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"When ye come together, therefore, into one
, this is not to eat the Lord’s Supper.”’—1
r. xt: 20
Wo intend to direct your attention, this
noon, to the particular designation whick
here given of the interesting ordinance
ich we are this day to celebrate. Paul calls
the Lord’s Supper. It is known by various
er names. It is frequently called the
munion, in allusion to the passage, * The
which we break, is it not the commun-
of the body of Christ, the cup of blessing,
ich we bless, is it not the communion of
e blood of Christ?" that is to say, do we
t, by the acts of eating the bread and drink-
the wine, so represent and renew our one-
with the hody and klood of Christ, that
participate in all the blessings which flow
m his broken body and his shed blood. It
early called the Zucharist, a term com-
muded of two Greek words, signifyiug the
ving of thanks. This term, however, is not
plied to it in the New Testament, but was
ven it by the early Christian fathers, in
usion to the feelings of gratitude with which
eordinance should be observed. . Que of
e most commen names by which it isknown
also of human origin ; we mean the Sarra-
eil.  This is a Latin term, which was ap-
ed by the Romans to the oath of uhdience
ich was administered to their soldiers, The
tin for this oath is sacramenlum. ‘The
mwas carly employed to designate bap-
m and the Lord’s supper, which were called
two Sacraments, Decause it was thought
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that in these ordinances we make the same
promise of fidelity and obedience to Christ
that the Roman soldier dii to his general.
The abuse to which this has been putisa
proof of the danger of inventing epithets in
regard to such subjects, and shows us how
much better it is to content ourselves with
those which the Spitit has seen fit to employ.
The idea of a sacrament—uf an oath-tuking
—is the onc uaiversally associuted with the
Lord’s Supper. If you ask the great majori-
ty of those who scat themselves at the Lord's
table what they intend to do, they will tell
you that they mean to renew their covenant
vows. Thisis an important view to take of
the ordinance, but it is a very partial and im-
perfect one; yet it » -crs to be the only view
which many take of iy, und this is probably
one great reasun wiy so many keep back from
its observance. Ticir whole thoughts are
taken up with the svlemn vows which are be-
fore them, and naturally fedmg their weak-
ness and their proneaess to exr, they hesitate
about taking on themselies vows so very
Yinding in their netare.  Oue would imagine
from their cunduct that they were about to do
some great favor or important scrvice to
Chuist, instead of his conferring a faver on
them. We do not mean to gay that the com-
muunicant does not tike mi'e- upon himeelf,
bt what we object o is the Jooking at it ex-
clusively in this Yight, as so meny seem todo;
and we think that the fiet that vows in con-
neetion with this ordinance are never once
alluded to in the New Testament, might lead
us to doubt if unneeessary stress has not been
luid on this view of the ordinance.

In the clause which we have tuken as the
heading of this disceurse, we have a desorip-



