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CONtFESSION AND ABSOLUTION.

DR. DURNS' REPLV TO "rCl'

The Rev. Dr. Durns delivered the second lecture of
bis winter course ln the lecture foorn of Fort Massey
Church on Frlday oening, Dec. 21St, and took for
bis theme auiaiber letter of Il C."1

1 have comined again to reply ta IIC," because
bis last, appearing, like bis previnus communiel~lon,
slmuïtaneously ln two of Our lacal joalai, vears an
authorltative aspect, and Is generaliy understacd te
huive recelved thre hlghest sanction. It presents faily
and clearly the R. C. doctrine rcspecting confession
and absolution, and a grcat varetyof vitaiy important
subjects besides. If 1 do not refer ta every point it
embraces 1 must nlot bo held as consenting ta bis
views on those net overtalkca At present, o'r lcaving
tbemn by cicfauit. 1 regret that the subitct bas not
been kept by IlC" Ilithin Its original limita, but that
hoe bas travelted se discutsively loto the Ilregions bc.
yond."' Tt wouid bave been botter, ln arder to the
distinct elucIdation cf tbe theme that originated thîs
friendly Interchan ge, had hoe concentratcd on it, and
rnainained the coniron ground on which me stood,
In the possession of the saine S'riptures. Il at any-
rate wiil endeavour to keep the Scriptural grot'nd, ap.
pealing livatiably as hefore te the Roman Catholic
version (1582 and i6oç) wblle doing a littie skirrnish-
Ing in the wilderness ci the Fathers, and glancing in
the other directions, towards whlch the igniatais
of rny frlend would turc nme. To bis oii repeated
iallacy cf "lbegging the question "l-renewed again
and again ln tbis long letter-"l C » bas added anotber
fallacy te wbich those on aur side bave now got used
-the fallacy,lcnown te logicians as tbat cfIl Reason-
log la a Circle.» "lC," like many cf bis predtcesscrs
when bard pusbcd, bas revived the aid and ait ex-
ploded deviceof trying te prove the Church by the
Bible and thon, the Bibie, by the Chu rch. It doesnfot
satlsfactorily meet aur respectul request fer Scripture
proof in faveur af auricular confession such as is prac.
tiscd la the Roan Cathoiic Churcb, te say I n ex-
press words the gospels testify ta the pomors cf
reniitting sias canferred an the aposties."'I "Tbat the
power cf abseiving was conferred an the aposties la
outside af profitable controversy." %Va wish ta know
what these "lexpress vordfs Ilarc. Givo us chapter
and verso. Mleet fairiy and squareiy tbe many pass-
ages vo quoted froni ycur cwn translation ai tbe
Scriptures. You insist on it <bat the kind cf ceafes.
sien yon advocate is absoiutely necessary te salvation.
"lFor grievous sins (you say, making a distinction bc.
tween sins for which there is ne Bible marrant) con-
fession ls aute a malter of cheice, it is an absolute
ncSssity ;» and ag.in, "lGad miii net pardon grieveus
sins without confession, wben it can be nmade. He
bas made the iaw cf confession just as inuch as the
iaw cf baptisra.» We again ask, where ila Inur
sense I knew it is written : "lHe that bideîh bis sms
shall net prisper, but hie that shall canless and shall
forsake tbem shall cbtain mnercy." (Prcv. 28, 13)
And IlIf me ceafess our sins, He is faithful and just te
forgive us or sies."l (i John i. 9 ) But tbat la eur
kiad cf confession, net yours. You insist on it <bat
for a sInner ta go direct te Gad is net the right way ;
and that ronlessing firs'. in tho car cf a priestis essen-
tiamin arder te ho finaiiy sa% ed-that this was taugbt
by Christ and practised in aposteiic times. Whea
did out Saviaur Rive instructions te tbis affect ? WVe
ame net told. On wbat occasions did the aposties
practise th is terni cf conftession ? Not a soitary in-
stance bas boon .named nor cai bc. Can a sentence
bc teund ln those writings that cerne cloest te the
apostclic age <bat coutl bceoven wrested into a
favouringcf this view? If dcte moredoubtiesa such
a shrewd and far-sighted observer as "lC> would bave
founa it out, and exhibited it in large type.

