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ligion, are apt'sv lo thraw their engaging

Howards God. We hear it said, « why.
onght fo be a profe

“what hie is called on o profess. {
" feesion whilst Dis:heartis stil] unsubmissive. to “the
“authority of God and unbroken by asense of his
prstsinfuiness, would-he prepostesouss . To presy

et

,l‘. s

TUEY RECEIVED TIN WORD WITH ALL READINESS OF

MIND, AND SEARCIHED THE SCRIPTURES

'DAILY, WHETHER THOSE THINGS WERE SO.—Acts xv1r. 11, -
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THE BIRD OF PASSACE.
Away lo thy homestead, thou sweat stranger hird,
- Awny to thy home o'er the sen,
Tor hark thee t the sound of the wild wind iy heard,
And the yellow leaves fall from the tree,

Away then, away to the bright sunny isles,
Where myrtles and lengons entwine,

Where Sumuter hath gilded her bowers with siiles,
And Autwmn empusples her vine,

There, glad thon may'st flit on the soft zephye's breast,
And sail threigh the devp azime sky., '

There Joyously fold thy bright wing and seck rest,
Assured that no snow-storm isuigh,

May safety attend thee, then sweet stranger hird !
We maourn, thowgh we bid thee depart,

Yes go —for the votee of stern Winter is heard,
And sutly and cold is his heart,

And oh * when with us the short Suwmmer is o’er,
And Winter his warning hus given,
May we, too, us fearlessty launel from the shore,
And find our repose in yon heaven, AWM.

Tennessce, 1837, Episcopal Iecorder,

R 1L T ey e v,
THE WORK OF THE MINISTRY.
THE UN-REPENTING.

The primary address tomen in general may be
stated in the words of the Master describing his
_own service, ¢ to call sinners to repentance.”” All
have sinned and come short of the glory of Cad.
Whilst they remain unaffected by this™ melancholy
fact, end continne 1o allow themselves in disohe-
dience, they are living in rebellion against God, and
their various acts of insubordination are the fruils

Liad " oord

“and cvidences of a carnal mind, which is enmity

against God. - loreference to all such, however they

may differ in the outwand expressions of teir alien-

ation and rebelliousness, the work of the ministry
consists in labouring to bring them lo repent-
ance—in presenting and pressing upon them those
considerations which, under God, may discover
to them their tre spirit and  state—awaken

“them to a proper sight and sense of the wick-

edness of their way-—the cortuption of their
hearts—and the ruin in chich they bave involved
thewselves by their departure fram duty and God.
Till this is done~-tith a painful conviction of per-

- sonal goilt, defilement and misery, as asinner, - is

produced, leading the individual to ask with sin-
cere solicitude ¢ whal must 1do to be saved ??

“nothing is done effectually towards the accomplish-
ment of the graat end of the Ministry. A man may

be free from flagrant crimes—he may bey in many

Crespects, a useful member of the community with

which he is connected—he may e allentive and
kind in socialintercourse and domestic companien-
ship : ‘but if hais nuconcerned as to the claims of

* his God, and unafivcled by hisvifences against-the

Divine Majesty, what' can’ all the civilities. and
cour{enies of life avail to his salvation2: And yet
this inoffensiveness and rectitude in his bearing to-

i wards men, especially’if donnaatadiwithia‘general
crespeciluluessin reference to the institutions of ro«

Finfluence:
s bearing.

uch n-person
or of teligion,”® and:he is even
reed to partake ofiits sacraments g\kp;pfc‘ssn
religion,sheiand all to iwhom the iwo
aught certainly. to he';: bt fitst," he “shoul me’
T'o make'sueh pro-.

