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“The reading public of Great I?ritaiu and Ire-
{and are already acquainted with the cuse of
Archdeacon Denison, in reference to the doc-
trine of the Fucharist in the Protestant church.
Taking * the Thirty-nine Articles” as the stand-
ard of the Faith of Protestants: again, assum-
ing (as they allege) the Scriptures as the sum of
Christian belief; and further, comparing these
two positions with the argumients of the Protest-
ant Primate and with the defence of the Arch-
deacon, it is not too much to say, that no man
of conscience and of theological -learning can
risk the salvation of his soul on the recognised
constitution and the avowed creed of the Eng-
lish Establishment. "The two principal poiutsat-
tempted to be maintained, by what is called ¢ the
Reformation,” in reference to Christianity, ave,
firstly, “that the Scriptures alone are the only
and the all-sufficient revelation and law of God
and man " and, sccopdly, ¢ that the authority
of the Pope and the infaliibility of the Church are
a luman invention, and a damnable fallacy.”

No language can adequately de_:s_cribe the in-
songruities of these lwo propositions: and no
fmey can justly depict the melancholy results
which, up to the present time, have followed the
public acceptance of these principles, which, on
minute examination, will be fomd at vaviance
with the axioms of Christianity, and with the
daws of the Gospel. Without wishing 1o say
one word, or to give even a hint which could of-
fend—Protestantism ix a coufused heap ol incon-
sistency and incongruity on these two peints : and
the Converts who have joined the Catholic
Chureh : the Fellows pf their Universities: the
English Noblemen : and the English and Scotch
Nobfe Ladies have all leflt their former cominu-
nion, from the - irrecoucilable principles, -and the
contradictory doctrines, which meet the reason
and faith of tle inquirer at every step he ad-
vanced through the labyrinth of  Leformation.”
Witliout eciting the numerous examples whicl
could be adduced in support of these asserlions,
one important instance will be quite sufficient.—
{t'has reference Lo one of © the "Chirly-nine Ar-
ticles,” namely, the ffth article: it is one of the
articles of the English faith: and as such is,
thercfore, necessary to salvation.  Yet neither
this article in its entivety, nor one explicit word
of this article, is found 1 the sacred volune,.—
Che doctrine veferved to is the procession of *the
# Holy Ghost from the Son:” that is, the proces-
sion of the third person of the Blessed "Crinity
from the Son as well.as from the Father. The
‘Afth article of the English creed has ‘it as fol-
lows +-— )

« V. —0r rur Houy Guost.—The Holy Ghost pro-
ceeding from the Father wad the Son, is ol once sub-
stance, majesty, and glory, with the Father and the
Son, very and eternal God.”

Now, the words “ proceeding fron: the Son,”
or even any words expressing the sane idea, are
nol found in any passage or passages of the
Sacred Volwme. At this assertion the reader will
inquire and ask on what grounds, then, docs the
Protestant church profess (on the all-important
doctrine of the Blessed Trinity) an article of
faith which is.not contained in any direct or ex-
plicit passage of the New Testament? The an-
swer is, namely, that the English chuwreh has
adopted this article of their fith from the deci-
sion of one of the Cowncils of the Catholic
Chaugreh : thereby demonstrating Lhe inconsistency
of this church in asserting the all sufficiency ~of
the Scriptures alone in matters of faith, while at
the same time borrowing an article of that faith
from the sole anthority of the Catholic Church.

The passage amongst muny others, on which
the decision of the Catholic Church is founded,
is as.follows, Jouy xv., 26 :— '

* % But when the Puraclete cometh, whom 1wl send
JSrom Ihe Father, the.spirit of truth, who proceedeth
from the Father, he shall give testimeny of we.”

