, is to set at naught the
whole tenor of his argument in the epistle to the
Hebrews. His object in writing it was, to keep
some of his brethren in Christ, who were also his
brethren accerding to the flesh, from relapsing into
the fajth of their fathers. It would seem that, un~
der the pressure of a perseculion from which the
unconverted Jews were free, they were fain to fisten
to seducing doctors, who urged, as we may infer
from . St. ‘Paul’s arguments, the glorious origin
of the ancient law, ifs promulgation by angels
through - the mediation of DMoses, its consoling sa-
crifices, the ready means of access lo God, through a
divinely-commissioned priesthood, which it offers,
as so many reasons for abandoning the religion’ set
forth by the crucified Jesus ; a religion which has
no slately ritual, no mediators on carth, no visible
sacrifices. . ‘To meet these considerations; §t. Paul
-assests, in his sublime epistle, that our greal sulva-
tion has for its author the eternal God'; forits dis-
penser the Lord of angels, {he only begotien Son,
the builder of the house ; for its sacrifice, not the
blood of ‘bulls and goats, hut Christ offered once for
all j for its'atonement, the blood. sprinkled before
the. mercy-seat .in hedven ;. access to God, not
through men compassed with infirmity, ‘ministering
ina temple made with hands, but through a divine
and sinless, yeltempted and ‘sympathizing, High
Priest, exercising his office on the right hand of the
Majesty on high. Inshort, his object is to- show
-that every blessing, which made the Jew proud of
. the old covenant, is supplied'by. a corresponding
blessing in the new 3 wilh this essential difference,
‘that cvery-thing in-the old is in ilself shadowy,; in-
effoctual,. unreal, though :material and - langible ;
whiley in- the new, .all is unseen and spiritual, yet
- alone. true and operative. -1t is impossible, therefore,
1o conceive that, at. the close of. his argument;-he
should intend to:speak of a material ohject o con-

“ {rast with the Jewish altar some analogous piece of

furniture found in the places of Christian assemblies.
No ;. it is of aspiritual blessing that he boasts. - He

" uses the term as an-ordinary and compendious /mode
. 'of expressing the. sacrifice wrought upon an " altary
- or.the benefits-which-are thence derived:to the wor-

“shipper. S R R T
;».»!H‘\e_same figure is found in"another passage

sacrificed. s This interprelation:is placed:beyond al

althew’s Gospel ;¢ 1f | »

~doubtby the verses which follow.: ¢ For the bodies
ol those beasts'whoae blood is bronght into the sanc-

| Judaism and its tabernacle within the city, to come
| te Christ without the gate, can have a share in sin-

offerings, in the sacrifices which alone atone, can
have perfect remission, and the assurance thereof
which ealing of the victim gives.

We, too, can draw some important lessons from
our text, <« Beliold Israel after the flesh,” writes
St. Paul to the Corinthians. ¢ Behold TIsracl after
the flesh,” must every Christian teachier say to all

Christ, its perpetual eflicacy,and the character of
that feastin which its benefits are especially com-
municated to the believing soul.  St. Paul has
enabled the Church to understand the spiritual and
typical meaning of (he instilutions of Moses ; but
Moses enables us conclusively to determine the
sense of St. Paul, against the cavils of heresy. No
system of ‘theology can he' according to the mind
of the Spirit of God, which does not recognize the
patrimony of the Christinn privileges corresponding
to those of the ancient Church.” Moses copied
{rom a heavenly exemplar, exhibited to him for a
while in the mount ; ‘this evemplar was brought
down to carth, and bequeathed as an eternal inher-
iance to his church by its divine Author. That
cannot, therefore, be the divine original which does
not bear the lineaments, which Moses thence trans-
{erred to his dispensation.  But, of -all the blessings
of the older covenant, what could be more precious
loasoul, in which the religious sense had been
awakened, than the provision there made for the
first_and ‘most lasting and most imperious of s
cravings 3 T'mean the need of reconciliation with
God, and of the assurance of pardon, by some stand-
ing means of undoubted efficacy, applicable to the
soul whenever its want is felt 2 " This was found in
the institution of sacrifice.  Whether this rite took
its origin in the spiritual instincis of mankind . and
a secrel inspiration, and ‘was subsequently incorpo-
rated into revealed: religion, as:some’ men have
thaught, or whether, as is more probably the ‘case
(since we read that Abel offered by faith"; and sib-
Jncli,‘;g‘ fnim :implies_divine truth for  its* object);
o Tod, a5 (B Sy Tfga.aas  bestowed
man,’"hh the effectual atonement should be wrought,
‘cértain'it is, from the experience’of - mankind, ‘that
itis essentially ‘allied to religion
{o7satisfy :the spiritual;
vineed of - sin

ual;iivants of - him."who:is'coi-,
“:T{ow rich’was! the “Mosaic” system,
; and !