aroupd his chiractdr, “as:lo-Wind ws 1

upon him a participation in the ‘sacraments,. as if,
by a kind of charmythey were to worlz his conver-
sion, is miserably {o mistake their nature and de-
sign, and to persuade him to actian premature and
incongruous, of ill effect upon himself, and of se-
rious injury to the Chureh of Christ.  What hias he
fo do with the sign of a change which he has not
experienced—with the seals of a covenant which
he has not truly embraced—or with the badges of a
Master whom he is unwilling to serve as that Mas-
ter requires? To introduce such persons into the
visible chureh is to place them in the absurd and
offensive position of the Samaritans who ¢ wor-
shipped the Lord and served their own gods.” Tt
is to engage them in a round of heartless ceremony,
offensive fo Christ, pernicious to their own souls,
and detrimental to the cause of religion. No one
can calculate the damage which has thus been
brought npon the Churels, or the f:\_ial‘ detusion
whieh it has excrcised on sinners.. This is not {o
work the work of the ministry.  This is not turning
the hearts of the disobedient to the wisdom of the
just. This is not enlisting soldiers for Christ, but
persuading those who are yetin rebellion to assume
the uniform and mingle in the ranks of his soldiers,
much to the injury of their spirit or order—much to
the discredit of his service, and greatly to the aid
of the foes of man’s salvation, Amainst this sad
mistake, my brethren, let us guard, remembering
that onr business with those who have not worthily
lamented their sins and acknowledged their wicked-
ness, is 10 seck to bring them (o examine and lry
their ways, that they may turn to the Lord wilh
sincere sorrow for the past and honest. purposes of
amendment of life. Our message to them is to Fre-
pent and turm from iniquity that it prove not lheir
ruin? “And we gain notling in their case unlil,
awakened to a perception of the exceeding sinful-
ness of sin and of their own guilt and wretchedness,
they catnestly desire {o renounce their rebellion and
relurn to. duly and to God,
THE AWAKERED AND INQUIRING,

Inreference fo those who have been awakened
and are anxiously inquiring whiat they must do to be
saved, the work of the ministry is one of deep and
most eventhul interest. Teror here may. prove dis-

astrous in the extreme. I'he mnistake of a counsellor,

in civil affirs, may lose lis client an estate; but
by industry another may be obinined.  Tlhie mistake
of a-physician may lose his patient his life; but ¢ it

~is not all of life o live.” The mistake of the minis-

ter may lose. his parishioner his soul! and what
then 7 the loss is remediless, o
“IF, i this par{ of the work, the material employed
“be improjer, as ¢.wood, hay, and stubble,” ‘il "can-
‘not stand the trial to whicl it will be, exposed, -but
must be burived up, and the Iabour is worse than pro-
fitless.  If the:materialemployed .be suitable,” yet,

TJiealthy  Wanld iEstll ale
Tife thus vescued froni disease was forfeited by erime;s
‘the.unca ; i hi
“of death 'mist stillbe inflicted by the:hand of the

of |: is:
r{with a sinner 7 condemned and - corrupted,his guilt
‘innst e cancelled sl his malady eured; or lie-can:

cvil effecls of sueh unskilfulness may be experienced
through lec.u'l'm’c, the actual destruction of the
soul nay not ensue, but the individual may be pre:
venled from allaining “his rightful weasure of uses
Fulness and comfort, and as these form the capacily
for the enjoyment of heaven, may thus he deprived
of the degree of glory which ofherwise he might
have gained, Surely this department of the work
should be condneted with extreme care, and in stu-
died conformily with the pattern preseribed in our
commission, and every direction be given umder the
sanction ol < thus saith the Lord.” “Ihis procoss
no minister ean manage aright, unless he understands
himself the difficulties formed by sin, rendering sal-
vation necessary, and adequately apprehends the
remedy provided and the mode of is application.

But for sin we should not have needed salration.
Misery presupposes moral eril, The difficulties in
which we have hecome involved by sin are two-
fold, corresponding with the aspect under which sin
is o he regarded. ” Sin, is any transgression of the
law of God: as such, it involves us in guilt
ar liability to punishment, The penalty annexed to
suc!} violation is death—-elernal death.

Sin is, also, a dreadful disease of our moral nature
—deranging, defiling, and disabling its powers, and
fatal in its tendency, working ont the second death.

