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THE FUNERAL FOLL,
Lineshy a Clergyman wpon heaving the bell foll
Jora Parishioner s—a solemn and suitable Reflection
Jor Parcats, Teachers, and others, whose duty it is fo
walch for souls,
SO should he weet me at the bar of Gid,
“And onomy ronscience charge the guilt of hlond ¢

My vital warmth grows chill through all my veins §
SO wash e, bloud divine, Trom allwy stains !

1tut should he meel me bethat day of days,

And tell it to the great lmmanuel’s praise,

That 1 was made the instihment of good

While tenching Jesu's allatoning blood 4

Thew love divine slull {1l my raptured sonld,

Aud grace, trivmphant grace, shall sound  from pole to

pole.
Friendly Visilor,
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THE WORK OF THILMINISTRY.
Conlinued.
THE REMEDY TO B APPLIBD,

How sre these evils to be obviated 7 Not by the
eflicacy of any ministerial action of ‘man’s perform-
atce,  This woull be an iwmpious and vain as-
sumption,  Not by any compensilory process or
curative influence on the part of the sianers Tt s
prepostetous to suppose him in possession of any
ressurces avalable for such ends. Their aceom-
plishiment is utterly beyond the reach of created
power and skill.  No man can give a ransom for
the sonl-—no one ean say, [ have made my own
heart-clean,
the Lord must provide,orthe ease is remoediless,
Our servies here is to assure the anxious ingnirer
that though his condition, consideted in iselly s
desporate, iLis not hopeless, forthat the Lord has
taken counsel-for relief.  Help has heen laid wpon
one whois mighty and able to save to e nttermost,
Far this gracious purpose God sent forth his anly
“hegolten Son, the brightuess of his glory and express
pmize of his persoiy amd He has provided an etfec-
tual remedy fur the whole evil,  Hence his desig-
nation-—+ thon shalt call his name Jesus for he
shall save his people from their sins. Te saves
from guilt ot condemnation, not by an arbitrary
act of sovercignty, this was not possible, but by a
suitable moral compensation for the wrong done and
the insult offered 1o the character and government
of God by sin.  With this view He took apon him
our aature assamed anr responsibilitiesand delivered
himsell up into the hands of Divine Justicey to be
dealt with for aur redemption, . This 15 the only sa-
tisfactory explanation ul' the condition i which we
find the Son of God during. the daysof bis - flesh,
and of the mnparalicled treatment to which the Holy

One was'then subjected. Oursing were - Jaid upon |

fim=—}Ie:bare them in his‘ownbody on the tree, till
-3l the ends of .putniskment were answered, and the
clemency of ‘God could be consistently exercised (in
ihe forgiveness of sin.=~Such “is Heaven's gracious

: “‘arrangement by, which' the” guilt ‘of man" may'be
“Heancelled and'ane of the g

sin be; re-
“inovedi s But this™is 'no he: arrungement
wotild be incompleéte and inefiectial. . There is the
other evil—~the malady, aml: all thejspiritaal
Srangementand pollution whiehiit produces
e remaval of this, Jesus lias made: effectogl oy
“vision through the agency; of thé loly.Ghost, by
“whose eveeedinic great and mighty power. the [atal
“diseaxe of sin is boken, its sabject rendefed “convas
Jescent 5 and by this healingand fenewing inl]um‘lce
“he is gradually qualificd more amd more: for serving
God upon earth, anmd endued with'a meetuessfor liy
presence and glory in Heaven. )

"The effect al this mystedons action of the Holy
Ghost nn the spiritnal nature of the sinner is, in
Seriptare, expressed by lerms which declare its de-
cided and thovongh nature. Tt is a ¢ new hirth—
a new erealion—a resurreclion from the sdeath of
teespasses and sins,  Words, which, il they have
any meaning, teach not a formal or superficial but a
thorouzh 1enovation of the subjoct,

Operating in connexion with'the word, the Holy
Ghozt, as promised by Christ, *convinees of sin,»
produces that paintul sense of its guilt anml defile-
ment which causes an carnest desire for deliverance,
and prompts the wnsious ery, “ what must L do te
be saved 377

At this solemn and interesting erisis, the work of
the Ministry is elear=~to preach Christ to the awak-
ened sinner —-the - atonement of Cluist as the
foundtion,  other than which no man can lay for
pardon, and sanctification by the Spirit o Chiist,
as the only remedy for a depraved natnre.

