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“fellow-labourer.”
. (e) Gregory was ordained bp. of Rome, 3rd Sept., 590, and
in 596 he sent Augustine to convert the Saxons. Augustine
was consecrated archbp. of Canterbury, 16th Nov., 597, by
Virgilius, archbp. of Arles.

(d) Vitalianus was ordained bp. of Rome 30th July, 657.

(e) Trophimus was sent by St. Paul about A.p., 58,

(f) Laurence was consecrated by Augustine before his death.
: g_gi Mellitus was consecrated bishop of London by Augustine
in 604.

(k) Justus was
tine in 604.

(i) Paulinus was consecrated by Justus, 21st July, 625.

(k) Honorius was consecrated by Paulinus, at Lincoln.

(1) Adeodatus was consecrated 26th March, 655, by Itha-
mar, who had been consecrited bishop of Rochester, by Honorius.

(m) Chad was consecrated by Wina, bp. of Winchester, and
two British bishops.

(n) Wilfrid was consecrated in France in 664, by Agilbert,
archbp. of Paris, and eleven other bishops, but he did not come
to his see till 669.

(0) Bosa was consecrated by Theodore.

(p) Tatwin was conseerated 10th June, 731, by bishops Da-=
niel of Winchester, Ingwald, of London, Aldulf of Rochester,
and Aldwin of Lichfield.
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ham, assisted by other prelates.
(d) A. Holgate, the first protestant archbishop of York, had
been consecrated bishop of Llandaff, 25th March, 1537, by bi-
shops—J. Hilsey of Rochester, J. Capon of Bangor, and N.
Shaxton of Salisbury. He was translated to York in 1545,
(e) M. Parker was consecrated at Lambeth, Sunday, 17th
Dec., 1559, by W. Barlow, bp. of Bath and Wells, and elect of
Chichester ; J. Scory, bp. of Chichester, and elect of Hereford ;
M. Coverdale, of Exeter; and J. Hodgkin, suffragan bp. of
Bedford. From him all our bishops derive their orders.

_(f) L. Young was translated 20th Feb., 1561, from St. Da-
vid’s, to which he had been conscerated 21st Jan. 1560, by M.
Parker, archbp. of Canterbury ; E. Grindall, bp. of London; R.
Cox of Ely; and J. Hodgkin of Bedford.

(g9) Archbp. Laud was murdered 10th Jan, 1644, and the
see was vacant till 1660,

() Archh.p. Williams died 25th March, 1650, and the see
was vacant till 1660.

(i) W. Juxon was translated 20th Sept. 1660, from London,

tive sees by archbp. War-
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Laud, &ec.
(k) A. Fruen was translated 4th Oct., 1660, from Lichfield
and Coventry, to which he had been consecrated Aug.
archibp. Williams, &c. 5
(Z) W. Sancroft was deposed 1st Feb., 1690, for refusing to
take the oaths to William I11., and died 24th Nov., 1693, -
(m) J. Tillotson was consecrated Whitsunda 1
1691, by bishops—P. Mews of Winchester, W,
Asaph, G. Burnet of Salisbury, E. Stillingflee
J. Hough of Oxford, and J. Ironside of Bristol.
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THE JUDGMENT OF THE CHURCH OF
ENGLAND ON THE VALIDITY OF
PRESBYTERIAN ORDERS.

(From the Irish Ecclesiastical Journal, October, 1842, )

Sir,—Will you allow me space for a few words on
a subject, to which, of late, attention has been turned,
viz., the validity of Presbyterian Orders. Under the
word Presbyterian, I include Lutheran, and indeed,
all orders not episcopal.

In the discussions on this subject, two very distinct
questions seem to me not unfrequently to be mized
up; namely, how the matter is in itself, and what the
Jjudgment of the Church of England respecting it is.
The judgment of the Church of England (if she have
pronounced any) is doubtless an important element
in the consideration of the other question: or perhaps
it would be more proper to say, that with her faithful
sons, it ought to conclude the other question. DBut
still, the two questions, whether Presbyterian orders
are valid, and whether the Church of England thinks
them to be valid, are, in themselves, quite distinct,
and, in determining the one, we ought to be careful
not to rely on arguments applicable (with whatever
degree of force) only to the other.