In this and simifar texts, neither the expressed
words, nor the explicit ileas, assert lhe proces-
son - of the third person of the Blessed Tri-
nity from the seconul : but the Cathelic Church
tn Conncil has decided, that as Clirest sent the
Loty Glost, he therefore .proceeds from, Him.
But the truth clearly is - fourided solely on - the
wuthority of the Council, and: not. on ‘the "ex-
préssed - words, -or . explicit .ideas of -the text.—
Hence this one example, on this vital point, . will
be: sufficient to prove .that while the Anglican
communion “asserts- the sufliciency *of Seripture
afone, in matfers .of faith, she contradicts her
own . tencts, when she adopts an arlicle of that
Laith - founded : solely- on Catholic - authority.—
Without, therefore; entering on the questions of
‘hiee “rejection’ of whole books of scripture: of
hiek' mistranslations : of lier. metaphovical .inter-
pretations, if one, even oue dumaging case,: can
be successlully made; out :against her articles.of

Faith, it essentially impeaches and taints her ‘en-

dive creed which, therefore, as a matter of course,
’ I

must be abandoned, as untenable and false, by
‘every scholar who reasons correctly, and by every
Christian who values his eternal salvation.

Whoever wishes to study * the history™ of the
Thirty Nine Articles, and to read the Acts of
Parliaments on which they are founded, will learn
without doubt, that the entire system of the new
religion is one ofa revolutionary constitution, and
of a political expediency. .

Burnet (1 iii., p. 398) speaking of Llizabeth,
writes, “she thought that in her brother’s reign
they made their doctrine too marrow i some
points ; therefore, she intended to' have some
things explained in more general terms, so that _a!l
parties might be comprehended by them : her in-
tention was to have the manner of Cluist’s pre-
sence in the Sacrament to be left ¢ some gene-
rad words:” and hence she proposed “lo have
the Communion Book so contrived, that it might
not cxclude the beliel of all parties; for, the
chief design of the Queen was, to unite the na-
tion.™

The process ol religion-making and creed-
manufacturing which may be seen in the quota-
tions just made, will be observed to proceed. to
higher degrees of gospel-jugglerry, in the extracts
about to be given from Synods, and trom  the
following Acts of Parliaments :—

#The supremacy or headship of the thurch (Aet,,
&e., &c., 150%) is annexed to the Crown, and “de-
clares that the authority of | visiting, correcting, and
reforming all things in the Churel is for ever an-
nexed to the Royal dignity : and whosoever should
refuse to swear and acknowledge the Queen Lo be the
Supreme ilead of the Clureh, and governovr in wll
causes, 1s well ecelesiastical as temporal, within her
dominions, is to forfeit any office he may hold cither
in Clwreh or State.”  (Burnet 1. §if.. p.p. 385 388.)

Here, w the last quetation the Parhament,
after having ¢ wade religion,” and # contrived”
a Book of Common Prayer, have made a wo-
man Pope, who ever after, during her reign,
gave permission to preach by letters patent: who
made bishops like her father, either for a Zimited
time, ov during theiv lives, at her pleasure: who
issued - Kxcommunications: vegulated external
worship : adjusted faith: adjudieated on the dog-
mas of religion : and gave, as from the source of
Chlrist himself, both vahdity and legulity to the
entire constitulion of the new Gospel. 1lence,
when “the Thirty Nine Articles” were manu-
factured according to the wish' of the Queen,
and in conformity with the Acts of’ the Parlia-
ment, the Articles were published, and headed
with the following words : —¢ That these articles
being authorized by the consent and assent of
Queen Elizabeth, ought to be received and cx-
ccuted throughout the whole realm of 1ing-
land.” T

If it were not @ public universally known fact
that the Inglish Parliament did really pass the
acts just quoted, no man liviug could believe
that any man or set of men could conceive and
execute the plan of making a new religion! and
if it were not equally an admitted fact that the
laity did embrace tins religion so made, future
generations could not funcy that in the short pe-
riod of forty-five years, all Iingland (Lancashire
excepted) had abandoned the old faith, and adopt-
ed a system, which, they all knew, had its ori-
gin in palitical crime, was constructed on human
principles, and executed in malice and in social
revenge!

This briel historical review will enable the
reader to approach the case of Archdeacon De-
nison with an accurate knowledge of the legal
premises an which the English Primate founded
lis ecclesiastical charge against him. The case
slands thus: Arclideacon Denison preached and
published a sermon on the Eucharist, of whick
one passage in particular is declared by the Pro-
testant Primate to be at variance with the Angli-
can .creed. The proposition censured by ilie
Primate. is as follows:— : '

“f¢Mr. Denison says:— .