The natural independence and pride of man may
snggest other expedionts for his reliel. “These must
be exposed in their insufliciency and repudiated as
 refuges of lies.”  ‘That indistinet perception of
spiritual - things, which chameclerizes the ewmly
exercises of ‘an’ awakened mind, may oc-
‘easion much perplexity in apprehending the ar-
rangement of Divine Grace.  “They must, therefore,
be patiently set forch with all possible plainness and
simplicity, in their suitableness, (winess, and (ree-
ness - When theivadaptation (o the ends for which
they are. desizned, and their sufficiency for those
whao-partake of them is discerned, then the further

westion, on the part of the person secking salva-
tion, becomes, ¢ How may [ aftain to a personal
interest in this provision of God.? [n what way may |
avail myself of the atoning eflicacy. of the death of
Clirist for my pardon, and of the renewing power
of .the Holy Ghost for sanclification ?
" There are workmen (in tliec’ ministry who wonld
“here straightway§ apply the sacraments for the be-
nelit'of suel inguirer, as il pardon comes, and pu-
vification is.only.to be had by these—who. therefore
immediately recommend Baptism, if it has not al-
repdy been received, ‘and a partjeipation in the
Lbr(f”s supper,—Such-a course we conceive is still
premutare and-delusive. Us tendency is ta generate
a-fulse praise, and to-settle the individual into sa-
. Uisfaction:with areligion of fori instead of seeuring
~ta him_a renovation ol heart.. Ce e
"URLeliL bewell observed “that, ‘to allain apetsonal
interestin the death- of Christ, and’ experience: the |
crenewingioof.i the Holy, - Ghost,. there: ‘must. be
anion:to Christ. <That must exist which in Serips

G turel is called, ¢ being. in him,” and ‘whieh is il-.

“Tustrated by various beautiful and sighificant figures.
~Zgachias the relation which . subsists between'the,

" _hranchesand tha vine 3 the walerials-of a building.

~andithe corner-stons 3 the ,members- of _nlmdx‘m\d@
Aheir head—all strikingly expressing a real inlimate.
and yital unioi. To'say thiit such union is formed by,
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Yahich temaineth alone.”

For the removal of the evils of sin, |

“the ¢ altars® of Christb

the Sueraments, is to assert what has no foundation

Tn Sevipturey and is in the fuce of obvious fact. [t

Is lamentubly to istake the signs and seals of the

in-being and s benefits, for the union itself,

~This union is formed by an exereise of - the
heart by which, being persuaded of the suitableness
and sulliciency of Chrst as set forth and offered in
the Gospel, the sinner receives, appropriates, and
relies on bim as all his salvation, and this s fuith.

"This eotdial acceptance of amd tustin him, 2s to be

made of God unto us wisdom, and righteousness, and

sanctification, and redemption, forms the union—
actually instates the sinner in the covenant of grace,
anid gives him a personal interest in all the benelits
of redemption,—¢ Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ
and thou shalthe saved ¢ He that believeth on
the Son hath everdasting life®® ¢ By grace are ye
saved through faith.”?

fere the work of the Ministry must be conducted
with great care and diserimination, or onc may bhe
fed to mistake mere fancy or feeling for faith, and
thus to esy peace when God has not” spoken  peace.
1t must be Jdistinelly observed, that though it be
by Faith amd by faith only, that the sinner comes
to Christ—is united to him, and so inferested in the
henefits of Lis redemption 5 yet, this is not < a faith

It is not a decd but a

figing thine. 1t s not a cloistered, indolent grace,

but essentially social and aperative in ils character,
and may be certainly known by its acts and com-
pationship.—Seripture teaches us that it works by

Iorey andis abways found in association with this

sister (iraee,  They are of one birth, and will not

bear o b partrd, The presence of the one. implies
the presence of the other, uinl whien ene is not, the
other caniot be fonind, From the nature of the case,
it eannot be otherwise, ‘Toa heart burdened and
braised by sin, but-which has fonnd relicf by the
sufferings and death of the Redeemer, on whose
pieresd basom il now rests in peace and comfort,
that Naviour must be precious, and precious in pro-
portion to the intelligence and power of the faith in
which it reposes there,~ e Right Rev, J, Johns,
Do Doy dssistaat Bishop of Vieginiu,
NO ALTAR, NO SACRIFICER IN THE RE-
FORMIED CHURCH.