¢ the'mercy-séal; fo” make ‘alonement: for the:
wcople of -God ;- and every. Isiaelite associating him-
self by an. act of faith, to the solemn. ivorship of the
temple; might o forth to his labour,” and return®to
his test, with the confidence that he'was under the
favour of God. - Time would fail me'if I spoke of
the passover, or of the sin-offering, slain” twenty
times ~and more each year, or of the service of the
great day of atonement. Nor need L dwell on the
rower granted to reler and priest, and the humblest
layman alike, to offer for sin when their consciences
were alarmed,  And, if reason led men at times to
doubt the real efficacy of the blood of bulls and of
goals ; if the fearfulsilence of the law, with regard
to the pardon of presumptuous sins, ever raised mis-
givings, yet the reflection that what God has or-
dained cannot ‘be in vain, and the intimations of
mercies beyond those of the law, which are found in
the prophets, probably sufficed to silence those
doubts and misgivings. Such a faith was well cal-
culated to attach pious hearts before the scheme of
salvation was fully revealed ; nor would it have
heen easy to win nobler spirits among the Jews to
the obedience . [ faith, or to retain them inallegiance,
unless access equally free to the throne of grace,
and eflicacious atonement for sins, and mercies new
every morning, had been offered in the new cove-
nant. : :
All this St. Paul holds forth, as in many passages
of his cpistle to the Hebrews, so in this text, «We
have an altar whereof they have no right to eat
which serve the tabernacle.”” This was in effect to
say, in accordance with all received ideas on. the
subject, € We have a sacrifice for sin: lay your
hand on the victim pravided by God : transfer your
guilt to Jesus, who suffered without the gate’; and
know, that he'has  bronght his- blood - inlo- the
true sanctuary, and there makes atonement for ‘sin.
And, what is more,the bloodof balls and of goats
had no real ‘power to propitiate God; or-to-com-
pensate for'sin’t “many things too, ‘there were, of
which you could not be justified by the law of Moses,
and, accordingly;, none—no, ot the . priests {liem-
selves—were permitted to "eat of the - sin-offering ;

the altar, . But of this we have aright to eat, and
to have full assurance and palpable pledges of en-
tire pardon.? . Thus it was'" that’/St: Paul exposed
the wealkness of the old ‘covenant and the power of
the new, by.appeals to reason and ’ seripture;” which
thie candid could nol vesist, however satisfied they
might ' have been with ‘their spiritual <privileges
before “their-eyes were ‘opened. lo behold. these
wondrous things. . Thus did he keep " his ‘converts
from ‘drawing- back “into perdition. ' They “once
thought that'in the scriptares they had eternal ‘life,
and they. thonght rightly : but this life " was'/not. in

tlie sacrifices'and atonements préscribed it the serip-

of his'| ;. i

-wrilings :-#¢. Behold Isracl afierthe fleshj:“are inot
* they:»which' cat of : the sacrifices” partakers of - the'
37 altarP==parlokers;-thal is, of*the sacrifice offercd
"% on the; nltar; and of “the blessings-which the sacrifice
*ig intended ‘10 :draw:down - from “heaveni i In rour
toxtythe taltar:is “rather: Christ ‘himselfy: Christ

tures, but in Christ, of whom they testified, ;"7
2 This: cardinal truth: flows from-our text; and many,
other such passages of s the’.epislle ; - namely, that
the. death of Christ'was « sin-offering, a_ vicarions
sncrilic, n'satisfaction to” God’s'justice, the sub-
stitution’of ; the innoeent for tho guilty.' St Paul’s
;| argument is imbecile,if this he'not'the case ;
docs the “gospel’/cotrespond ” tonila™ T
{The Socinian errot on this-point :cain’

the camp. Wherefore Jesus also, that he might '

without the gate. Let us go forth therefore unto.!
him without the camp.” . ] e things contrasted are, |

who would know the real nature of the sacrifice of |

Ahey bind the baronial balls around the milre.
and.well tadapted | we are: i )
‘graciou.
“bishops
title of