If a sineer is to be saved, both of these evils
must be obviated. 'Fhe guilt of sin must be can-
celled, and the disease must be hroken and extir-
pated.  Lither remaining, and eternal death is the
unavoidable resull.  The justice and teuth of God
wanld not admit of the impunity of one, for whose
guilt satisfaction had not been rendered—the holi-
ness of God cannat suffer anything defiled or unclean
to enter into Heaven, I'he endurance of the malady
ifself inust make its subject miscrable. A simple
iHustration, and the trath of this statement will be
sullicienlly apparent to every one. )
_Suppose a person who had. violated the laws of
his country, to have been condemned and incarce-
rated ta await the execution of the sentence. Sup-
pose him to have confracted then the fonl and dan-
gerous fever of the prison, which has prostrated  his
strength, and is rapidly making its way o his vitals,
What would be needed for his” relief 7 1f the Ex-
ecutive, in the exercise of clemency, were lo trans-
mitto him a reprieve, and the officer who bore it to
his eell should throw open the doot and hid him 70
forth and enjoy the cheerfullight and refreshing air
of liherty, would his relief be effected 2 As his car
canght the tidings of pardon, his heart would faint
within him from a consciousness of the painful dis-
ease by which he was disabled pnd meapacitated
for availing himself of the license just received.
His exemption from the axe of the executioner could
sotseenre him life and Kiberty. His unbroken and ad-
vancing disease would just as:certainly consign him
lo the grave. . Suppose that; instead ‘of the “officer
from the ‘exeeutive with a reprieve, some physician;
in_his benevolence, - should wvisit the ' prison, ‘and
tonched ‘with compassion’ for the: sufferer ‘should.
preseribe for his cure, and so minister 10! him . as' to
aimenad Snareacding htaliiia. DR e

c.;tgliex'(;' hn;? ;N;L I'h(:

led senténcewas on himr and the stroke:
executioner.” His" salvation ‘required “both pardon
and eure.:, T'he sentence or the: disease, either re-
mainig itd: he dfatal b Andiprecisely so il

not be savedi—The " Righl Revo - J Jokns, DiD.;
Assistant Bishop of : Virgmia, - ] ‘

NOCALTAR, NO SACRIFICER IV TIE RE-
‘ ' FORMED CHURCHIL
From Address {o the Convention of the Prolestant
Fpiscopal Churel in Qhio, by the Right Rev. C. P,
Mcllvaine, D.D., Bishop of the Diocese,
Continued from our last number,
Now, my brethiren, 1 have nol looked without
sevious consideration upon these things. For se-
veral years, I have not consecrated a church, sofar
as | can remember, in which there was an altar-form
structure, instead of a proper table, But this was
rather hecause such a structure did not happen fo be
in the new churches, than hecause | was prepared
to make any serious objeetion to it.  But the altered
condition of things to which 1 have referred, has
placed the subject in a very different light, so that
[ have been led to inquire into my duty with regard
to it as T had not done before. “The conclusion to
which | have come is thisy—that hereafter 1 must
refuse to consecrate any church in which there is
an altur-form structure for the Lord®s Supper, and in
which there is nol a proper {able, in the usual sense,
as the permanent furniture. 1 must require, not on-
ly that there be nat an altar, but that there be a
permanent and proper table. - Of this determination
I takethe present opportunity of giving notice to the
diocese, .

In taking a position which I cannot but suppose
will seem, not only new, but over-scrupulous to
those whose attention has not heen much drawn
in that direction, itis due, as well to you, as myself,
that [ should assign my reasons, This, [ now pro-
ceed {o do.  And, wy brethren, if 1 should gn more
largely into the subject than the justification of the
determination just declared would seem to require, {
am sure you will not think the time inappropriately
employed when you shall sce how conclusively the
state of the case as to what is right in our Church,
in regard to the furniture for the Lord’s Supper, ex-
pounds her doctrine of the nature of that sacrament,
as invelving no sacrifice, excepl as all prayeris
sactifice, and ol the minister thereof as being no
Priest except as that name is used synouymously
with Presbyteror Elder.*