From Address to the Convention of the Prolestant
Fpiccopal Charelt in Ulioy by the Right Ree. €, P
Mellraine, D. 1., Bishop of the Diacese.

Continved from our last number.

But now the habit of ¢alling the table an altar,
was: fast driving - out the true’  and ‘primitive
name, as Christiansy ont of @ most degrading  dispo-
sition to coneiliate: - the “heathen by adopting . their
names and ‘conforming to their customs; were - get-
ting more foud of speaking of the Lord’s supper as a

sacrifice;and ;s minister asia . Priest.—=Thus ‘Je-

rome is quateid by o' Romish Anaotator, as +«calling
the bodies-or ; bones of St Pelevaand 7 SU,. Paul,
cause.of Lhis: sacrifice offered
gver and upon:them.?! Soon” churches . were built
aver some of those tombs, anid ithe  relies werei're~
moved from others -into ‘churches, .and, of. course,
were enshrined initombs, as-became Jthe ‘sepiiiture
of e itlistrious dead; ¥ Andthefe a5 before, in'the
apen fields,” the” eucharistics sicrifice” was: ‘offered’
covery “and “upon” them 'y the"doctrine “having now

-grown up that €€ prayer was the'more acceptable . to

God, when maide before the telies of the saints.?
‘Asthe doctrine of the real, ‘corporeal prescnce of
thie body of Christ in the , Bucharist gained preva-
lence, so grew that.of areal sacrifice ‘and a- literal
altar; and as the idea of uniting the merits of
Chirists sactilice, with the supererogatory merits
of saints, for the remission of sins, made progress,
so seemed it the more appropriate that in the so
called » sacrament of the altar,” the relics of the
saints, and the body of Christ, should be associated
together, the one wpon, the other wnder, the
altar, "Thus it eame to pass that the only form,
with which the Church of Rome learned to connect
the iden of a chiristian altar, was that of a clhiristian
mattyr’s tomba—Such was the form which she
handed down to the age of the Reformation, and to
the preseut; sacred now in the eyes of her child-
ren, s identified with the whele history of her
Missal solemuities, and her miracle-working relics.
Anid now, even among Protestant Christians, so is
the association of ideas affected by the outward
forms, which the pompous cewcmonial of Romish
warshijs exhibils, especially when they appear under
the garb of antiquity, and are ‘identified with a
favowrite style of ecclestustical architecture, that
when under the influence of a fulse architectural
taste, or a wrong doctrinal sympathy, our people
altempt to crectaltars, instead of {ables, in their
churches. . None ever think of copying the models
which God gave 1o Moses for the worship of lsrael,
and which are hallowed, in our thoughts, hy all the
sacred solemnities of the Jewish Church, as divinely
ordained types of the sacritice of Chiist.  To imi-
tate the brazen altar of buent offering, or the golden
altar of incense, the only real altar-forms {that we
know of, except those of heathen worship, would at
once stem oo Jewish. . Te have something more
Chyistian, we go to the altar of the Church of Rome,
for a model ; which is christian, just so far as the
idolatrous worship of the waler, in the Mass, and of
déad wen’s bones beneath, is christian and no more.
—\When one sees in-a rot, Fpis. Church, instead
of aproper table, such as he has a vight to find,. for
the holy supper,what is now called an aliar, an
oblong chest or ark, of stone or woad, closed in on
all sides, as if some sacved mysteries were concealed