for 0 ‘adini

though it is by eating that men become partakers of | P

1 pectations,, who'was: by

+has” yet formally: denied that the sacrifice. of ‘the
“cross is the meritorious cause of man’s acceptance
Fwith God, however grievously the doctrine has been
superseided and supppressed. © In the first instance,
at least, justification, or the. acquittal of the sinner
i by the remission of hissins, is ascribed te faith in
the blood of Christdirectly ‘and alone, even by those
in communion with Rome. The Jesuit missionary
would even now, weliope, reply to the inquiring
‘pagan : ¢ Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou
shalt he saved :* ¢ Being justified through the
redemption that is in Christ Jesus, whom God hath
set forth to be a propitiation -through fuith in" his
blood.”> But, to the Christian convinced -of sin,
the mercies of God would not by many be preached
with the same freeness. Yet it is not the Gentile
only—he who hears (he glad tidings of salvation for
the first time-~that has need of evangelical mercies.
In a Christian country, vast hosts of men are
virlually pagans. - When'such men are awakened to
the horror of their state, and cry in anguish, What
{shall I do to be saved? are they to be told that
“there remaineth no more sacrifice for sin, but a
fearful looking-for of judgment ?*> ormust they he
taught to seek for remission by the scourge, or the
shirt of hair, or the bare-fooled pilgrimage, and even
then have no better thing to anticipate, for an inde-
finite time after death, than ‘purgalorial flames?
And the child of God, whe is tempted, and falls
through the frailty of his nature, is he never to

have the comfort of spiritual health again? Must

hebe left to the horrible fears which take hold of the

soul, under the belief that' God’s mercies are per-

chance clean gone for ever? Shall not the min-

ister of reconciliation say-to his penitent: ¢ We

have an altar 2°?  Of this, we of the Israel of God

have ‘a right to eat, though we have rebelled

against him who has brought up and nourished us;

and, by virtue thereof, our sins, ¢ though they be

as scarlet, shall be white as snow.”* A sin-offering

belongs to us.  We have a Priest, who ever liveth

to make intercession for us; one who can “save

to the uttermost all that come unto God through

him.” «We have an advocate with the Father,

Jesus Clirist the righteous 3°° and he is now as ever,

the propitiation for our sins—for our’s as for those of

the whole world.

To be.continued.

- THE SCO?’I‘CH EPISCOPAL CHURCH.
' From the Churchman’s HMonthly Review.

.- We 'havea most  conscientions. regard for. the:
Episcopal order, independently. of the” carthly ba-
ronial dignity associated with it in our land. : Nay,
we are not prepared to-admit that the prelatic over-
seers and examples of the flock gain anything of
pliance with this world’s conventionil ﬁrrang‘czlpezts‘i,‘

“An

Scotish prelacy to-all due honour ;" more especially
as there'is no ‘question that their orders are:derived
directly from the English 'Church."; Only.let-them
abide honestly by. the sound reformation teaching of
that communion to which they owe the episcopate,
and we will give them equal honours for the mitre,
thongh utterly disconnected from the ermine and
the coronet. We acknowledge their Episcopal au-
thority, though without a legally-defined diocese.
But aserious charge stands recorded against the
present occupiers of the Scotch episcopal bench,
that they have suddenly and unexpectedly, aftera
solemnn act of concordaf, altered the fixed terms of
communion in their Church. While the Stuart
family in the direct line was not extinct, and the
Cardinal York could yet be looked to by the ex-
piring embers of the' party, asaclaimant to the
British throne, there were necessarily in Scotland
two bodies of Episcopal clergy-—the remnant of
the Scotch Episcopacy, who wers on principle dis-
aflected to the Hanover family, and had been con-
siderably compromised in the successive rebellions
of 1715 and 1745-~and the English ordained- cler-
gv, whom, with a view to pastoral care, the loyal
part of the Scottish nation were compelled to bring
over the, border, - Towards the close of the last
century, the Scollish Episcopal nonjuring clergy
and ' their congregajions were at a very low ehb.
But they had the mitre exclusively with them;
while the" congregations under English ordained
clergy had the substance and wealth of the Epis-
copal body ‘of worshippers. ' These, however, were,
toa certain extent, in an anomalous position ; be-
cause they conld not possibly join with Episcopa-
lians who would riot pray.for {he reigning sovereign ;
nor - could they recognize the chief - charac-
teristic ordinance of the Scoteh Episcopal Church
—the communion office—which had been recently
modified, so as to be essentially identified with the
Romish ‘mass.  They .remained, therefore, con-
scientiously episcopalian in sentiment, wilhout the
advantage of direct episcopalian’ government.;:be-
cause to them ,‘thefin(lligcnous‘ Episcopate was ' pal-
ably : heretical ; and “because ‘they had not "becn
diligent and earnest in seeking, 'in" those -times in
which it would have been readily given,” the cons
secration -of someof their”own paslors, so as lo
complete the platform of their government. g
:- So matlers stood at” the death of Cardinal York
when the Jacobites could; consistently with their
former seruples, acknowledge the Brunswick as the
legitimate line ;. and then), as the” great barrier: to
union .was’ removed,: proposals’ for* approximation
readily appeaied..” On the one side’was - the Tpis-
copate, and-on. the other the” great’ proportion of
pastors and people.’ Union was desirable ; and. the
trie:basis of that unior would have heen”the pro~
cise fenfurcs of the English’Church and its formu-
faries ; and if ‘a reésolute stand had been: made,: the
bench would have given way ; astable union wounld'
have been' eflected on. Anglican’: terms,” and a flou-
shing " Episcopal” Church! established *beyond the
: V s found Mr. Sand-