«I'he Bnglish Translations of the Bible were violont-
ly attacked by Romish wtiters, in tho age of the RRefor-
wation, because the original word Presbyleres, (whence
vomes onr word Presbyter,) was in no instance rendered
“Priest. ‘The Reformers answered thus: ** The word
Jiriesty by popish nbuse, is commanly spoken for a saeri
Jficer the snme ns sacerdos in Latin.  But the Holy
Ghost never catleth the ministers of the word and sagra-
ments of the N, Test. hiercis ov saverdotes. Thevefore
the translators, to make a difference betweon the miuis
ters of the O ‘Test. and - those of the New,: call-the one
neeording lo the usual acceptation, priests, and the other
aceording to tho original derivalion, presbylers or eldors,
The name of priest according to the original derivation
from preshyter,- we do nat refuse 3 but nccording to the

il it is badly arranged and imperfectly adjusted, the

common eceptation for a sacrificer we cannot tuke if,

But here 1 svish it to be distinetly understood that
in what 1 have now said or shull say, there is no
reference intended to any minister, or parish, or any
state of things n this diocese. .In carrying out my
-views of duly in this matter recently, I have de-
signed not the least censure on any person or parish.
Nothing of that sort is intended in what | have yet
to say. In the few cases of allar-form structures in
churches of Qhlio, I have no reason ta belicve there
hias been any object beyond the gratification of a
builder’s taste. 1t may therefore seem tosome ill-
timed to adopt the determination of which I have
just nolified yon,  Buliny opinion is precisely the
reverse, It seems to me far wiser lo settle a deli-
nite rule of this kind, while there is nothing against it
more diflicult to be yielded than a mere malter of
architectural fancy ; than to wait till erroneous doc-
itine shall have gained so much strength as to
change a question of taste into one of principle,
and make the having of an altar jdentical with the
keeping of a goo:l conscience.

Let me first go to history.
tive use 7 )

None can deny that our Lord instituted and ad-
ministered the Eucharist at a common houschold ta-
Yle. And when he says ¢the hand of him that
hetrayeth me is with me on the tabie,” we neces-
snily contemplate the Saviour and the twelve as
engaged in an act of communion simply ; analagous
to that of & houschold around its family table. Noth-
ing can more perfectly exclude the idea of sacrifice,
priest, and altar. It was at the commemoration of
the Passover, The Supper of the Lord took the
place of the paschal feast. The latter was a feast
after, and upon, a sacrifice, which had been pro-
viously offered at the great altar of ¢ burnt-offerings
at the Temple.?  The wark of the Jewish priest
was finished when the paschal lamb had been sacri-
ficed.  Other altar a Jew could not have, than that
in the temple around which the blood of the lamb
was sprinkled,  Other sacrifice there remained none
in connection with that feast, when once that Jamb
had been slain.  But there did remain the feast of
communion upon that lamb, thus offered once, for all
the house of Israel. The lambs were many ; the
sacrifice, the feast, the type was one. It was the
communion of the whole household of the chosen
people. They met in families as we meet for our
communion in congregations. They met, not at the
altar where the sacrifice was offered, but at the ta-
ble of the family fellowship ; as we mect, not al the
cross, where Christ our Passover was sacrificed for
us 3 but at a table expressive of the family fellow-
ship of all believers in the reconciliation effected by
the blood of Jesus. The Jews met without a Priest:
all that pertained to the office of Priest having been
finished at.the temple.  We meet at the Lord’s
Supper - without any mere human Priest,i for all
that perlains to the office’ of a Priest, in our recon-
ciliation to God, was finished when Christ offered up
limself, <¢ once - for all,’) on the altar 'of the ¢ross;
or-else is being perfected in his present ever-living
imercession . within, the yoil, before the mergy:seal
elsewhere been’ aflered as'a propitiatory sacrifice. tn.
God. Cliristians ' meet to feed, by fuith; with'thanks-
giving, spirilually upon'« propiliatory sacrifice, long
sinceroflered even the flesh and blood of Jésus; by
which we draw, nigh lo God." The Jewish Passorer
was of two parts, £ the sacrificeof the. Lord*
aver,* and thafeast'of - the Lord’s” Passo
propitidte in :