If it be, as "lC"I avers, "lnet a matter cf choice, but
an absolitte necessity," why this arnineus silence on
the part uft<hase who might bc prcsurned ta know
moot about it? Why more eoarly five centurie ai.
lowed te clapse before it mas made aveu permissible,
and over twelvc ceetuies (4 Lateran Courcil, 1215)
ero it becaîno ccmpuisory ? What became cf the
maxry who, duting these great gaps e cime, passed
into eternity without knowig qr practlsing tbis jadis-
pensable means cf saivation ?

"lC" Ilays agala t IlIn ail urnes and lni aul places
tLe Cu raL bciieved fln and practlse'i jacramntai con.
Cession. Therefore 1< lu Ccd'a ardinance, and hoe vbc
resisteth the ordiniace, me are tld, purchases te film.
soit damnation.0 Rathor bard on us, mygood friend,
who resist it se streuiuously-"l Ater the way which
you cali beresy se vership I the Ged cf my fathers"i
<ta Paul pots It, Acts xxiv. t4)-ind because 1 banestiy
resist mhat Yeu gratultousiy cati IlGod's ordinance,"
do 1 and al[ ike mindod porchase thereby "ldamna-
tion ?" Are me "lexpiicitiy commanded" (as yo
altervards state) to Ilhear and obcy lts (the Church's)
teachings, under pain ef etornai coademnatien ?II %V
are much more charitable. Farbholtfram us techer.
lsh such thooghts of yeu.

"'C» Ildmits that a &laor may go mtralght te Ged,
but Gad wiii niat recelve or remit bis ina t i e bas
first appeared belore a prlcst. "lThe ahaner mîy go
directiy to Hlm, but Ho viii say, ' Go show thyscl te
tho ptiat." "C" kuiomavery mefl <hocircumaitances
la connoction with vhich <boss words as quoted by
hlm more used by eut Savieur. Thcy are entireiy in
harmony with eut vie,« cf confession, and opposed te
bis. Tt ha <ho case of tLe clcansed laper. Nav, ac.
cording ta the 1mw of iepresy as presented la detail la
Levit. xlii., vbat vas thie pricît te de? Net ta gi7e
the disos or te <aine It away. The vlctimi vas te
cerne with hi, and back again wber' it vas removed,
that the priest might discover muid decmue the signs cf
its presence la the co case, and 1<. dîsappeàiranco la
tho othor. His office mas puroly minîsteil, flot
magisteriai ; bis duty, deciaratary, net Judicial. Six
times over la as many versos are mc told <bat hoe vas
te pronounce the patient unclean or clean, as tbc case
rmy ho, "lbinding " him ln <he former Instance, Ileaos-
ing " hlm. la the latter. Yet the Septuagint tene ring
cf 'I prenouace unclean"l is vteanei, lteraliy, shall un-
dlean him; and of Ilpronounco dlean,"1 is kalharie,
iiteraliy, "lshall cleanso hlm, I-2s; If It vas bis doieg
in bath instances, thoush the passage ia <Le original
Hcbrow la simply a declaration, net a Judicial sentence;
Christ and His apesties quo<ed froin <ho Greek version
miade nigh tbroc centuries previousiy, and thea gon-
erally in use. The purposeofe Christ's order "Go
show thyseif ta the pricat,» la ta Le interpretcd ln tho
light of <bat ancient article cf the Hebrer 1mw. The
application te <Le leprosy cf sin la manilest, anid the
rninister's duty as mIL. W'Jlen, <herefore, Christ
authorized His disciples te remit or te rouan sie, mand
se bled or leeso the sianor, hoe used <Le mcii under-
stand language cf tho Lovitical statute, ta <ho effect
<bat, just as the former prhests more vont to pronouace
lepera dlean or unclean, se thcy more te prenounco
the forgiveness or non-forgW-eness of God in <Le mat-
tor cflain, net te pasa <he sentence as theugh it were
by "<Lotir own power and mutbority," <bey did 1<.
IlWho cari forgivo sins, but Gad oniy." Man may
declaro it, but cannot do it. This ve have seen over
and overagain te ho the unmistakable teachingof Christ
and His aposties. VYet IlC"I repoats and ropeats bis
fermer statement, IlThis powe; is not nîeroly declara-
tory, It Is efficaclous, il ias the pewer cf the Judge,
rosi and effective, thaugh dcleg.ated." Ia vilv of the
"lline upon lino Il which ve gave la eut lecture on this
subject ha aur fast repiy te Il C," and nev, inahis,bhave
me not reasoa for returalng te bisa bis amui reoti:
IlNom, la sober truth, cia any one whe feelsa respon-
sibiiity fer bis uttm~ances asseit <Le above 1 Il

