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book. 'Ne propose therefore to sum nip ils nierits andl defects technical sense in connection wiîlî sacrifices..
hrielly, and in suclia nianncr that the author ijînstif could flot :uiiz/ur/icma6/y4i used in a technical Sacrificial se
i nipugn. For we will biegin wiîli thi nmeasure of coninmenda. candid ? Dues Illis informi the yotung reader of

lion, thiat every advanced theological stutent should read the that nul one of such authorities, as the Arch
book. For the beginner it wotild be perniciotus, as woulc be Anglican Chutrchl %ould accept suich a rendering
suich exPart1estatemient; but those whlos- rirst prineiples aie es- Dues il tiot studiously conceal the fact that ai11
tablbshcd will derive great benefit. It is the 'reifmudio cri!absiir- Tlestatiient scîxolars îvitilit exception, sucb

diunf ai at lins been called «'nc-tcxt theology," that sort Mrestcott, and llort, of Cambridge, Sanda
of exegesis whiclî Satan first invented to tenipt tic Satviour, Pluiiier of Duîrhami, Abboît and Salmon of
anci whiclî s0 miany theological writers hiave unconsciotusly repudiate the sacrificial nieanir.,, _)~t because a

followed. But MNl. Sadier does more. 1le uncoflscIitsly prepassession or prejudice, but simiply because
rrefutes and exposes ail one-sided treatinent of the Prayer truc or even the possible interpi etation ? And is
book, by shotving liuw cleverly lte intthod can be invented, ledged Olint lu sttppress the trîîth is equivalent t
and the guns turned upon the supposedl defences. 01 course of falschood ?
lie lays liiself open in eveîy chapter to severe criticisni froîn If "ve were dealing %viîh te utherance of a th
scientifie iheologian%, but he is inipregnable against those who we iniglit ciatritably assume ignorance on his
su far allcuw thecir wkvsies to blias their con:lusions as to ignore reading had been confined (as is unifortunately
absolutely tbe element af compromise in tlie Eliz.abelhan ton many of our clergy>, to party newspapers a~

setulement, and to dcny the legitiniale existence of any histo- har'lly a higher claim to inîpartialily. But t
rie lligli Church party in the Chtirch of England. impossible in the case of INr. Sadier, wvhose rea

So far, then, the book linier notice lias ils vaille, ai we extensive, and who deliglhts in parading deîc,
shouild reconiniend every Eî'angelical lu read il ctrefuiiy, and fram ivriters of other schools, îvith the appa
miark il, îbough flot to learn nor invardily digest. For, when clainiing them as unconscious îvitnesses ta îvhi
we lurn ta, ils pages as an exposition of church teaching, we the îruîh. Mr. Sadier must kr.ov that the in
have tua niuch reason ta discover the m-osi flagrant instances af question is so0 front being 'unquestionable o
unsupporîed assertion, dir!ctly opposite tn the truth. Que that i. was not îhoughi. of two generations ago
instance of this wiil be sufficient. praof. Evcry student of tlie- of England, and is mare than questionetd or du
alogy is aware ltat, in nmodern times, a controversy lias lutely denied by those nvhase E-iliolarsliip he
arisen as to the translation of 'Pipieite' in tîte words of insti- implign, anîl whose fairness lie îvould not dare
tution af the Lord's Supper. For the natural inianing, On saine future occasion wîe hope ta deal wi
acci'ptcd %viîhott question in earlicst tiiites, anather Ilias beemi tions in this boak, but for the presenit we ha'
sulistittuted. finding its suppused aîuthorjty in the usage dlaimi- ta) show be-v far itî merits ta, be regarded as a t
e<l 1or Sortie paýssaYeS in the Septuagint. It is known to every oi the teac..ing af tic Church ai England,
scholar that titis aileged sacrifîciai meaning has neyer been sîuitable for the use af candidates for ordination
accepte *d by any impartial authority. or indeed by any ont- N antframmn ups htayÇ
side ihet ranks of those who find lin that, rendering an argu- adîenue po maigheeteetc

nient of convenieîît force. But stili, as there arc large trealise a test af admission ta bis diocese.
mnnbers; at the present day wvîo believe tîtat aur Lord eun- admit the right ai every bislîop to select wlîa
ployed that sense. a juclicious expositor would refer ho ih can- lic pleases, whether the list include thc Koran
didly wilie nîentioning, thai ail tîte weighi af scholarshl) wai omn u uiasw huidp

on tlie other side. A renîarkable letter front Mr. Plumniiier miendation oi a text book based upon the t
of Durhain University appears in a recent issue oi tîte other patty, so we respectiuîlly hope that in the ri
Guarifia, recomiending to those who are impressed by -the ment of stibjects, ',%r. Sadler's hreatise should b
huidj appecais; ho the Septuagint !be peinsai ai an essay by ti«vlknwth tsapr.ncam g
Professor T. K. Abbott oi Dublin, in whicbi the whole ques- of uis llge Wn ndshrt is ppea an amog
tion is exhaustively and (lecisively cxamined, proving that î' algt aypa

tliese passages even whlen accurately qîîoted (wlien references sufficient, reason for declining ho assist iluat insi

are given ah al]), are utterly inconclusive. tliere can he no daubt that the graîving caolne

Stili, if MNr. sadler had declared bis persomna] belici iii the towvards the Church of England and her Diacu

sacrificial sense, and liad referred to the numieraus adherents and the marked diminution in the numixz- ai

whiclî it lias obtained ainong a section ai tîte Church ai bers in the country distria.s, according ta rece

Englanci, no anc could have conmlaincd. But what daes he duc ta no cause more seriaus titan the new tu

say ? On1 page 212 (edition ai 188o) we find tlic writer tlîree upon such manuals as tîtese, received, urîqu

htites asscrîing that there can be neither question nor doubu. young students, and by tlîem tatuglit ta titeir

tîtat tic sacrificial sense is the oniy truc anc. '. . . . weîe tlie gospel once delivered ta thie saints.

que.rtionably the terns wlîiclî Hie would bave uscd if Ile had There is no mare sad ieuîing reflection abou

desired ha niake the most solemn Memarial possible, . . . te have discussed thanl this, tuait its title proclai

twa wards . . . eachi oi whicli is u;zdouledZly used in a certain trutb, distorted and coiirad(ictedl iii the text.
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