What, then, is the judgment of the Church of Eng-
land in this matter? Or has she pronounced any?
Does she admit the validity of Presbyterian orders, or
does she reject them as invalid?  Or is she silent on
the point, thus leaving it, as far as her authority is
concerned, an open question ?

The references which have been made by the ad-
vocates of the Lutheran and Presbyterian communions
to Bancroft, Bramhall, Hooker, and others of our
great divines, I set aside, as irrelevant to the question
now in hand. The opinions expressed by these great
men, were byt their private opinions, and as such,
available, so far as they are available at all, in refe-
rence to the other question ; but they do not advance
| us ove step towards determining the judgment of the
Church of England, because they do not even profess
to be founded on, or deduced from, her authoritative
decisions.

How, then, is the Church's judgment to be ascer-
tained? There is but one way, by an appeal to her
formularies. But, in making this appeal, a difficulty
| meets us at the outset, and one arising from a curious
| source, namely, the perfect clearness with which the
| Church has declared her mind upon the point; for,
‘ being at a loss to imagine on what grounds the ques-
tion could ever have been raised, one is perplexed
| how to shape one's answer. Were I asked whether
i the present Bishop of Barbadoes was a bishop, in the
| view of the Church of England, on the first of last
' August, T should conceive that I had conclusively
answered the question by saying, “ No, for he was
consecrated on the 24th.’ But if my interrogator
were to rejoin, * that is no proof, bectxuse the Church
of England considers every man in priest's orders to
be a bishop,” I confess I should be puzzled for a
1tply, far what ia te convince a2 man who could ad-
vance so preposterous a theory in the teeth of the
consecration service ? A similar difficulty embarrasses
the present question. To ask whether th.e Church
of England admits the validity of Presbyterian orders,
is the same as to ask whether she considers a Presby-
terian minister to be an ordained man. The simple
answer js this: to require a man to be ordained be-
fore he can officiate as a minister, is to decide that he
has not as yet been ordained: but the Church of
England requites Presbyterian ministers to be ordained
before she allows them to officiate: therefore, she
decides, that as yet, they have not ?:)een ordained; i.e.
she rejects their so-called ordination as invalid. If
the mind were divested of all prejudice, I cannot con-
ceive how the cogency of this argument could be re-
sisted. A Roman Catholic piiest and a layman seek
for office in the Church of England. She receives
them both, but first ordains the latter, and not the
former, Why? Because the former is already or-
dained, the latter is not. I suppose this will not be
disputed. Well, then, along with these two there
is a third, @ Presbyterian minister. How does the
Church treat him 7 As the priest or as the layman ?
She treats him as the layman in every particular, and
ordaing him. Why? A plain man would be apt to
say, that the treatment itself shews the reason on
which it is founded; that if the Church considered
him a priest, she would treat him as a priest; and
therefore since she treats him as a layman, it is be-
cause she considers him one. If this is not the rea-
son, the onus surely lies on the Presbyterian advocates
to state what the reason is; and to explain why the
Church, if she considers the Presbyterian minister to
be on the same footing as one of his companions, yet
treats him as if on the same footing as the other.

Some, indeed, do undertake to reconcile this un-
bending rule of the Church with the notion that she
recognizes, or, at least, does not reject, the validity
of Preshyterian orders. But I confess I have not
heard anything on this side of the question that does
not seem to betray an internal consciousness that the
case is an untenable one. There is a vagueness, a
shyness of coming fairly to the point, in the arguments
used, which look very much as if those who use them
feel, that clear,dogmaticassertions would entangle them
in difficulties that they do not well see the way out of,

For instance, it is said that the Church of England
having adopted the episcopal polity, she requires, for
the sake of order and regularity, that none shall offi-
ciate within her pale, but such as are episcopally or-
dained. Byt this is only mystifying a simple question,
it is not arguing. On what principle should her pre-
ference of episcopacy lead her to ordain men that are
already ordained? In short, the ceremony to which
she requires Presbyterian ministers to submit, is either
ordination, or jt is not. If it is, my argument is left
untouched ; it is an ipso facto declaration that they
were not previously ordained. If it is not ordination,
then it must be re-ordination; and then we shall have
the Church of Englaod perpetrating an act denounced
by the universal Church as schismatical, in violation
of the ancient canons to which she herself appeals *
as binding her in the very matter of ordinations, and
that for no reason whatsoever; for the reason alleged,
namely, that it is for the sake of order and regularity
that she thys sets order and regularity at defiance, has
really no meaning.