What was the primi-

ver': !
éry -offering.at the - temple,"and the. eucha-
tistic'supper on (hat ‘oflering, in the family: dwell-
ing.” It was 'as’ mich commanded' that the: feast
should be'in thé house, and not at the altar in the
temple, as that the sacrifice’ should be atihe allarin
the “temple, and not inany - private. house. Our
Passover is of like two parts, the sacrifice and the
feast; the offering of the Lamb of God, and the
eucharistic supper of the whole houschold of faith,
partaking of that Lamb. In the beginning of the
dispensatiou of the Gospel, the, sacrifice of eur pass-
over was slain, once for all. Jesus was priest and
victim. The whole period, since then, and to the
end of the world, is the Feast of the Lord’s Passover,
during which each believer, every day, is living by
faith, in the secret of his own heart, upon the sacri-
fice of Christ, as all his life and hope; and the
whole Liousehold of faith are, at stated periods, as-
sembling together o express and declure in the sa-
crament of the breaking of bread, their common
dependence ony and their common thankfulness for,
that one perfect and sufficient oblation and salisfac-
tion for the sins of the whale world.

As the Jews were not allowed lo unite the offer-
ing and the eating, the priestly sacrifice and the
eucharistic feast, but were commanded to separate
them in point of place and time; so we cannot, by
any possihility, unite them under the Gospel. The
sacrifice for us was offered eighteen hundred years
ago, © once for all,?® It cannot be repeated. The
feast alone remains—a feast commemorative of o
sacrifice, but not a sacrifice of commemoration, ex-
cept as the offering of prayer and thanksgiving is

when it is spoken of the minislry of the N. Test, But
seeing your popish sncrificing power, and blasphonions
sacritice of your iass hath no manner of ground in the
holy seriptures, cithee in the original Greek, or in your
own Latin translation, you are driven to seek n silly
shadow of it in the abugive acceptation and sounding of
the English word priest and priesthood.  And therefore
you do in great carnest aflirm that priest, sacrifice, and
altur are dependents and consequents one of another, so
that they cnunot be separated,  1f you should sayin
Latin sacerdos, sacrificium, altare be such consequents,
wo will subscribe to you 3 butif you will change the
word, and say presbyter, sacrificium, altare, every lenrned
man’s ears will glow (o hiear you say they are dependents
and consequents biseparnble. ‘Therefore we must needs
distinguish of the word * priest’ in your ‘corollary; for
ifyou mean thereby sacerdotem, wo gmnt the conse.
quence of sacrifice and altay 3 bul if you mean presby-
terum, wuo deny that God ever joined theso threeinan
inseparable band '3 or that presbyter, in that he is presby-
ter, hath any thing {o'do with sacrifice or altar, more
than senior, or ancient, or elder.”’—Fulke's Def. of Eng-
{)l'.\'/:x; Trauslation: of the Bible,  Park, Soc. Ld., pp, 109,
253, T L L

* Ambiguity, (sayd’Bp.-White,) has arisen from the
circumstance thatthe English language applies the same
word * Irest,' o denote iwo. words  in the original,
hiereys, and presbyteres. . Of . thelatter word it i3 here
aflirmed (hat it never denotes an offerer of suerifice ; and
as to the former. word, none alleges that it ever stands

for o christinn minister 'in" the seripturcs.’’—Diss, on
the Bucharist.” = . Gl :

+.0f gourse I mcan pricst gt tho sexigo of a sacrificer,

used i from the beginning, ' We ars: as.
“Christ; his aposiles; and St. ‘Augustine, Optelus, and

Sfiguratively a sacrifice, and each communicant is, in
that sense, a Priesl, . . v

All this ilustrates how entirely it was, as per~
taining to the design and original institution of the
Lord’s supper, that our Lord assembled the twelve
around a common houschold table, for the first admin-
istration of that sacrament ; and how lillle  connex-
ion it had, with any sacrifice, as then being offered,
or, with any altar as then present,