* Gregory Martin, Fulke's Defence, p. 816, The
dovtring of any sacrifice iw the Lovd's supper, but as
the: commemoration of that of the cross” was enlled,
metowymically, a sacrifice, or us. the pmyers of - coms
municants were fignratively ealled sacrifices, did not
wet place i the Chareh i longafter ; bt there  was
now i dangerons wse for figurative teems, and a dan-
gerous | fondness” for the inttoduction of heathen rites
witl' christinn worship, ‘ont; of which very. naturally
grew, by nnd by, the full deetrine of i literal snerifice,
altar, nnd priesthood. " Bishop While says, *there were
no sentiments, for 300 years, in the Christian Chureh,’

which threatened La lead, even by vemate: consequence, |

Lo sueh an extrema’. as the' Romish errors on this sub-
Jeete—Liecture on the Sacvaments,. 0 o -

.- iIn the dtheeentury, Busebius sald, that ¢ the unbloody
and . reasonable. snerifives,  which | onr blessed _Saviour
taught his followers to - offor, were such ag were to L
performed Yy prayer, and the mystionl seveica of lessing

wid prdizing God,"-= 10 Tatidibus Consfuntini, quoted by
Mo, 2 e R T Zopsfncand, quoted

‘the:primitive Church.'

therein ; whal edilying thoughts is it .calculated to
awaken in hismind? -~ Is he reminded of the in-
stilulion of the Lord’s supper? But then there was
only a'common -table. Does it symbolize, to his
eye, the nelure of the Lord’s supper? - He knows
of no sacrifice therein, and therefore no altar,  Does
it teach him his privilege and duly,as a believer,
spiritually to feed, by faith, upon the sacrifice of
Christ once offered on the cross?  He wantsa
table, not an altar,.to suggest that Jesson.  Does it
stand before lum, surrounded with edifying and
inspiring associations, arising out of the recollection
of the primilive_and pure ages of the gospel?
Those ages had no such device.  [s it even con-
neeted, in his mind, with the venerable usages of
the Protestant Episcopal Chureh ? 1t is a novelly
among them ! What then! Itis fitted only to re-
mind him of its own original, in the midst of the
rankest growths of spirifual deformity, when it was

4 mere marlyr’s tomb ; its tap, the birth-place of
the idolatry of the Mass ; its interior a depository
of worshipped bones ; a most fit symbol of that
whole system of spiritual bondage and death, all
cenfering in the so called ¢ sacrament of the altar,”
under which the Church of Rome has always, since
she beeame what she is, buried the gospel, and im-
prisencd the minds of men, wherever she has held
dominion. It there be any thing edifying to a com-
municant at the Lords hoard, in “contemplating
what suggests nothing bat the remembrance of all
that is fulse and superstitious in popery, then indeed
issuch an altar edifying.  The primitive table is
just the opposite.

We return to our history. I need not tell you
that such was the altar found in the charcles of
England, at the period of the Reformation. But it
did not remain Jong undisturbed,  With the revival
of gospel truth, concerning the nature of the Lord™s
supper, came the restoration of the primitive tahle
for its celebration. 1n 1550, Ridley, Bishop of Lon-
don, issued Injunctions to the churches of his diocese,
exhorting, that all aliars should be taken down, and
that they should << set up the Lord’s bourd, after the
form of an honest table.”” And one of his reasons
was, that ¢ the form of a table may more turn away
the people from the old superstitious opinions of the
popish massy and to the right use of the Lord’s
supper.’*®

An order, to the same effect was issued the same
year. Underdate of Nov. 19, we read, in King
Edward’s Journal, the following entry: ¢ There
were letlers sent to cvery Bishop to pluck down the
altars.”t  Day, Bishop “of Chichester, having re-
fused compliance, was imprisoned. . When~ Mary
snceeededito the: throne; Romanism “was - re-en-
throned, and of course, tables were: cast out of the
churches, and altars restored.” It was then made ‘a
serious charge against the': Reformers that they had
taken away the altars 3 w0 which  Bp, ‘Ridley,-on
the'eve of his:martyrdom;-answered - ¢As for the
taking down of the altars, it was done upon just con-
siderations ;. for that.they seemed:to; come’ too  nigh'
the Jeves® use ;i neither.was the Supper¢f: the ' Lord
at:any time ministered or more duly received: than;

all things were brou;