To avoid this unpleasant dilemma, the ordination
of Presbyterian ministers is frequently represented
e oy 1 e SR T A IO A )

(a) T. Secker was baptized at the parish church of Sibthorp,
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| sent archbp., was consecrated bp. of Carlisle, 6th Nov., 1791,

|
|

|
|

1644, by | by W. Markham, archbp. of York; B. Porteus, bp. of London ;

and J. Do_uglas, of Salisbury ; and was translated to York in 1808,
(¢) Wm. Howley, D.D., the present primate of all England,
was consecrated bp. of London 8rd Oct., 1813, by C. M. Sut-

¥, 31st May, | ton, archbp. of Canterbury; G. J. Huntingford, bp. of Glou:
Lloyd of St.  cester; J. Fisher, of Salishury; and W, Jackson, of Oxford; |
t of Worcester, | 4nd was translated to Canterbury in 1828, i

* Service for the consecration of Bishops.

somewhat in this light; that it is not properly the
conferring of orders, nor re-ordination; that it is
merely their formal admission into the ministry of the
Church of England, but without questioning the va-
lidity of their ministry in the Church at large. 'Those
who take this view of the matter would seem never
to have read the ordination services, as, indeed, I
doubt not many of them never have. The plain letter
of the words of ordination is against them, and by no
force can it be strained to this interpretation. “ Re-
ceive the Holy Ghost for the office and work of a
priest (or bishop) in the Church of God now com-
mitted unto thee by the imposition of our hands.”—
The “work and office” is one in the Church of God
univepsal, not merely the particular Church of Eng-
land ; and it is now committed, and that by the imposi-
tion of the bishop's hands.  And in the consecration
of bishops (be it remembered, that Presbyterian mi-
nisters claim to be bishops as well as presbyters), it
is added, “remember that thou stir up the grace of
God which is given thee by the imposition of our hands.”
To use these awful words to a man, who already has
had the *ffice and work™ committed to him by a
previous ordination, and who consequently is by virtue
of that ordination already in possession of the gift
which is pew pretended to be given to him, could be
characterized only as a combination of absurdity,
falsehoodaund profaneness.

Again, it is alleged that Presbyterian orders, though
valid, are imperfect and defective, as proceeding from

is warrarted in requiring those, who are only in such
orders, © come and receive a full and complete com-
mission rom the only legitimate dispensers of it. To
this T asswer, that for orders to be valid, and yet im-

no degees in validity. Orders are either valid or
invali¢, but they cannot with any sense be said to be
more or less valid. A man is either ordained or un-
ordaired, but to say that he is ordained, and yet, that
his oiders are defective, is the same as to say that he
is partly ordained and partly not, or that he is partly
a minister and partly not, or that he partly holds
Christ's commission and partly does not bold it; all
which expressions, I apprehend, have no meaning.—
The troth is, that two widely different things are here
confourded, viz., regularity and validity. But mere
irregularity, in the judgment of the Church of Eng-
land, dees not warrant re-ordination, as is plain from
her trestment of Roman Catholic priests. The ordi-
nation of these persons, in this realm, is in the highest
degree irregular and uncanonical ; for the prelates
from wiom they receive it, are in a state of schism,
and act schismatically in exercising that function.—
But beng valid, the Church does not repeat it. She
acts ov the waxim, “quod fieri non debet factum
valet.”” The ordination administered by the titular
hierarchy, in her judgment, is a thing * quod fieri not
debet;’ but when administered, she regards it as 2
thing “factum'—it is ordination, and, therefore, she
allowsit to stand. Did she, then, regard the orders
claimed by Presbyterian ministers as valid, the irre-
gulariy of their ordination (for defectiveness, we haYe
seen, has no sense) would not induce her to ordain
them. But she does ordain them; a plain proof that
she regards their previous ordination, not merely as a
thing “quod fieri non debet,”” but as a thing non
Jactum, a nullity, not ordination at all.