e Ty

1,7 an Englis
in Edinburgh, means
zctations +Aoo Toady to° accept the
mitre’s ‘consequently, the termg of union ultimately

only by him”

1 sanse of Scri]

| andought to have be

‘agreed jupon awere not Aiigquni’nl;‘aé],thcy,'hmigl}t
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our Prayer-book and ‘Thirty-nine Articles, -and-we

vation as to their meaning, and adopted a canon, by
which the consciences of the English. clergy were
entirely freed from any approval or use of the Scot-

hered to their office: the English held thesr own
opinion of it, and repudiated its use. And this
arrangement the terms-of the concordal, as em-
bodied in the canons of the Chureh, directly sanc-
tioned. The English clergy relied on the honour-
able dealing of their brethren of the north, and
gradually entered, with their congregations, the
Scottish Episcopal communion.

Under these circumstances, honour and honesty
required that the covepant terms of the union
should have remained fixed and irrevocable. There
was no more liberty (o alter those terms, than there
is civil power in an individnal to alter statute law,
Nay more, those terms ought to have been preserved
with a tender -and punctilions regard to the con-
sciences of men, who had thus, in a measure for
peace sake, committed themselves to their bre-
thren. Yet it appears, that just when the union,
except in one or twe instances, was complete,—
when the net of the Scottish lipiscopate was just
closing round the whole body, an unexpected vio-
lation of the covenant as perpetrated, A synod
was assembled in the year 18383, composed of the
bishops, the deans, and six delegates from  the six
dioceses, in which the canons, which were the ba-
sis of the concordat, were hastily altered, in respect
to the essential points previously in life ; and the
approbation of the objectionable office was forced,
as a lerm of communion, upon all the English
clergy ; who had united upon distinct, safe, and sa-
tisfactory ground before. In that synod there were
only two Anglican ordained clergy, who, had they
adhered rigidly to their own previous engagzemenis
at ordination, to use no other but the English sa-
cramental office, might have protested, though per-
haps vainly and incffectually, against so unjust a
procedure. But the synod had. been well chosen ;
and’ these English clergy silently sacrificed tke
previously-secured privileges of  their = brethren.
They. were prepared to affirm the superiority of the
Scoftish office to. that in their own' Prayer-book.
They were prepared to:use it. . The canons, as
altered, - received “the “sanction of the synod : and
they now place every English: ordained clergyman
inthe Scottish: Episcopal Church in the strange and
anomalous position of: avouching his approbation of,
L T N S et LRI L PR P
dination vows, " he ‘stands - exclusively pledged ;. so
that he virtually separates himself, by his signature
of the Scottishi canan; - from* doctrinal ‘communion’
and:identity with the Church'in“which he was ‘or~