“¢By all who come to the Lord’s table, by 1hose
who cat and deink worthily, and by those who céat
and drink unworthily, the body and blood of Christ
ave received, ™ -0 !

Dr. T.ushington, the agent and prosecutor of
the. primate, asserts, that the, propesition rvefer-
ted: Lo contradicts the 29th of Elizabeth’s arti-
¢les, which is as follows -— . C
¢ XXIN, OF 1z WICKED waicH kAT XoT THE Boby
or CuRIST 1¥ 'tHR TSE OF TR Lonrn's Surskr~The
wicked, and such as be 'voild of n lively faith; al-
Lhough they o carnally and visibly préss with' (heir
‘teeth (ag Bi. Augustine saith) the Saerament ol Lhe
Body and Blood of Christ, yet iu“no wite arve they
partakers of Christ: but father, to their. condemnn-
tion, o cat :nd drink the ¥ign ‘or sagrawent of so
great o {hing)” Sl T

"The question, therefore,. is, whether these:(wo
propositions can e reconciled ; and their mean-
ing mutually adjusted. Che Archdeacon says they
are not at. variance with cach other, while ‘the.
Primate asseris they are.”- From the pleadings:

are taken:— o tao i e 7

«“The defence made by the Archddacon is, that the
Articles must. be understood in"a"sense to agrec with
| other documcnts of eqiinl anthority in the Chirch of
\England. So he appeals to the Prayer Book and the

o S n

Church Catechism, and even suramons the Homilies

on hoth sides,- the. following condensed extracts |

" Tor por Tat.—Asa

lo Iisaid. As these documents, too, may be sup-
posed to admit of further elucidation, he quotes the
‘writings of the Reformer:and other divines of the
Church of England, as well as other passages from
St. Augustine besides that quoted in the Article, and
a great deal more. :

“That, then, is his defence. Dr. Lushington meets
it by observing that it was ¢ legal, not a theologicul
question, he was called on to decide. The charge
against the Archdeacon wus, that he had published
words contradictory of the 28th nod 28t Articles,
which it was no business of his te defend. Had the
words of the Articles required any explanation—did
they admit of the least doubt—were they not abso-
lutely and singularly clear and express, then there
might be some occasion to appeal to other documents
and writings, with o view- 10 ascertain, not the doc-

L] . .
trine, but the weaning of the Articles. In thia case,

however, there could be no doubt whatever as to the
meaning of the 1wo Articles, [L was wholly uune-
cessary, then, lo go beyond the text of those Arti-
cles for their interpretation. Arvchdeacon Denison’s
worids svere equally clear and self-explained. The
two passages thus so plain were s plajuly contradic-
tory, and there was no alternative but to pronounce
the sentence of deprivation against Arclhdeacon De-
nison, wlho, of course, appeals, with the certainty
of a similar judgment in any court in this land.”

Whoever wisles to compare the pleadings in
this case with the avowed doctrines of the Angli-
can Establishient cannot fail to note the incon-
sistency, the contradiction, the incongruity, and
indeed the deceptiveness which are manifest in
this human system.

Firstly—1In thewr sermons, their books, (heir
placards, they inform the public that the Serip-
tures alone contain their Rule of Faith: and yet
one of their vital articles of Taith is nof taken
from the Scriptures, but from the decision of the
Catholic Church, which (Catholic Chureh) hav-
ing learned the word of God from the teaching
of their ancestors. knew how to make elear that
which was obscure, and to decide as certain that
whicli might otherwise be doubtful.

Secondly—In all their discussions, controver-
sies, treatises, &e., Private Judgment is put for-
ward-as the means given by God for understand-
ing the word of the Gospel ; while in the case
before us Archdeacon Denison is refused the
right of his .private judgment, is compelled
against his judgment to bow to a code of laws
made three hundred years ago: and in case of
refusal he is dismissed from lis office, and is pun-
ished by the withdrawal of the support of hiw-
self, his wife, and his children ; i fact, be is
tried, convicted, disimissed, degraded, banished,
beggared. starved, and perliaps killed, for in-
sisting on a right which they tell all the world is
the fundamental principle of Protestantisin.

