
23

B reasoning, we
Fhee? and there

extremes; while

book, he by no

men, but with

igs for so much
crvvd this wise

Scrbonian bog,"

rgcnce.

times,"—taking

shews that the

nivcrsal philoso-

ig before them,

word Apostasia

ergon signifies a

Bvolt-a criticism

dnccthe dogma

!dly a spiritual

>n of our Great

r covenant than

^ sanctuary and

on of saints will

of priority of

Plato, Plutarch,

the academics

ad rather read a

but turn to the

rliose works, out

e two following,

lomines ut coni-

lant advooatis/'

i

i

What a religion is it 1 that tcachcth men to use good iknuons

(deified saints) to commend them to the gods. And again;'

'* Ad consci|Ucndam vitan beatani non tali mcdiatoro indigere

homincm, qualis est dscmon, sed tali qualis est unus Christus."

To attain a blessed )'fo man hath no nt.<;c! of a deified saint,

but of Christ alone.

The Church of England has of late years been doomed to

lament a growing declension among the members of her com-

munity. How this is to be accounted for is not for me to

opine, but it has been suggested that she has lost something

at the Keforniation which wc would wistfully look back upon,

and clutch, like Macbeth clutching the fatal dagger. I

speak as to facts which have been universally known in

England and elsewhere.

Posaibly the great names of those who began the retrograde

course may account for the leaven. 1 he prestige of name has

a great effect ; let a man acquire a great name either as a

politician or a divine, and he is sure to require a wider gate

for his followers to enter. And is not this fact exemplified in

the case before us ? Pearson, and Bull, and Beveridge, have

obtained the jircstige of a great name, but they are advocates

of the dogma of intercession of saints. s«id therefore we must

believe that doctrine—" Pearson, our text book, must be

followed," and the not doing so would be "setting at nought

the authorities of the church's great divines."

And mark how the opinions of men with great names are

imbibed. We have here, (pages 47, 48,) a citation from Crakan-

thorp, an Oxford divine, who affirms the dogma of the inter-

cession of saints, but draws a line of distinction between

meritorious and deprecatory intercession. This, the Provost \

thinks '' a most distinct and judicious statement of the ques-
]

tion," and to which he invites particular attention ! !

Now, this " distinct and judicious statement " is an old

Romanizing sophism, designed for the nonce, to qualify the

dogma, and give it some semblance of congruity \vith Pro-