-in:those better d:iys;f‘f('l@lm’_ teign af :Edward; ) 'when

it:to . the rites’ and usages of

" On‘theveturn of :this  Refurmation; under Eliza-
heth, altars were again cast out by “authority, and
tables were restored. . - In 1564-3, certain ¢ edver-
tisements for -due order-in' the using of the Lord’s
Supper? were ¢ set forth by public anthority,”
in which it was ordered -that each parish should
provide a decent table standing on o frame, for the
communion {able.*’§

In 1569, Archbishop Parker issued to his diocese
cerfain Visitation Articles, one of which is thus:
¢ Whether you have in your parish churches all
things necessary for Common Prayer and adminis~
tration of the sacraments, espeeially, * * * the Homi-
lies, a convenient pulpit, well placed ; a comely and
decent table for the holy communion, *** and
whether yourallars be tuken down according to the
commandment in that behalfgiven?

In 1571, were issued the canons of the Synad of
thal year, which enjoined that the Church-Ward-
ens shanld provide ¢ a table of joiner’s work for the
administration of the holy communion,”y

In the same year, Grindal, while Archhishop of
York, and afterwards, when in the see of Canter-
bury, set forth Injunctions directing the Church-
Wardens to provide in every parish, o comely and
decent table sTANDISG o8 A Framy, und lo sce (hat
all allars he wilerly taken down?**

Now it was with this well understond character
of a table for the communion as distinguished from an
altar of sacrifice, ¢ an honest table,”? a table of
Joiners avork,’ ¢ a table of wood standing ona
Jrame,” that in 1603, the present canon of the
Church of England (the 82nd) was enacied ; which
remquires that <« there. shall be a decent communion
table in every church.®? * What the canon meaus by
¢ q lable the injunctions [ have cited perfectly
determine,  Contemporaneously with the Injunc-
tions published inthe reign of Ilizabeth, was issued
our Second Book of Homilies, in one of which we
arefold that “God’s house is well adorned, with
places convenientto sit'in, with the pulpit Tor 'the
Preacher, with the Lord’s. fuble for the ministration
of “his holy supper, with the foit lo christen-in,”
&e.dt In those days'it would have leen ag im-
possible to mistake what in the laws of the Chureh of
Engiand wasmeant-by a table, in distinction from
an altar, as o confound a pulpit for the preacher,
wilh a font for baptism. v : B

It is an impressiva fact, in this connexion, that
whereas in the first Prayer Book of Edward vi,
1548, the 'wonl altar. was retained in somo places,
where a lileral table was meant ; when that book
was revised in 1652, and the second book:of Edward
vi. was set forth;:that word was, in every case, eras-
edy and table was put'in its place. -Thus has - the
Prayer Bool of the Chureh of Enjgland remained to
this day. = 'Ihe word aléqris not thereyinany con-
nection with the Tord’s supper. '1t-wns slruck oul

when it sas there, as not according to the ductrine of

L * Ridley's Works, . 8, Ed. pp. 819, 324, 7
1 Burnet’s Hist. of Ref; vol, U1, fol-. 00

b Ridley's Works, 1.8, 13, pp- 280, 2815 o
§ Quoted from Goode's Altars Prohibited, who cites

Sparrow’and Cardiwell a3 his nuthoritiess” -0 7 -
"\ Strype’s Lifo of Parker, app. b, 10y No. NI,

=M Quoted by Goode, from Wilk, 1V 266, . .-

¢ Grindil's Works, P: S, o ppe 133, 184, -
-1t Hoily on Repaiving of Churchess! 0

“yeilh: Rome

the Church. = Fivery where now, the word is fable.
Thus, what is the 1aw of that Church according lo
her rubrics and canons, as expounded by the Visita-
tion Articles and Injunctions. of her Bisheps ani
Archbishops, by:the decrees of synods, and the de-
clarations of her greatest divines; is manifest 'bcyond
a vational question. . A learned writer states it thus,
 The only thing which properly aiswers the legal
requisition of our chureh, must have the three
following characteristics :

Firsty As to malerial, that it be made of wood.