"Phirdly—In several Acts of Parliament, and
in all their synods and convocations, they have
declared, that the Pope is an anomaly in reli-
gion : that general councils are a profane institu-
tion : and that their decrees are a fallacy in gos-
pel legislation : while at the same tine they ap-
point a woman, a child, a Profligate, or perhaps
a Fool as an Jinglish Pope : obey an assembly of
Laymen, in_ framing acts of faith: and trausfer
fo a corrupl human legislation the homage and
the reverence which (if the Gospel be true) are
alone due to the appointed ministers and anointed
constitution of God.

TFourthly—They never cease before the public
repeating the hacknied plrase, “ search the Scrip-
tures,” to learn the truths of God; and yet,
when Mr. Denison appeals to Scripture, in his
defence, Dr. Lushington meets him by saying he
“ did not appear to defend a case of doctrine but

Gospel is set aside, and the anthority of the Eng-
lish Parliament is clearly introduced as the sole
rule of Taith! .

Jifthly—No man of candor and honest con-
scientious feeling can read the entire case at issue
without seeing in cvery stage of the proceedings
the most glaring inconsistency ; in fact, it can
be called by np other name than a corrupt system
of gospel-jobbing, which has only- to be exposed
to public scrutiny, in order to be unmiversally ab-
horred. i’ ) '

Who, thercfore, that las studied” the early
workings of this system, and watched its proaress,
could remmin within an Tnstitution where every
thing is marked with-the corrupt character of ani-
‘bitious and wicked men: hence the distinguished
‘English converts: fellows of colleges: have re-
tired from all coniiexion with kindred, home, and
emolument, in order to rest their heads within
-the ancient fold of the Apostles ;. and hence: the
‘many namés even in Treland who have joincd the
ranks of _the” Catholic' Church within the last ten
years. In the article just written there is no
desive 1o ulter one word of offence- against the

"l:conscicntious feelings of any class in the cominu-

ity : the, writer merely qiotes the, procéddingsin
thecase of Archdeacon Denison-z and lie . feels
cerfain that the Archdeacon and his friends would
employ ‘the same:arguments Dbefore lis' Primate
‘ag'are here put forward in these hirried remarks.
S DL WL G

‘ lady was viewing lierselfl in a
wirror, she suid to her danghter, **'What would you
give to be a3 handsore ds I am.® “Just a3 mueh,”
replied the datizhter, “as you would give to b2 as
young as [ am.” : -
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of Lnglish aw.” 1In fact, in this pleading, the:

Latracts from the most Bloguent and most
Distinguished. WVriters of Modern Times.
LECTURES ON CATHOLICISM IN ENGLAND.

BY JOHN HENREY NEWMAN; D, D,y PRIEST OF THR OkATOLY

OF §T. PHILIP NERL
HOW PROTESTANTS HAVE EVENL PERSECUTED,

"Ihie horrars I have been describing are no
anomaly in the history of DProtestantism. It has
persecuted in England, in Scotland, in Ireland, in
Holland, in France, in Germany, in Geneva.
Calvin burnt 2 Socinian, Cranmer an Anabaplist,
Luther advised the wholesale inurder of the fana-
tical peasants, and Knox was parly to bloody
enactments and bloody deeds.  You Svill think
that with scandals such as these at their doors,
Protestants would find 1t safest to et history
alone, and not meddle with the question of per-
secution at all, from a lively consciousness of
deeds identical with those whick they impute to
the Catholic Clurch.  Not a bit of it. What
then is their view of the watter? Strange to
say, they make it their plea of exculpation, and
the actual difference between Cathiolics and the,
that they condemn persecution in principle; in
other words, they bring their own inconsistency
as the excuse for their erime. Now, grant
thera, 1 am far fram disputing it, that a man who
holds a right principle and oceasionally, nay, of-
ten, offends against it, is better than he who holds
the opposite wrong principle, and acts consisteni-
Iy upon it but that is not the present case. 'The
case before us is that of persons who never once
have acted on the principle they profess—never
ouce ; for they cannot produce their instance
when Protestants, of whatever denontination, were
in possession of national power for any sufticient
time, without persecuting some or other of their
polemical antagonists. So it has been, so it is
now. Three centuries ago Protestantism in Eng-
land set off’ on its course with murdering Catlio-
lic priests; but a few months have passed sinee
a clergyman of the Istablishment gave out to
his congregation that transportation swas too gaod
for us, and he thought we all ought to he put
to death.  So far from the Protestant party fecl-
ing any real shock at this avowal, a httle while
after a second clergyman, as influential in Man-
chester as the first wentioned is in Liverpool, re-
peated the sentiment ; and still vo shock or sen-
sation in the Trotestant public was the result,
Doubtless they gave theiv reasons for wishing it,
suflicient in their own judginent, and so too did
the Protestant. Elizabeth, so too did Gardiner
and other advisers of the Catholic Mary ; but
still such was the upshot of their reasons—death
to every Catholic priest. “I'he present case then
is not thal of an individual, or & ruler, or a body
politic laying down a good principle, and not he-
ing able at times and under circumstauces, through
passion or policy. to wet up to it no, it is the
case of a religion saying one thing, und on every
actual and possible occasions doing another. Can
suel a religion extenuate its acts upon the ground
of ifs professions? Yet this is the excuse, nay,
this is the boast, the glory of the Protestant
party ;— YWe always do onc thing, and we al-