Whee assertieg <ho efficaclous nature cf prlostly
absolution, "IC"I endeavours te push a parallel betweea
it and tLe ordinance cf baptlsm. Ho elaborates ibis
at considerable lengtL, but the giat of bis argument is
in the sentence, "lConfession la iust as rnuch cf a
necessity as Baptism-thc latter regenerates sus, tLe
former resteras us." "laptlsm[s thc one cnly moins
of regeneration. Parnance, <Le ane only ameans cf
resteratiofi alter a griovous fait." Ia a matter se
momentcus me nced sometbing more <ban morc dog.
rmtIcassertion. "Nay, rather tatho L&wanud toeh
Testlmony"(lsaiah Viii, 2o)as eut aid quetation bath it.
If, through baptista" Ile stain of original sin la blottod
out the seul regenerated," if, lndeed, baptisin la <ho
icane oniy mczacs oft teint-*nbo Iom .k .
That Christ nover preserits mater baptisai as the great
regenerating force?

2. That net one Instance cmxi bc given of Christ
havieg over baptised.

3 Tbat St. Paual says (1 Car. L14 17). I1give Ged
thanks tbat I baptized noneocf yen bût Crispus and
Gains, etc., fori'Chtist sent me net te baptise but ta
preacb the Gospel» If baptism bc the "amie osiiy

ins cf r-egeneration,", would ouie ta beat on saving
$eui$ ne Paul litve spoina thus or acted thus?

4. That Tt Is said cf Slmeft Mlagus (Acts viii. t3):,
"Thon Simion himscli believed Aise, and bein g bap.

tl:ed, ho stucn close te Pbiiip.» There are many
tboughts suggestcd by <hlm scone, but these <vo lie on
the surface :

(a) That Simon was baptiised on the profession, net
ant the pas session of taith la the Lord jesus.

(6) That baptism did nlot regeneraW, hlm, for afler
receivring Tt fram Phlip, Peter says ta hlm : IlThou
hait ne part net lot la %bis maiter. For tby heit la
net rlght ln the sight cf Ged." (v. 21 )

If baptism, auid confession depend for their efficacy
an the mental state cf the recipient or penitent, then
wtîo cati judge cf <bat but He who says : I arn the
Lord wbe search the beart aund provo the reins ?"
Uceremiab xvii. in.) Herein aven Peter faite, wbo
endorses baptismn te onc Ilwhese heait was net rlght
mith God ; "a baptiani, ton, which marks ne change
an that bouzt