Secondly, as to foram, that it be atable in the
ordinary sense of the word, that is,a Lorizontal
plane resting upon a frame or feet,

Thirdly, that it be unattached, in any part, to the
church, so as ta be a moveable table.**

The recent decision of the hizhest ecclesiastical
and judicial authority in Bugland, commanding the
altar lalely erected in the Round Church in Cam-
bridze to bt removed, as illegal, fully confirms all
that we bave new said as to the Jaw of the Church
of Iingland on this subject. . .

Before leaving this historical view, it will be eli-
fying to refieet wpon the alternate rise and fall of
altars amd tables, in the history of the English
Chureh, recording as Romish or Protestant principles
prevailed. .

With the prevalence of the Reformation under
Edward, the svmbol of sacrifice and of priestly
mediation, fell down before the ark of Christ’s holy
gospel, and the primitive symbol of the comiunion
feast at which all believers have equal rizhts of
fellowship with their Lord and. Savieur, was sel up
again as Christ and his Apostles left it. -~ Hut with
the return of the dominion of popery,under Mary,
came back the priestly altars, and the casting eut of
the Lord’s ‘table.  The restoration of the gospel to
the pulpits, under Flizabeth, was the signal for the
restoration of tha symbol of its blessed feast of grace
in Jesus Christ, {Vhen, afterwards, in the times of
Archbishop Tinud, there was a'revival of Romish
sympathies and doctrines, corresponding perfectly In
spirit and principle with what we now see,in a
more mature development, under the name of
Tractarianistm, there was an equal revival of zeal
for altars, and there were those who took advantage
of the favour known to be secretly felt in high quar-
ters towards such things, and erected aitars in the
churches, A Rishop (Montague, of Chichestery)
went so far as to inserl in his visitation articles,
questions whieh were intended to suggest and pro-
mote their eraciion. Aund this same Bishop, while
professedly ' of the Protestant Church of England,
was, in’ his heart, an ‘apostate (o the Church of-
Rome; angd ‘was, at thal time, holding secret inter-
views with' the Pope’s emissary, then in England,
for - the “purppse of bringing. about 2 union of - the

Church of ‘Enzland aud  Romes . His zeal for-altars

was :fitly cunited with 2 zeal-to ns’sur,ye__l’m}mn.x,
<Cthat he soes continundly emplojjed in disposing men’s
minds, both by word “and wriling,: for 8 re-union
Ro ““and i that: both’ he “and miany of ‘his’
brethren were prepared lo conforin themselves to the
m -and:discipline of the Gallican; ehurchy-where:
th » fwellgudrded s ands¢Cas.
for the: aversion:(said he) wé discoter in our sérmons’
and ‘printed bod

5, they are things aof formy chicfly (o
humony the populace and nak to be micch regarded ’f
We cannot but be reminded, by these sad words, of
cerfain strong expressions azainst ' Rome, put out tn
the earlier writings of certainileading Tractarian
authors, and which had the eflect, aswas intended,
of convincing many that those men were strong op-
posers, and perhaps thie only eflectnal opposers of
Romanism ; which expressions having done their
work, have been taken back, with the not-uninteligi-
ble intimation that they were not sincere, only words
Jor the times, while some of their authors have
apostatized to the Charch of Rome, in form, and
others evidently in heatt.

By such men, altars were revived in the days of
Laud. When those days were passed, and the
Chureh of Eneland had weathered the storm which,
by 2 fierce and desolating reaction, they had raised,
no more was heard of altars ; exceptas a linger-
ing survivor of the nen-juring divines kept up
the taste for sacrifices and priests,  From that time,
until the recent revival of Romish doctrine and feel-
ing among some members of the Bnglish Church, it
is not known that any thing bai ¢ un honest table™
was placed in the churches of that tand.  But now,
just so far as Tractarianism has extended its virus
through the body of our mother church, producing
its legitimate fruits in a real, thowgh, partially,
masked Romanism, has there appeared a solemn
zeal for a'real sacrifice in the Lord’s supper; for a
sacrificing priesthood in the christian ministry ; fora
confinement of the dispansalion of gospel grace to
the ministrations of a priest in the sacrifice of the
Eucharist ;. and, by necessary consequence, an aliar
in the church, as the only thing.at which a priest
can appropriately stand, in his mediatorial office,
and offer the bady of Christ as a propitiation for the
sins of the fithful,

This listory of the alternate revival and declen-
sion of zeal for altars and tables, makes it so evident
with what kind of sympathy, Romish, or Protestant,
each is doctrinally connected, and how far it is from
being a matler of indilference whether ‘'we have
one ot the other, that he who ruus may read.