dained 5:and never;; can b

dravn from any connexian’ with™ that which ' differs
from them. " The'two offices can never be held and
approved by the same person, while he values truthy
straightforwardness,  and consistency.’ - The  views
of one condemn and exclude the views of the other.
The English office providesa distinct- intentional
condemnation of that which' constitutes the promi-
nent and characteristic feature of the other. And
no man who has a clear comprehension of the mean-
ing of words in collocated sentences, can ever, with
full approbation and with an approving conscience,
make use of hoth. And to use them in any other
way, and under whatever process of mystification,
is to'obscure the distinguishing line between right
and wrong, and to sanction an inferior system of
morals in respect to the professed tenets of religious
faith. ; ' :
It is on these grounds that the Bishop of Cashel,
whu thoroughly understands the subject, has said
publicly and deliberately :~That the doctrines of
the two churches are not the same, is an undeniable
fact; and 1 cannot understand how persons who
have subscribed to certain doctrines in England, can
be expected: to  give: their assent fo other doc-
trines .in.. Scolland.” "~ -Let the  difference to
which the hishop refers, be distinctly shown .in’ the
language of -the Scottish Episcopal theologians. It
will be found very fully argued in the well-known
work o the communion-oflice, by the Rev. William
Skinner of Farfar; in which he shows most cla-
borately that ‘the difference - between the 'English
and the Scottish notion of the Eucharist is, that the
Seottish. Episcopalians regard it'as ¢ a malerial sa-
crifice,”? while the - English Church regards itas a
commemorative feast, subsequent. to the one great
sacrifice, with an offering of praise and thanksgiving.
This is Lhe language of the Seoltish divines and of
their party in England : ¢ As the legal. sacrifices
prefigured the sacrifice of Christ, so daés the eu-
charist commemorate - that sacrifice: but as the
logal sacrifices were not less sacrifices, because
they were figures of the grand sacrifice, so neither
can the eucharist -be less a sacrifice, because jtis a
figure and . representation of the grand sacrifice.”?
And again: «The holy eucharist is a’ commemo-
rative saerifice affered up to God, by wWay of me-
morial or bringing to remembrance the grand “sacri-
fice once offered on the cross ; and for "the, purpose
of applyiag the inerits of it (o, the ‘parties-who in
faith offer it up,®?  And ‘with:this view, they pray
sion whatever: ¢ that - they *may become  the body'
and blood of the Lord.?... T

 This is no_colouted misrepresentation of the Scot-
tish theology.” Ttis the point on which:they, stand
i all their writings,’ and in” {heir catechisms § and.
we cannot.but feel assured, from their known sen-.
timetits, that if the Archbishop  of  Canterbury and
the Bishops: of London” and Exeter; could give full
-attention to_ this subject, they would see sound thieo-
logical reasons for withdrawing their: expressions of
‘censurey iwhichi they:: have “recently. voluntegred'

against the seceding, Episcopal party in " the noith;

it wil

| Truth and conscientiousness are sacred: things, and
.mercly froin n wish to'stand by 'the |7/
“tod on of §§

L not do,

of 'the, imitre, {0 *drive) men fo a’sancti
views which in their hearts they Leligy
trary to their previous engagemen

The ground tiken by-th

‘o cordial and ez’ animo, subscription

Eng\ish' clergy, and allowed by the Scotch, - was
this: ¢ Setus free from all accessory and  actual
parlicipation : in your communion-office, and take
will join you.”?. ‘These terms were in a certain

sense agreed to. ‘The Scollish clergy signed. the.
Thirty-nine Articles with explanation and reser-

tish communion-office. The Scottish clergy ad-

aP

. Taggert;. counly Down.

overthe elements, without sny qualifying expres- | ..

Articles and Liturgy, they must:not be-expected to ;-
{reat. as a'matter‘of - indifference, . a  conscientious
objection to averments which are believed, and can, - -
on good. argumentative. grounds, 'be shown.to"be
opposed to them.. Nay, further, - we "cannot alto-
gether acquit the reverend prelates, who have .thus
incautiously slurred - over - the ‘doctrinal difference
between' the two communions, of & certain measure
of virtual contrariety to" their’ own subscription; a’
matter which, considering the solemnity of, their
responsibilities, and the unspeakable importance of -
maintaining 2 clear and definite view™ of revealed
truth, calls, on their own part, for serious investi-
gation. “The trumpet must not give an uncertain
sound § nor must an Enslish- prelate lightly appear
to sanction, across the T'weed, a doctrine, which his
mitred brethren there know, and have ever. main-
tained, to be at variance with the testimony of

his own subscribed ' formulary.—Episcopal ~Re-
corder. . ‘ .