Lonyg after the first institution of the Lord’s supper,
the Chiistian Church continued to keep it aloof
from any thing expressive of sacrifice, except as it
commemorated that of Christ, and was accompanied,
on he part of communicants, with the offering of
their prayers and alms..  Our venerable Bishop
White expressed his belief that ¢ the ferm ¢ altar,’
did net supplant “the original word ¢ table,® for a
considerable time aflter the apostolic age.”* Suicer
says, it is ¢ clearer than mid-day, that altars ware
not in the primitive church ;7 (neridiana luce
clarius.)  Basnage says, that the writings of men
of the apestolic age, snch as Clement, Polycarp,
Tusting never employed the words, High Priest)
Priest, &e., for the chrislian minister ; nor did they
any more nse the word allar, to signify the table of
the Fucharist.”t  Bingham, our leavned and stand-
ard author, in Feclesiastical Antiguities, says that,
as late as the time of Athanasius, (1th century,)
the churches had “communion tables of wood ;
and of the churches of Africa and Egypt, par-
ticularly, he says: ¢ There is no question to be
made, that ahout this time, ¢ the allars were anly
lables of wopd.”  In the year 509, a gencral de-
cree was made in France, ¢ that no altar should be
consecrated, but such as should be made of stone
only.”  And Bingham says, « this seems to be the
first public act of that nature, that we have upon
anthentic reeord, in ancient history.” And from the
time of this cliange in the matler of them, the form,
or fashion of them changed likewise. For, where-
as, before, they were in the form of lables, they
now began tobe erected more like altars.’’t

This, comparatively, modern use of the form of
analtar, instead of that of a table, is strongly as-
serted hy Bishop Jewel, in his Defence of his Apo-
logy for the Church of England, against the Jesuit
Harding, ¢ As for the altars,” he says, ¢ which
the Donalists broke down, (in the churches of the
4th centary) they were certainly fubles of woad,
such us we huve, and not heaps of stones, such as ye
have. ~ 8t Augnsline saith, the Donatists, in their
fury, broke down the altar-boards.  Ilis words he
these : Lignis cjusdem altaris effractis.  Likewise
saith Athanusins of the like fury of the Arians;
Subsellia, thronum, mensam lignenm el labulgs
ecclesie el calera qua proferunt, foris cuta,
combusserunt, - They carried: {orth “and burat® the
seats, the pulpity the wooden board, the  ehurch
tables, &¢. - Touching yvour stone allars. Beatus.
Rhenanus saith,” fn nosiris Busilicis, Ararum super
addititia structura novitalem pre se ferl ;. in our
churches, the building “up’ of raltars, added to the
g, feelvndlumgs talle gl sdone adury e oth

‘newly brought intd the church of Godyand thatl our

communion lables are.old and ancient; and:huve been

Ve have  suchaltars: ag

other ¢atholic and holy Fathers, had and used.**§:. =
- Bishop Babington, in his notes, -on ', Exodus, pubs.
Jishedin 1604, says,; s« The altars . popery.

‘are; not!Wananted by this. exampley (i esof - the.

Jewish-altars.) '+, But® that: the primitive churches
used communion tables, as we do now, of boards and
wood; notaltars, as they do, of stone. . Origen ‘was
about 200 years after Christy and he saith that Cel-
sus objecled: it asa fault to" Christiang; Quod nes
imagines,nee lempla, nec aras haberent @ that they
had neither images, nor temples, nor altars,  Arni-
bius, after him, saith the same of the heathens:
Accusunt nos quod ne¢ {empla habeamus nec aras,
nec imagines,—Gerson saith that  Nylivester first
caused slone altars to be made.  Upon this occasion,
{n some places, stone allars were used for steadiness
and coalinuance, wooden tables having been before
used 5 but, Isay, insome pluces, not in all.  For
St. Augustine saith thatin histime, in Afriea, they
were made of wood. For the Donalists, saith he,
break in sunder the altar boards,  Again the dea-
con’s duty was to remore the altar, Chrysostom
calieth it the holy board.  St. Aungustine, the table
of the Lond. Athanasius, ensam ligneam, the
table of wood.  Yet was this communion-table
called an-altar, not that it was so, but only by allu-
sion, melaphorically, as Chris{ is ealled an altar, or
our hearts be called altars, &e.  Mark, with your-
selves, thercfore, the unewness of this point, for
stone altars, in comparison of our ancient wusc of
communion tables, and let Popery and his parts fall,
and truth and sound antiquity be regarded.”’||

‘The learned Perkins, one of the greater lighis at
Cambridge, in the latter part of the 16th century,
says ¢ ¢ About the year 400, the use of altars began,
but not for sacrifice, but for the honour and memory
of the martyrs.”