.ways say another ; we always preach peace. bui

we always make war; we have the face of a
lamb and the claws of a dragon.  And we have

-another boast; to be sure, we persecute; hut

then, as a set off, you see, we always denounce
in others what we are in the practice of
doing omrselves ; this is our second great virtue.
Observe, we, persecutors, protest against perse-
cution—virtue one ; next,we persccutors, blacken
and curse the Papists for persccuting—rvirtue
two; and now for o third virtue—why, we are
so superlatively onc sided, that we do not even
see our own utter inconsistencies in his natter,
and we deny, to use a vulgar but expressive pro-
verb, that what is sauce for the goose Is sance
for the gander. We think that profession and
denunciation make up a good Christian, and that
we may persecute. freely if we do hut largely
quote Sacred Scripture against it.”  “--

And now I might leave Protestants to explain
this maiter if. they can, and to unravel the mys-
tery how it is that, after’all their solemn words
against: persecution, they have persecuted, as I
have shown, whenever, wherever, and however

Aliey. conlld, from Elizabeth down to Victoria,

from the "domestic circle up to the legislature,
from black. looks to the extremity ol the gibbet
and the stalke; Lmight leave them; but T am
tempted to make them one parting suggestion. T
observe, then, it:is no decident that they -unite in
théir bistory-this abjuration with this practice of

“religious coercion ;, the two go together. [ say

it boldly and decidedly, and. de not flinch from (he

avowal—Frotestants altempt too much,:and they
‘end in' doing - nothing. They go too far; they

attempt at.what is:against -nature; and ‘therefore
impossible.” -Tam not proving.this ; it is a 'separate
subject ; it would- requive 4-treatise.. .T-am only
télling the Protestant world:: why it'is they ‘ever
persecute, in spite:of. théir professions.” "It i§ be-

-cause-their doctfine:of private judgment;as-they

liold-it, lis ‘extrenie-and-.unreal, -and ‘necessarily
leads to excesses in the opposite direction.. They
are attempting to reverse nature, with no war-
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rant for doing so ; and nature has its ample re-
venge upon them. They altogether ignore =
principle which the Creator has put into omr
breasts; and, in consequence, they deprive them-
selves ol the opportunity of controlling, restrain-
ing, and divecting it.  So was it with- the actors
in the first T'rench Revolution ; never were there
such extravagant praises of the rights of reason ;
never so signal, sa horrible a profanation of them.
They cried, “ Liberty, Equality, Frateraity,” and
then proceeded to massacre the priests, and-to

hurry the laity by thonsands (o the seaffold or thie
stream. : :
Ifar ather is the wisdom of the Chiarch, It is