There is one other view of the matter which I think
it necessary to notice. It is this: that the Chuich
of England is doubtful as to the validity of Presby-
terian orders, and therefore ordains ministers of that
communion who join her, merely to be on the safe

an irregular source; and, therefore, that the Church |

perfect is impossible, for this reason, that there are |

foregoing series of essays, all of which have had a re=
lation, near or remote, to the religion of Italy and
Sicily. Antecedently, however, to the detail of dis-
tinet facts and coincidences, which it has been the
business of these dissertations to produce, any com-
prehensive view of the two systems would have failed
to excite, in the mind of aun unprepared reader, that
attention to which it has a claim. As it is; it will
serve, if I mistake not, still further to illustrate my
argument, by showing that not only certain practices
in use amongst their ancestors have descended un-
changed to the Italians, but that the feelings which
prompted them have also operated in the formation of
the ritual of Rome.

That which distinguished the ceremonies of pagan
worship more than any other point, was the dramatic
character they possessed. Calculated frequently to
represent to the senses circumstances in the reputed
lives of the gods, they addressed themselves to the eye
and ear rather than to the understanding and heart.
Thus, in reference to the danger which Jupiter incurred
at his birth from his father Saturn, and to the means
by which he escaped, the Corybantes were provided
| with cymbals, which they duly played at the festival
| of Cybele. Here was a scenic effect given to the
| worship. Venus was believed to have a particular
influence over the sea, which she could tranquillize at
her pleasure, and in which she delighted to take her
pastime. I was not enough, however, in the honours
paid her, to pray that her power might be exercised
over that unruly element, and that her presence might
subdue its rage; but her image must be stripped of
its necklaces and ornaments and apparel, and be then
bathed. Here again was seenic.effect. The ancients
reckoned Pan or Faunus a rural Deity, that sported
at random amongst the woods and mountains and
sheep-folds; not contented, however, with courting
his aid on occasions when it was thought of impor-
tance, they instituted a company of men to personify
him by running naked about the streets. Here again
was scenic effect. The worship of the mother of the
gods was brought into Rome from Phrygia, The
Romans could not, hotvever, offer up to her those ado-
rations of the heart which the fountain of every thing
they held sacred deserved ; nor could they simply ex-
press their gratitude for having been made acquainted
with her being and attributes. There was nothing
which came home to the senses in all this. ~ Accor-
dingly; at her festival it appears to have been usual
for parties of friends to quit their own house and in-
vade that of their neighbours, where they caroused |
and made merry; whilst the latter returned the com-
pliment by taking the like unceremonious possession
of the quarters of their assailants. Here, as the poet
observes, was a representation of that change of abode
which Cybele experienced when she quitted Ida for
the capital of Italy. (Ovid. Fast.iv.335.) Inshort,

who declared that he washed his hands of the blood
of that innocent man.  When he elevates the conse=
crated wafer, he expresses the elevation of our Saviour
on the cross. When he breaks it, he displays him
expiring. These are not interpretations of mine, but
are every otie taken from the volume I have mentioned,
sanctioned and recommended by the chureh of Rome.
Now surely all this partakes greatly of a dramatic cha-
racter.

Furtlier, there is a very curious ceremony at Mes-
sina on the day of the Assumption. The image of
the Virgin is carried about the town in procession, as
if she were in search of her son. At length, when
she ison the poitit of entering the great piazza, a
figure of our Saviour is suddenly presented from a
street, opposite to that by which the Virgin approaches.
The latter instantly recoils in an ecstasy of surprise
and joy at the meeting, and forthwith half a dozen
goldfinches are let loose from her bosom, which fly
away, and are supposed to bear the glad tidings to
heaven. What can be more dramatie than this ?

If the wiodern Italians then have equalled their
ancestors in rendering their religious ceremonies his=
trionic, neither have they been surpassed by them in
the extravagant use of material forms. Thus our Sa-
viour having said metaphorically that he had given to
Peter the keys of the kingdom of heaven; that saint,
like Janus, is ever represented with such & substantial
instrument io his hand.  Simeon having tuld the Virs
gin that a sword should pierce through her soul on
account of the sufferings of her Son, nothing is more
common than to observe in Italy and Sicily an image
or picture of the Madonna with that weapon buried
in her breast. I have seen in the churches, during
the forty days which our blessed Lord remained upon
earth after his resurrection, a large wax taper highly
ornamented, placed near the altar. On the day of
his ascension it was removed; whilst, at the same time,
to render it more strikingly emblematical, five pieces
of wax or wood, shaped like hearts, and fixed to it by
pins, have served to represent the five wounds he res
ceived on the cross from the nails and the spear.

