THE CANADIAN PRESBYTER. iy

been offered up, froth the beginning, were typical of ‘the great sacrifice, which
was tu be offered up once for all on Calvary, and when that une sacrifice Wiis
offereld up, and accepted by God, as an all-snficient atonement for sin, tlig
repetiti n of saerifices is not only unneres-ary, but unluwful, reflecting as it
does dishonor on Christ, as 1f his sacrifice were not sufficient § sacrifices, thero-
fore, huving ceused, the office of priest of’ necessity ceased also. Among ths
variows offives of the Now Testament Chureh, which are sv particularly enurers
ated, that of priest is not once mentioned. ‘V.V\- «'on'vlude, therefore, with the
most positive cert inty that the words,—* This do in remembrance of me,”
have norhing to do with appointment to the priestly Oﬁ‘jve, and that it is an’
outrage on the principles not only of sound interpretation but of common
sense, 10 npply them in auch 1 munuer. . o

But further, it is coneluded by Roman Cutholics, that the thing whicli Christ
comman-led his Aposths to do, at the time when he instituted the Sacranient
of the Suj per, was, that they shoult offer up to God, as a propitiatory sacritice
for the living and the dead, the Pody and blood, the soul and divimty of the
Lord Jesus, und v the species of bread aud wine; “This do, said « hvist, i
remembrauce of me  Now the ques ion is—What were they to.du 2 R inan
Cathe lics allege that they were to do what Christ. had done, 2. e a-k a biessing
gpon the bread, and break i, or as they interpret it, “consecrate the briad
and broak it lu these words they contend, that they were commaniled to
offer up Clyist himself as a propitintory sacr-fice for the living amd the dend.
That, neeording to their view, was what Christ avtually did, in the upper room
at Jeris alem, on the night previous to his erucifixion, for they allege that the
Apostl ¢ wire commanded to do just what ‘He had done.’ But if this was the
e, it he really offercd bimselt up. as a propitmtory *acrifice, on the n'ght pros
vious to his cruvifixion, what was the ueed of his sutfering on the cross, when
the «ac ifive had Leen offered up befure? ) B

That Cur's: didl not, in the Sacrament of the Supper, offer up a propitiatory
saeiifice fur sin, ix evident from the fact, that no bleol was thers on that oceas
sion, that no living vietim was then offered up, aud suffered unto death, to give
siisfaction to otfended justice.  There was simply the breaking ol bread, and
the pouring out of wine, and the distribution of these among the disci les, with'
the eating and dfiuking.f them on their part.  Sacramental and symbuolical
et~ these certainly were, but there was no vblation, and no shedding of blood.
But we are distinetly told that, “ withont shed-ting of blood there is no remis-,
sim” of i It is pla'n, thevefore, that there was no sacrifice at the Sacrament,
of the Supper as fusti uted by Cirist biaselfy and therefore there can be no
saorifice at he repetition of it, when the disciples are commanded to do siily
what Je~us had done. . o

It s been a'ready shown, and it must be clear to any one who reflects upon,
the subject, that the doctrine of the Mass is founded on that of transubstuntias
tion. It nsswmes that the bread and wine have be-n really changey, 5o 48 tor
become the very bady and blool, the soul an! divinity of thc:f’lfmr(l'Jetslis;‘,-a’_x‘nf‘~
therefore it we can demolish the dotrine of ‘transulstantiation, the foundiat f»xb
on whi b that of the Mass res's, is swept away, and’ down it must inevitib iy
Bl But even it the duutrine of traus bstan ia'ion could b establishc d, ihas,
of the Mass woull not necessarily follow.  Eveu it we were to adant that the,
change supposed in transubstantiation takes place, we should Be almost, .us, far.
sover frm proving that a sacrfice takes place in the Mass. A propitisitery,
facrifice, a8 we have seen, implies of necessity the sliedding ot blood, but in ihe,
Sacrament of $1e Supper there is no sheddmg of blvo.l, iud Rimiaiiists do Bot;
Preteand-th it there i, for they temn. it an *untluoily sacrifice;® we haye ,‘;ihgi'&_
therefore, the most satisfuctory evidence thiat it isno-sarifise ut “all,” But'fir
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