plain, it" only to prevent the occurrence of perse-
cution, she must—to use a phrase of the day-——
head a movement, which it is impossible to sup-
press.  And in {he cowse of cighteen hundred
years, though her children have been guilty of
various excesses, thougl she herself is responsible
lor isolated acts of most solemn import—-yet for
one deed or severity with which she &an be charg-
cd, there have been n lundred of her acts re-
pressive of the persecutor and protective of his
victims.  She” has been a never failing fount of
huanity, equity, forbearance, and compassion, in
consequence of her very recognition of naturul
impulses and instinets, which Protestants would
vianly deny and contradicl 5 aml this is the solu-
ton f the paradox stated hy the distinguished
author I just now quoted, to the ellect, that the
religion which forbids privide judgment in -
ters of vevelation is historically more tolerant
than the religions which uphold it.  Uis words
will bear repetition: % We find, in all parts of
Europe,scaliohls prepared to punish crimes agamat
religion ; scenes which sadden the soul were
everywhere witnessed,  Rome is one exception
lo the vule ; Rowme, whicl it has been attempted
to represent as o monster of intolerance and een-
elty. Eiis tene that the Popes have nat preach-
ed, like the Protestants, the universal toleration
that the acts show the difference bulwern the
Protestauts and the Popes.  '{he Popes, armed
with « tribunal of intolerance, bave searce spill
a drop of blood; Protestants and philosophers
have shed it in torrents,

COBBETTS  IISTORY OF “THE  REFUORMATION.

Renl Canse of the Protestand Parioas’ ity e
Culholies,

T'his, at fiest sight, seems out of nature 5 bul,
il we consider, that this Church o Kuglaml fidt
conseinus, that its possessions did once belong to
the Catholics. that the Cathedrais and Churches
and the Calleges, were all the work of Catholic
piety. learning, and disinterestedness ; when we
consider this, can we be surprised at these new
possesscis, who had got possession by suclimeans,
tog, as we buve seew in the course of this work;
when we consider this, wre we surprised that they
should do everything in theiv power to prevent
the people from sceing, hearing, and confracting
a respect for those whom these new possessors
had ousted?  Tiere we have the true cause qf alt
the hostility ol the Church of Englaud clersy
towards the Cuatholics, Take away the posses-
sions, and the hostility would cease to-inorrow;
though there is, besides that, a wide, and, »u
their side, a very disadvantageons difference, he-
tween a married clergy and one nol married.—
The former will never have an influence with s
people, anything like approaching thatof the latter,
"Lhere is, too, the well-known superiority of lcarn-
ing on the side of the Catholic clergy ; to which
may be added the notorious fact, that, in fuir
controversy, the Catholics hiave always triumph-
ed. Hence the decp-rooted, the inflexible, the
persevering and absolutely implacable Lostility of
this Listablished Chureli to the Catholics ; nat as
men, but as Catholics.  "T'o what elsc are we fo
ascribe that, to this day, the Catholics are for-
hidden to huve steeples or bells to their chapels !
They, whase religion gave us our stecples .and
our bells ! 'Co what elsc are we to ascribe, that
their priests ave, even now, forbidden to appear
in the streets, or in private houses, in their eleri-
cal habiliments, and ¢ven when performing their
functions ‘at funerals?-  Why -al) -this anxious
pains to keep the Catholic religion out of sight?t
Men-way pretend what they will, but these pains
argue anything but consciousness of beng right -
on the part of those who take those pains. Why,
whent - the Buglish'nuns came over to England,
during the  French Revolution, and scltled’ af.
Waincliester, get & bill brought into parliament,

(as the Church ‘clergy did) to prevent themn from

taking Protestant scholars, and give up the - bilt
only upon a ‘promise’ that they would not tuke
suelt scholars ? -Did this argue o conviction in
the” hinds of the: Wincliester parsons, ‘that Bis
shop’ Nortly’s was the trug religion, and that Wil-
fiam -of - Wykham’s- wis® the  fals¢ “one? ' The
Church” parsons are lolérant enough towards' the
'sectsof "all descriptions: quite love the Quakir,
‘who' rejects-baptisini ‘aiid the “sacraménf ;” shakés
hands'with the - Unitarian; and allow  him “opefly-
to’ impugn that; “which they-tell us in- the ‘prayer
book, ta‘man" cannot besaved if ‘he do ot firmly:
believe in'; siffer these, aye, even'Jewvs, to ‘pre-
sent to church-livings, and refuse that right to:

.