Again—TIt is not enough for the Italians to read in
their Bibles the circumstances of Christ's apprehens
sion and crueifixion—* that a band of men came to
seize him, with lanterns, and torches, and weapons'’
—that upon Peter's denial of him “the cock crew’
—that one of the spectators of his sufferings *“ toock a
sponge and filled it with vinegar, and put it on a reed,

{ and gave him to drink’’—that Joseph finally “took

the body down.””  But all these particulars must be
impressed upon their feelings by some material shapes.
Accordingly we find the crucifixes, so numerous by the
side of the high roads; decorated with figures of a lan=

tern, a cock, a sponge; a reed, a ladder, nay, even of
pincers and spikes,

here was dramatic effect.
Neither was it in the ccremonies aloue of their reli- |
gion that the Romans evinced that want of spirituality. |
Even the attributes of their gods were exhibited to
the senses in a material dress.

Thus one property of Janus was a perfect know-
Jedge of the past and the future. Did the Romans
then adore him in soul as a being possessed of such a
knowledge ? No. They were careful at least, in the
first instance, to express the God and his prerogative
by a sensible symbol, consisting of a figure with a
double face. The same deity was supposed to pre=
side over the entrance of heaven. Did the Romans
satisfy themselves with imploring his favour, that they
might not be excluded ? Not until they had impressed
upon their minds this office which he bore, by fixing

side.  Apd in support of this view appeal is made to
“‘e_ twenty-third Article, which it is said is so framed
as Intentignally to leave the question undecided, if,
Indeed (g5 some think) it does not clearly recognize
the ordeps of the non-episcopal reformed communions.
With regard to the twenty-third Article I would just
make thig remark, that if it proves anything in refe-
Tence tg the present question,” it proves too much.—

f it Tecognizes, or expresses doubt of| the validity of
non-epismpal ministry, it can be only on principles
of Eragtianism: that is, it denies, or expresses doubt
of, the pecessity of any orders at all. For who are
the mep of whom the Article speaks, as having * public
authority given them in the congregation "' Clearly
not the originators and leaders (such as Luther, Cal-
vin, and John Kunox) of any non-episcopal or anti-
episcopa] eeclesiastical movement: for they (whether
blameab]y or not) act in opposition to the * men who

ave public aathority given them in the congregation.”
If, then, their successors come to have * public au-
thority " i is not from them they derive it, for they
could ot trgnsmit what they did not possess: and if
not from them, then not from the Church, because, if
from the Church, it must be through them., Whence,
then, do they derive it? From the State, the only
source, begides the Church, from which public autho-
Tity can flow. That is, according to this view of the
Article, the whole ministerial commission is an emana-
tion from the civil power, or, at least, it is doubtful
whether it is not s0. It is to be hoped that none who
have subgcribed the rest of the Thirty-nine Articles
will be satisfied with this interpretation of the twenty-
third. By if they are, will Presbyterians be satisfied
with thig defence of their orders ?

Dismissing, then, the twenty-third Article as irre-
levant, we are to consider the theory which it has been
brought to support, that our Church requires Presby-
ferian ministers to submit to be ordained, because she
is doubtful of their former ordination. If this theory
be correct, it must be admitted that the Church has
adopted a singular method of expressing doubt, namely,
acting as ¢f she had no doubt at all ; it is like hanging
a man because you are doubtful about his guilt. If
it be asked how the Church should act, supposing her
to be in doubt, I answer, that there are two obvious
courses open to her, of which her adopting neither is
a confirmation, if confirmation be wanting, of the view
taken in this letter. One is conditional ordination,
similar to the provision which she had made in the
case of doubtful baptism. To this course I know of
no objection, unless, possibly its novelty might be
considered one, for I believe it would be a novelty.—
The other course is a peremptory exclusion from the
ministry of the Charch of England of all who had taken
non-episcopal orders. This course would keep the
Church uncommitted to either side of the question.—
"To admit such persons, with o1 dination, as laymen are
admitted, decides the question one way; to admit them
without ordination, as Roman Catholic Priests are ad-
mitted, would decide the question the other way.—
The via media, keeping clear of a decision either way,
would be, not to admit them at all. T shall conclude
by just asking the advocates of this theory, why, if the
Church really be doubtful on the point, she has adopted
neither of these plain natural, and obvious methods of
giving expression to her doubts.

F.B. W.