INTERMARRIAGES BETWEEN ' PROTEST
ANTS AND PAPISTS. -
The following correspondence relating to the in-
lermarriage of TProtestants with- Roman Catholics
should be " extensively circulated, as we apprehend

that the law in reference 1o that matter is not ge~
nerally known:;— Lo

¢ T0 HIS LXCELLENCY THE LORD LIEUTENANT. -

%I wish to call your Excellency’s notice o a pes
culiar result from the late marriage law, 7 & 8 Vie.,

cap. 81, which is proving asad infliction upon the -
Protestant Reformed Faith in Ireland. Your Ex-
cellency knows that by the provisions of that Act,a
complete stop has been put to the baneful and . pes-
tilent " system of clandestine marriages, heretofore
performed by degraded ministers of the Presbyterian
faith, or other Protestant denominations. So far,
much good has resulted from this enactment. The

act, however, made no alterationin regard to mar-
riages by Roman Catholic Priests, which were per-
mitted to he celebrated in the same manner as before.

it was passed. The result of leaving the Church ot
Rome and her ministers untouched by the enactment,
while the Established Church and her ministers,

and all Protestant sects and their ministers were
brought under the control of the act—the result hag

been this, that immense numbers of inconsiderate
young Prolestant persons ol both sexes, especially
feinales, having made- ill-advised and " ill-assorted :-
connexiong with -persons, disapproved of by their:
parents .or . guardians—dreading . the ‘publicity.of.a-
m}lqn.by a Church minister, ot other - Protastant:
minister, ‘now - by law recoghnised ; and “having not; -
the alternative of repairing, as heretofore, i the. ..
tesidence of a'degraded minister, betake themsels

el o i it
a

SL; rwhat had been'the !
enactment’ continued

his own'flock when“and where leased; - and

‘gisterit as of ‘old. 1" he marries two! Protestants; or
fotestant-and. Roman :Catholic, he:is liable to pu
! w3 ely

24 1 this part of ‘the country, however, the el
tom by which;the penalty is evaded. I shall state for.;
your:Excellency’s . information. ' The -Protestant |
party ‘(or parties where /it so’occurs) is informed .
that adhiesion to' the Roman  tenels must be'a pre- "
liminary step, and that baptism into. the Romish
Church must precede the marriage ceremony. When
inconsiderate young people have plunged so far,
this will not often prove an obstacle ; they conform, .
are baptized, and then the nuptial ceremonies are
ratified, so enabling the priest to cvade the penalties
which otherwise he should incur. . - Lol
«Itis quite frightful to think of the number of
young people in my district,. and - all through' this
country, that have been thus sacrificed. since the
passing inlo law of that enactment ;. and - that are
daily dragged off in this way, the prey of that over- "
watchful confederacy. . . : -
¢ I have been frequently asked by broken hearted
parents and relatives how.the priest who acted so:
could be punished, and whether the legislature in- -
terposed no -check to such a disreputable: way of
gaining converts. from the churches of the Sainls.
Itis in. the hope of directing your Excellency’s -
atlention to -the subject, I venture to address you s |
and should feel it a great. favour were your Excel-
lency to put' me in a train of receiving - instruction™

from the Law Officers of {he Crown on this matter; =

whether—- - o ST
“I. Any laws exist which render it criminalina
Roman' Catholic. Priest to solemnize marriage ‘be-
tween one of his: own flock and a Profestant—only -
Jjustimmediately beforethe solemnization in question,
and by the process mentioned—induced to conform @ .
to. Romanism? : e e '
 And IL If the laws of the land are defective
in some provision {or this very gross. case—would it
not be well to have an enactment grafted' on the 7
& 8 Vie, Cap. 81—that rio"Roman - Catholi¢ - priest:
can solemnize any marriage. between . two converts
from another faith, or between one of his own floek
and a convert from another faith, unless such con=
verts, or convert, shall be in: prior: communion with
the.Churcl of Rome at leas! three:months 7—I have
the honour to bey 'your Excellency’s very obedient
humble servant,s oo s e Gl '

Poun heen Dol AU GrinaoR, Ll
% Incumbent of - Calry, and Surrogate of Elphi

“'His Excellency’s answer—:
g e e se Dublind Castley 19th May ;184
*.:¢¢ S1R—X ani directed: by the "Lord‘ Licuténa
‘acknowledge’ the teceipt of your:letterof the
inst., which, by-his Excellency’s
laid before the law adviser ofithe?
given the. following opinio .
1o in your‘communication’s— . i
e e A marriage. b