S. On the ether lîand, tbe dying thief vas nover
baptised at ail, but whe will deay that hoe vas regen-
erated te whons bis expiting Lord said : "Amen I
say unte thee, <bis day shait <hou bc witb me ln Para.
dise.ý" <Luke xxiii. 43) WVhI!carguing <bus,lIbelievo la
baptism, bath aduit muid Infant, tbough net attaching
te It (inassnuch as the Word cf Gcd dees net) tho
saving power which Roman Catholics and Angle-
Cathoics dlaim for It. I amn somewhat surprised that
tho only other passage (in addition ta "lShow thys"If
te thepriest,"and "whoseseever sins ye fargive," etc,
already fully explsined by us) ta mhich "lC " retors, lu
<bat formeriy quoed by him tram Acta xix. 18: IlAnd
many of thase who e oited, carne coniesztng and de.
claring their deeds.'l He adds : ~ Theso vards ame
verlfied every Saturday night and at ether tumes, la
ail aur churches.» Ha admits aise tLe hoek.burnlng,
etc., as "lart timeii, verified"I wbich, 1 suppose, la re-
gard te certain books, la tho case. Let the passage
be carefuiiy and caadidly examined-mnd can anythlng
eisc <han au open, public confession-be taken out cf
it? The scene Is laid not la a church at ail, but la
the school of anc Tyrmenus," or more prebabiy, froni
the allusion te tLe Ilbureing " and "lail these that
dweit in Asia, Jews and Gentiles' "-fiocking ta "L ear
the Word cf God," it vas la the openainr. It is net
coming te confeas singiy, but Ilrnany "l came, and net
ln any private vuy whicb auricular confession noces-
sitates, but Ilbtfore ail. There hs nothing like <bis,
whea each peniteat gocs separateiy iet the contes-
!sienals usualiy ta be found in R. C. churches, and
maires confessions la the car cf the co listener.

" C" spealcieg cf Christ's lMe ia His Chmmrch says -
"Net only vas Chiist te romain with the corporation,

during tLe life of the aposties. Ho was ta romain
wlth it for evjer.0 IlWhen Christ exphicitiy promises
te, romnain fer laver with that corporation, Ho gives us
procf enough that it la te live on uncbanged." Our
friend with admirable coînessanmd complaisance talles
for granted <bat this "lCorporation" iouai ho -the ane
te which ho beonga. But what would bis favourite
St. Augustine say te Ibis ? When hoe acted as secte-
tary te tLe Counicil ai Molvie and Blshop cf Hippa,
hoe along mith <me Lundred and sevenîcent a:ber bis-
bops threatened mith excommunication any wbo migLi
appeal te Rome. One cf the canons cf that council
rues thus : IlWhoever milis te appemi te those be-
yond theo sea, shal flot be receivcd by any one ia
IAfuica, te the Communion." At the sixtb Councl cf
Carthage heid in 412, prcsidod aver by Aureiius, <ho
Illshop ci <bat city, a fermai despatch mas (orwarded
te Cellestiaut', Bishop ai Rome, front the collecive
episcopate cf Africa, warnieg bisa not te receive any
African appeals or te send any Legates or Commis.
saries. It ha plain, therefore, <bat for long the Atrican
Church belonged net te the IlCorporation." Thon,
mbat cf tho Eatern Cburch with its eighty.four
millions vith whicb the strife ai the W"estern mas so
bitter. Did it flot dlaim te be theoI Corporation,'#
toe? Nay, dld net John IV., Patriarch of Constanti-
nople, its visible bend, love te cati hisesli" .tEcumnent-
cal inatxi2rch," mhich se rcused tho Ire cf Gregory I.,
surnamed the Great, bis WVc9tern brother and rivai,
<bat ho vroto (A. D. 59>5) te the Emiserar Mauritius
bhtterly complaining oi the presumpîtuaus assomrption.
Oas sentence front <bis memorable missive is werth
quoting : IlI confidcntiy say thit whascever cais
bimseol the unîversl priest, or desires ta btocaled
ln bis arrogance, ie a fore.ronner cf Antl.Chtist"
(Il Ego fidepier dico, qucd quisquis, se universalein,