ON THE DRAMATIC NATURE OF THE
CEREMONIES OF THE CHURCH OF ITALY.

( Fm".' “* Vestiye,g of Ancient Manners and Customs discovers
able in Modern, J, taly and Sicily,” by the Rev. J. J. Blunt. )

The remarks which I had to offer on the mysteries
natorally led me to the consideration of a subject
which I have thought it better to reserve for a sepas
rate chapter. Tt is this :—the general resemblance
in spirit and character which is observable in the wor-

shipof the ancient and modern Italians, as distinguished
by its m)thrupomorphism in both cases.

With the observations that I have to make on this
head I might properly enough have commenced the

| image which represented him.

a substantial and tangible key in the grasp of the
(Fast. 1. 125.)

Mars was the god of battles; but it was not enough
to ascribe to him the direction and management of the
events of war; they must place the spear in his hand,
and the shield on his arm, and the helnet on his brow,
before they could bring his attributes forcibly home to
their understandings.

Nay, it seems to me probable, that the nails, the
wedges, the hook, and liquid lead, of which Horace
speaks in bis ode to the goddess Fortuna at Antium,
were all figured out in solid materials, as various in-
struments of torture occasionally employed by that
moody divinity, and which served to decorate some or
other of her statues to which the poet alluded.

It is unnecessary (though it would be an extremely
easy task) to enumerate more examples of the pro-
pensity which the Romans displayed to dramatise the
ceremonies of their religion, and to clothe every thing
relating to it in a substantial form.

The same observation then applies to the inhabi-
tants of Italy and Sicily to this very day. Thus on
the Wednesday in Passion-week, is sung in the Sis-
tine chapel oune of the famous * Misereres”” The
low and solemn and piteous toves with which it is
chanted are asserted in the * Office for the Week,"”
(p. 156) to be expressive of the fear which the apos-
tles felt when our Saviour was,seized by the Jews.—
Meanwhile lighted tapers are successively extingnished
at long intervals, till at last one only is left burning:
those which are put out indicating the base desertion
of the twelve; that which remains unquenched, the
exemplary constancy of the Virgin. At the concla-
sion of the chant a stamping is made by the cardinals
and their attendants; this too is not without its mean-
ing. It is declared to signify either the tumult with
which the Jews sought our Saviour in the garden; or
those convulsions of pature which accompanied his
crucifixion. Here is the dramatic effect of which I
have spoken.

On another day in the same week, the Pope per=
forms the ceremony of washing the feet of thirteen
pilgrims, who are dressed in white, and arranged along
an elevated bench on the left side of the Sala Cle«
mentina. This act is of course intended as a lively
representation of a similar office performed by our
Saviour to his Apostles. But it was not meant, I
conceive, that this example should be literally followed: |
The object of it was simply to inculcate a general
spirit of humility. This was the important lesson
conveyed by our Lord’s precept, “ So likewise wash
ye one another’s feet.”” But then no opportunity
would have been afforded for the spectacle, which by
the practice of the church of Rome is exhibited to the
public; and after all, it is but an equivocal proof of
humble-mindedness in a sovereign pontiff; to perform
a mere ceremonious ablution of a few poor men, whilst
the napkin and ewer are borne for him by cardinals
of, perhaps, the proudest blood in Italy.

Again, there is a remarkable service in the churches
of Rome on Good Friday, called the * Agonie.” On
that occasion it is the duty of the preacher to enlarge
upon the words uttered by our Saviour whilst hanging
on the cross. This address occupies the three hours
of the passion ; during which time curtains are drawn
over the windows, to create a gloom significant of that
darkness which prevailed from the sixth to the ninth
hour. In all this there is huch dramatic effect.

But, in fact, the ordinary mass, as it is explained in
the “ Tesoro della Devozione’’ a little book put into
the hands of all the Italians that can read, and an-
swering the purpose of our prayer-book, is a lively

And as the death of our Saviour is the subject of
symbols, so also is his birth, At Chiistmas may be
seen, both in public places of worship and private
houses, grotesque models of the stable at Bethlehem,
called Presepi, curiously adorned with foil and tinsel,
and-branches and artificial flowers; whilst Joseph, the
Virgin, the Infant, the wise men from the East; toge-
ther with cows, mangers; cratches, and other appro+

priate furniture, are all carefully introduced,

Such has ever been the tendency of the inhabitants

of Italy to embody every religious conception in some
corporeal form:

UNIVERSALISM AS IT IS
(From the Philadelphia Banner of the Cross.)