L-at now prepared to state four reasons for the
determination of which [ have notified you, that 1
will not consecrale any chureh, hereafter, in which’
the structure for the ministration of the Lord’s sup-
peris of an altar-form ; or-in which there is not, for
that use, n table; in the ordinary sense, as the. per-
manent fumiture. ) ) o
sty The Rubric of owr Communion Qffice re-
quires such o Table. S

Oui: Prayer Book, as eriginully sel forth, like that
of the Church of Lngland;no where used the word
altar, with teference to the Lord’ssappers 1t con-
tindged some fifteen years in tha! state, every where
speaking of the table.” 1t was nol until the addition
of the Office Tor the - Institution of Ministers, - that
the word altar oblained admission, evenin . a figura-
tive sense. - O this, more by and by. . Only in that
office, is it now found, In the Rabric, at the head of
{he communion office, it is directed that «the table,
at the Communion, having a fair linen cloth upon it,
shall stand*in" the bodyof the churchy or i’ the

chancel? 0.0

* ‘Goode's Altais Prolibited,.

4 Grogario Panzind, yuoted ~by Goode™ i “his intvo-
duction to Jackspn on the Chureh, .- S

table placed in the middle of one of the nisles, if
the space around were large enough o be conveni-
ent for communicants ; and there entirely. openy un-
protected by railsy insteail of being,as is our present
custom, enclosed within the barrier “of the chancel.
However inexpedient this might be, it would not be
inconsistent - with the provisions of our Church. -
Consistently with those provisions, the table might
he sometimes in one part of the body of the church,
and sometimes in another. And while we think of

of the Lord’s family, there is nothing inlrinsically
objectionable in this. But what would it he were it
a real altar, with the sacrifice of the Lord’s hody
offered thereon, and aspecial sacredness of a mediat-
ing, sacrificing Priest, officialing thereat 7. The
very idea imglies separation, a privileged place,
ground specially holy, as the court of the Priests in
the temple, in'which stoed the altar of sacrifice,
was separated from the court of Israel. :

"The Rubric says ¢ the table.”> 1t no where goes
inta any account of what it means by a table. " Of-
course then we are intentionally left to understand
a table 1n the usual sense. ;

To say that because an altar may, in a ceriain
accommodated sense, be ealled atable, it is therefore
consistent with the rubric, to have a literal altar in
our churches, is just as weak as fo say that what-
ever may in aay figurative, accommodated, or un-
usual sense, be termed a table, however perfectly
nutike what all are accustomed {o undersiand by a
table, is contemplated by the Rubric.  You may go
oul into a grave-yard and serve up your family meal
upen a tombstone, and hence call it a table, because
you have used it fora table. But is it a table in
any ordinary or proper sense 2 And would it be
ribrical to place. it in the Church for the feast of
the Lord’s Passover? Would it be an appropriate
symbol of the feast of the household of faith ?
Why not as much os a Romish altar 2

Jut what our Rubric means by the table, is easily
and perfectly settled by the sense of the Church of
England. OQOurrubric is precisely hers.  Her doc-
trine and practice, as to the ministration of the Eu-
charist, is, by universal acknowledgment, ours. All
that we have in those respects, came through
her. Consequently the whole history of the removal
of altars and the substitution of ¢ honest. tables,
of wood standing on a_frame ;% all the govern=
ment; orders; episcopal injunctions and judicial deci- -

sense, fequiring ho ingénious eye to se: f
be considerred a table, but intelligible, 'in. this ires<

not admit of auy. thing. buta table in: the: ordmary’
haw it

péct, to:all:descriptions of, men
v i 1. To'be contluded i

THE SCHOOL WHICH HAS 1 T
¢~ SECEDERS {FROM/THE (CHURCH::
- From the London Christian Observer) ;
-°As for . Dr.:Hook’s “second ” statement, that < no
high-churchman has been:perverted to Romanism’?? "

