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acter or to grive a favorable impression of tie Christian rcligiouî
or its professors. If certain thioiughlts. were deoîued blasplîeirus",
it w.ras Dr. Pusey's offlic to point out whiy thcey were so. No mie<
can bc peniteznt «%vithiout conviction. Thîis -îvouldl have beceii tbec
tille to bringr forwardl the Chutrelh's rewsoiis for the, cardinal doc-
trine of the divinity of our Lord. This11 doctrine is not lielievedl
without, reasonis. For ilespisý,ingi tile.se thle Jows. «-re uidter thie
curse tili this daýy. But inustea<l of reasons lie replicd vitx ex-
claniations and the thundermolts of Church authority for will
she, di<l îot cire a ril.He eoulil fot have called up anv
spectre botter fitted t", xcitc ssiciion and al«version. Ra-tioni1sts
liate, the, Church just because they view i t as Iaying an emîbargo
on reaIson. Onie of tho ilost que(-Stionlal'le adviccs gfiî'en on1 this
occasion iras, Don't rcad ].)lt pray; its if pratyer wero a miechan-
il lcggerdoniain that could have an efkcet dissociated froui the

character, vîcws. aud hiesof the petitionci; or as if oie coul<l
pr-ay to a god i îhoin hoe liardly believes. Dr. Pusey iit
feel displeasýed at thle tllolughIt of hlisclient pubhjishuliiîg lier viewvs
and thus isleadiing othiers, but ccrtainily lio mnade a poor use of
bis opportunity for averting suchi a, mca;ity. It should ho «-
ivar1iiiig to sucli ms iniy bo siilibrly situatcdl, that thîls ivas <lone
afterwards to an extent of %vliicli hoe could have foriued tio
conception.

In the othier case, Dean Stanley appears to even lesQs advanftge
than the Oxford Profess-or. Whiatevcr ilighlt bû his generzal
views as to the eflicaqy of the communion iii anly case, alla it is
not likely that they -%ore high or deep or mnystical in any irai,,
not rising probablyr zbove lwnha ie h was imot justifiedl lu
givingr the communion even ni this liimited and io%- view te is

ean.Shie w'as, by his accommilodatingr concession, not~ oly
led to profes more than shie bchievcd, but to profcss contrary to
wlmat slme believed. This iras donc for tîmo sike of gratifying«the
feelingsm in the administration of a rite tO whVlicl hoe coul not
hiave attachied a high importance as a umeaus of grice. WVhem the
woman-not hie-pioposed, fromn the stLandpoint of a conscience
in %whichl reason predomninatcd, the question how sueh an act
would, "ge witlî the Divinity of Christ, the reply showed, miot
how a doctrine irrIt, bc behieved, but liow it mi<rhit bc ei-add-
hiow if, igh'ft ho retained iii forn %vhiile refused in spirit. He