—

We give below some extracts from an octavo volume
of 396 pages, entitled * Unjversalism Ezamined, Res
nounced, Exposed, in a series of lectures embracing
the experience of the author daring a ministry of
twelve years, and the testimony of Univefsalist mine
isters to the dreadful moral tendency of their faith
by Matthew Hale Smith.” We are glad to learn that
the sale of a book so likely to preserve many souls
from eternal ruin hos been so rapid, that although only
published a few months ago, a third edition is already
inpress. The father of Mr. Swmith was also a preacher
among the Universalist sect; he was trained up under
all its influences; and became, of course, most famils
iar with all the fallacious arguments and reasoning by
which the horrid system is attempted to be supported 3
until, in 1840, he renounced it for reasons which are
lucidly set forth in these lectures. The book is valus
able on many accounts, but chiefly for its candid
exposure of “ the dreadful moral tendency of Univer-
salism.” By their fruits ye shall know them.

EXTRACTS,

«“ At the very outset, T was mortified at the result
of my ministry, and pained with what 1 saw in those
who were the loudest in their professions of regard
for ¢ the blessed doctrinte,” as Universalism was usually
called. I saw none of that reform which I expected
would attend my preaching; no moral reformation,
though none needed it more than m
no chaoge for the better, though I saw many changes
for the worse. Indeed, the practical tendencies of
Ty preaching were not what I had expected to see.
TI'hey were not what I saw attending the preaching of
the gospel in the very vicinity in which T laboured.
I was praised in the bar-rooms, and my health drank
in almost every tavern in the county. On the Sab-
bath, my tongregation came direct from the tavern to
my meeting, and went as directly back after the meet=
ing. The intermission wag usually passed in discuss<
ing the merits of the sermon, nqt always in the most
deCOTO}lS terms; and in drinking my health, with thei¢
best wishes for my successful vindication of the salvas
tion of all men."”

“One fact that transpired among othets, made me
very unhappy. On Sabbath evenings my church was
usually crowded with youngmen. Manyof these would
leave the bur-rooms and dram-shops in the vicinity
of my meeting-house, attend my lecture; and then
retire again, at its close, to those places of infamy, and
there pass nearly the whole night.  They would drink
my health, and praise me and my sermons in the aws
ful words of profaneness and blasphemy,

“Though Idid not allow that my preaching eneoiis
raged licentiousness, I could not, if I would, disguise
from myself the fact, that those young men thoiight
that my doctrine strengthened their hands; and pro-
mised life to the wicked, though they turned not from
their wicked ways. Else, why should they pause in
their career of sin; enter my congregation, and, at the
close of my serviee, return again to their licentious
ways, and praise me according to my works, in the
fearful terms to which I have already alluded ?  The
influence of these things upon my mind was disastrous
in the extreme. I was oppressed beyond measure:
I was not satisfied with the tendency of my faith; yet
I thought my system was not an error. I did not
wish to do my fellow-men an injury ; still I knew that
many could justly accuse me as being the author of
theit rain.”

“Iwrote and preached often under the influenice of
doubts, that, at times, almost overwhelmed me. I
once resolved to settle the case with my own mind,

y personal friends;

representation of the last scenes of our Saviour's life
and sufferings. Thus when the priest approaches the
altar, Christ’s entrance into the garden is to be under-
stood, and to the prayer which he offers there, the
commencethent of the mass alludes. When the priest
kisses the altar, reference is made to that kiss by which
our Saviour was betrayed. When he turns to the
people, and repeats the “ Dominus Vobiscum,” he is
representing Christ when he turned and looked upon

Peter. When he washes his hands, he figures Pilate,

dnd put it at rest. I wrote a sermon in which I ar«
tayed all that I could think of in defence of Universa-
lism. - The arguments from reason, nature, and the
Bible, in favour of the salvation of all men, I presented
| in their strongest form: I wrot€ it under the infly-
‘, ence of the most tormenting doubts, to remove those
\ doubts if possible, But the effort was not successful.
I preached the sermon bat once. My people requested

| it for the press. I gave it to the flames.
My situaition was a most trying and painful one.
I was determined to cling to Universalism. Yet I
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