of late.years in ‘England 'is the Hon. G.Spencér,
and he was led to it directly through the path which
Dr. Hook asserts was never trodden in the way thi-
ther. 1Ile is known to have repeatedly declared,
that from what Dr, Hook calls high-church diviges
he learned so much that he found he needed to learn
more ; and most especially in regard to the questions
of Tradition and the Sacraments; and thus he was
led from these high-church views in the Anglican
pale, to what he now considers to be the true church
views in that of Rome. We will corroborate our
statement by a passage from the Rev. Dr. Nolan’s
treatise just published, entitled ¢ The Catholic
Character of Christianity, as recognised by the Re-
tormed Church in opposilion to the corrupt Tradi-
tions of the Chureh of Rome.” ‘This learned and
able writer, who has had the signal honour of being
successively appointed to preach the Boyle, the
Warburton, and the Bampton Lectures, deals rather
unceremoniously with the Oxford ¢ Tracts for. the:
Times:”? declaring that ¢ it has rarely fallen to his!
lot to see so much inefliciency displayed in so “nar-
Tow a compass 3 and that ¢ they are silly in argu-~
ment, shallow in research, and pernicious in lend-
ency.”? Headds: =~ '
*“They do not appear to claim any merit on the score:
of novelty,  Wiih the whole of their views and reasons,
I have boen, indeed, long familiar. The writers from
whom they are borrowed, without alteration or improve~’
ment, were vecommended to ny notice by a very wor-
thy, well-intentioned person, not long subsequently - to
my entrance tinto the ministey, But | imbibed no share
of his predilections for the views or purpeses of the-
school founded by Archbishop Laud, of which he ap-
penred so much enamoured. 1 conld percoive no benetit
but much detriment, likely to arise to the interests of
Christianity from their establishment ; and the methods
of proof by which they were ¢nforced were shallow and’
illusury, They generally consisted of verbal sophiswms;,
the equivoenl senses of which, as lying on the surface;

were ineapable of imposing on thie meanest uriderstind=
ing. ‘The authorities” adduced ‘it support-of theirfal
vourite positions by these divines, who should be ruther
termed Landinns from theiv fonnder, than. Puseyans or -
Froudians from their revivers, consisted ol familinr ; and
ordinary tropes, which were perverted from. the figura-
tive into aliteral scuse, fo serve the exigenoy of the
writer, and supply the deficiency of his resources.
‘Their doctrines possessed neither the depth nor obscurity:
which could exhibit, en the removal of the mystic veil,

strike tho Neaphyto with surprise.or adwiration. 'vIn

riety of prospect, which would requite the  inquiire

which T wow find u\{sﬁéli‘ introduced by them. ha
been familidr, and the paths by which thiey ate’ reached.
common aud beaten,” In thiy plea which is advanced fo
theChurch, Lean perceive little mora than a‘febbla revi
val'of the dormant clainis of my old acquainiance;” the
Jacobites and Nonjurorsi:wlio made a weak'and ineffoe:
tual gtrigelo to impede the advances of that: sound: ang
liberal: policy, which, inbringing themative energios:: o

the kingdom:into action;, has contributed, under; Provi

deuce, to raise it to a unrivalled pitch of -prosperit

and glory.” O I TR b
- We havé digressed into this'quotation upon namin

Dr. Nolai’s work; but our divect abject was/to

It would be perfectly consistent with the oi‘dqr of
the church, as thus set forth, were the communion-

it as a table, only the symbol of the spiritual feast, .

sions, by which the Jaw of the Church of England is’:
so clearly interpreted, apply with equal conclusive-
ness tothe interpretation of ours;and establish’ that,”
what is meant by .a table for the ‘communion, ‘can-:

IL HAS TRAINED. THE.

it'is'so notoricusly “unfounded " that 'it: requires no" .-
reply. | The most conspicuous convert to Romanisin ™

werg casily penetrated 3 and which; when seen through,

those wonnlers ol the sanetuary which'are calenlated o

their views they possessed neither that vastugss noe via:

taifid up an ascent previcusly unexploved, with siovel
seenes, or amore extended horizon; “"The “subjects 16

ong-. .