1t would be easy to show that the use of altars
originated, contemporaneously, with that inordinate
veneration for the relics of saints and martyrs, which
was very soon matured into that idolatrous adoration,
which is now one of the grievous crimes of the
Chareh of Rome. It is little to the credit of
altars, in the christian church, to look back to the
various growths of astonishing superstition, which
grew up, in company with their use.  Mosheim,
speaking of the dth century, says: ¢ An enormous
train of different superstitions were gradually sub-
stituted in the place of true religion, and genuine
piety. . This odious revolution was owing to a
vartely of causes. A ridiculous precipitation in
receiving new opinions; a preposterous desire of
imitating the Pagan rites, and -of blending then
with the christian worship, and that idle propensity,
which the generality of mankind have, towards a
gaudy and oslentatious religion, all” contributed {o
establish the reign of superstition upon the ruins of
Christianity. = * *  The virtues that had formerly
been nscribed-to the heathen temples, -to their lus-

* Diss. on the Kucharists Lt
£ Basnag:” ' Aun, 100, v.oxiic Mede, awith-all his
learning, could find none of the' fathérs using *¢ altur,”
for the - *¢ tadle earlior than Lortullinn, ~ ALD. 200,
-+ -Binghanr's Antiquities, by vil, ¢, vi. § 15,
2§ Defence of Apol. 1, i, chi iii, div. 3.
+|| Bishop Babington's works, tid, 1632, p. 307,
4 Perkin's works, 15 p. 553, .

‘cording to-that model:in" the “temple: at Jerusalem, .

suely structures, for altars, began'to

-mens ol sich ancient-monuments

trations, to the statués of their' gods and heroes, .

consecrated by certain forms of prayer, ‘and to " the,
images of holy men, * ** The worship of the:
martyrs, was modelled, by degrees, according to the’
religious services that were paid to the gods, before:
the coming of Christ,””* B T P
“To such heights of superstition and imposture, had
the veneration of relics arrived, in the latler part-of
the 4ih century, that the 5th. Council of Carthage,
was obliged to resist its more odious extravagances.:
The following extracts, from the 14th canon of that
Council, will show in what connexion alfars: arose
in the Church. ¢ [t is decteed that the altars,
which are set up cvery where, in the fields, or in the
ways, a5 monuments of martyrs, in which no hodies’
or relies of martyrs - are proved .to be buried; be
overthrown by the Bishops of those places, if it may
be. But, if; on account of lumulls of the people,
that cannot be done, yet let the people be ad-
monished that they frequent not those places, &e.
And let no memorial of martyrs be allowed and ac-
cepted, except the body, or some undoubted relics
he there, or that some original of their habitation or
suffering, be there delivered, from a most faithful
beginning.  As for those sltars, that are set up,in
cvery pluce by drewms, and vain rcvclations of any
men, let them by alt means be disallowed.”

Faithful to this original conncction, between
altars and tombs, with the sactament of the Lord's
body on the top, and dead men’s bones within, is the
present use of the altar in the church of Rome. The
Rhemish Annolalors on the New Testament, com-
menting on Rev. vi. 9, where occurs the vision of
the souls under the altar, say, ¢ Christ, as man,
(no douiit,) is this altar, under which the souls of
all martyrs lie in heaven, expecting their bodies; as
Christ, their head, hath his body there already.
And for correspondence to their place, or state,in
heaven, the Church layeth, commonly, their bodies .
also, or relics, near, or under the allars, where our
Saviour’s body is offered in the holy Mass; and
hath a special proviso, that no altars be erected, or
consecraled, without some part of @ sainl’s body or
relies.”  And this < special proviso,” is founded on
the assumption that ¢ the relies of the saints add not
a little to the sanctity of the sacrament, when they
are confained in the altar ;** thus fully carrying out
the abominable doctrine that we are assisted by the
merits of the saints in obtaining justification through
the merits of Christ. ’

