
THE CANADIAN PRESBYTER.

crime of crossing the boundary line which they have drawn between a Church
and no Churcli.

Now we fully admait that Korah and his company were dissenters, and that
the earth opened her mouth and swallowed them iup; -and n-oreover, that this is
a fearful warning to ail dissenters ; and if it serve the purpose of the Bishop of
Toronto and ail other Prelates in the British dominions, we shall even go so far
as to say that it is of the Lord"is mercy, and of Juis mercy only, that an earth-
quake or some other terrible judgrnent of the living God, isunot sent to avengO
the heinous crime -of dissent.

But who, let us ask, is the dissenter ? Is lie the Pre8lyterian, or is lie the
(Jongregationcdist, or is lie the Wesleyan, or is lie the Baptist ? We say no 1
Hie is neither one, nor ail of them together. The dissenter i"s the iPusEYrrg.
For proof of this position we invite attention to the fact, that the sin of~ Korah,
Dathan atd Abiram consisted in their attempting to do what the priests, the
famiiy of Aaron alone, could do, and were officially authorized by God to do.
This was the nature and extent of their guilt. Now this Jligh Priesthood was
a type of Christ, and not a type of the Archbishops or Bishops of modern times.
This even Dr. Pusey would admit., If then, the Iligh Priest was a type of
Christ, and the dissenter a man who dared to do what 11e only cotild and had a
riglit to do, the dissenter now in the present day is qurely the mnan who pretendO
that he can (do, er who attempts to do, that which Christ alone has the power and
prerogative to do. Now the Puse'yite says that iE can regenerate by the rite of
baptism and justify by the administration of the Eucharist; but it is Christ, the
Hi gh Priest, who alone, according to lloly Scripture, can jugtify by Ais blood
andregenerate by his Spirit. Now the man who dares usurp the place or fuinc'

tions of Christ, as the Priest of is Churcli, is unquestionably the New Testament
dîgsenter-but we fiad Puseyites and Popish Priests pretending to, do these spi-
ritual acts; therefore, by the shewing of their own illusttation, the Puseyites are
the real dissenters from the Churcli in the Christian dispensation-they usurp the

p lace and assume the office of the Great Iligli Priest of our profession. We
hence infer that our Puseyite friends are as far astray in their logic as theýy are

in their theology. In both points of view thcy have erred in aflixing the sin of
Korali, among others, upon the good sturdy followers of Johin Knox in North
Britain or elsewhere. A littie attention to the academie prelections of Aristotlý
lian Oxford would surely have removed the mist of misconception from thle
minds of those visionaries, and led them to see that the case of Korali was
most unfortunate one for their purpose.

We think we have thus shewn that, in applyin the judgment of IlCore " tO
the « leonimunity of Preshyterians," our Tractarian and high churcli friends arO
-soinewhat wide of the mark. If like answers to like, the Puseyite and not the
Presb!,terian is the dissenter; and we dety the most learned Biblical scholar
cither by his criticism or his logic, to make the case of IlCorel' to prove ant'
thing else than this. The error into whidh. many Episcopalians have fallen, 1I0
the use of this case for their own purpose, lies in the fact that they assume the
very thing which they ought to, prove, and whidh they neyer prove, namelYt
that BpIscoPÂcy is the bmly trise and infallible Chureh. Assnniing this, thel
-straightway regard the Hebrew Churcli to be a type of their owýn Church, rathef
à bold assumption, and instead of regarding Aaron as exclusively a type of ChriAt
they in effect make him a type of their Ardhbishop or Primate, just asth
Romanîst makes him a type of the Pope. It would thus appear that the PaiRiO
sud the Puseyite cordially agree in their views 'of thé representative character of
Aaron and lis sons, both forgetting that they only represented Christ the Ilio
Priest of our profession, and that to infringe upon the 8acetrdotal office of ChriA'
either in the matter of confession, absolution, justification or regeneration, is, iO


