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[No. 6.]

From the second Charge delivered •• on the Fea»t of SU

Matthew, 1847."

" I deem it right, however, to explain to you. why. after

BivinVray." (a» his Lordship did in his Address to the con-

Ireea'liou of St. John's) » on points of importance, and rehn-

nuSe all the changes which could in any way be supposed

?o aSt doctrine, ifiill approved of retaining the Surphao

n the morning sermon, and took upon myself the whole

blame Jso vetaioing it. I cho.e to retam the burpl.ce for

the7wo following reasons, besides thinking U as I have said,

J« Sit and approved costume: First of all, tha I might

make manSest my purpose of not ceding my autherily entire-

W at eJe^Hema^nd.'-I'' But. secondly, I believed U a good

and just occasion of lesliog the parties who had promoted

Ihe movement."
_

The following extract is given
'"/^/^Re"! Presence"

Bishop's views in regard to the doctrine oi Real Piesence

in the Lord's Supper :—

" The case is nearly the same, of the question, bo frequently

•,o,»,f nf the Real Presence of Christ in the Lord's Sup-

nir It^/lfulirbeUe^^^^^^^^^ discussed and disputed in our

Krch rquestio^n and strife of words. One may deny :he

S.«f Presence, and another may assert it. and yet they may

neifec^ ag.?e in the true doctrine of .he Church and Holy

g:;!^J|Allde^n^oi,th.meam.^^

Eil^/rr^^i^^^^

Tf our Clifirch hav^e not scrupled at.* must not be charged

with teaching or allowing a corporal presence.

T^e Bishop refers to an ^VP^-'^^J^^^'^^^^^J^^^^^^