Conformed to this fomb-like use of Romish altars,
and their monumental origin, is their almost in-
variable shape, “They are in the shape ‘of arks,or
chosts, resembling, very closely, in general :appear-
ance, those oblong structutes of stone, or brick, -
surmounted with a'marble slab, which from. time .
immemorial, have been”erected over: the, dead, as:
monumentsto their memory.} .- R

This peculiary chest-like form of the Romish altar,’
is wholly unlike any. thing.under.the name "of altar,
of which we have any account.” The “altars which .
Merraausmdae wite iy were! atterwards:'set up, ac-"

had'nosich characte

‘Bingham. say:

5thcentury; ¢ they were built like'a tomb, ‘as'if it
wers some monument 4f a'martyr ;¥ and “he ‘quoles
ing that {spec

an eminent authority (Bone,) as say

artyrs

still found, in his'day, :catacombs of Rome,

and other places.} . R SR B
© -1t is not dificnit to trace the steps by which’ the
martyr’s fomb came’ to he so univerdally the Romish.
altar. - Ttis well known that, ‘at .an -early period,::
Christians took -great pleasure :in hotouring the
memory of martyrs, by erecting tombs, ‘as monu-
ments, over the place of their burial, and in assem-
bling there for worship, on the anniversary of their
death.  On these occasions, the martyr’s monument
served as a {able, on which they celebrated the
Lucharist,
(To be conlinued.)

AUTHORITY OF THE FATHERS.

From Bishop Jeremy Tayloryon the Liberty of

Prophesying, . -

If 1 should reckon all the particular reasons
against the cerlainty of this topic, it would be more
than needs as to this question, and therefore- [ will
abstain {rom all disparagement of those worthy per-
sonages, who were excellent lights to their several
dioceses and cures. And therefore I will not in-
stance that Clemens Alexandrinus  {anght . that
Christ felt no hunger or thirst, but eat only to make
demonstration of the verity of his human hature;
nror that St. Hilary taught that Christ in bis suffer-
ings had no sorrow ; nor that Origen taught the
pains of hell not to have eternal duration ; nor that
St Cyprian taught Re-baptization ; nor that Athen-
agoras condemned second marriages ;- nov that St.
John Damascen said Christ only prayed in appear-
ance, not really and in truth 5 1 will let them all
rest in peace, and theit memories in honour,” For if
T should enquire into the parlicular probations of
this article, I must do to shem as I should be forced
to do now. {f any man should say that the writings
of the school-men were excellent argument’ and
authority to determine men’s persuasions, ' 1 must
consider their writings, and obsetve their defailances,
their contradictions, the weakness of their  argu-
ments, the mis-allegations of Scripture, their incon-
sequent deductions, their false opinions, and. all the
weaknesses of humanity, the failings of their per- '
sons 3 which no good man is willing to do, unless he - -

* Mosheim's eel. Rist. cent. ivopo 11, § 2, :

$ *“'The altar which has been erected” (under Tract-
nrian auspices) “at'the Round Church, Cambridge,"”. -
(and which has been ‘condenmed - by an:‘ecelesinstical
court as'illegal) * is a mass of stone work, rising ng. i
ereetion from the ground, and attached to the fabric of -
the Chreh. The only point in which it diffms from the

tomb-fike altars, generally seen in Romish churchis, iy

that it is not elosed in front, ( though it is on the sid::s.) :
the Romish altavs being generally closed all téund, the .
interior being devoted 1o the voveption of relies; withot .

whicl,, there is a very general feeling, among Romanists
that the cucharist: cannot be properly’ celebrated ypor
them: But this tomb-like form 13 not reckoned essontial §
the being of an eltary and occasionally, [ beliéve,” - 'por-
tion of the front is left apen; thiat the relics 'may be'seen
and protected only by a trellis work .of brass: or. other-
metal. — Goode's Altars Prohibited in: the Church i

ivl'.‘nglam{. S B :
3 Binghom's Antiq. b viil e vie §15, - e

were now allributed to christian churches, to water’




