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LETTER X.
4 KRECAPITULATION UPOX THZ EUCHARIST.

Saint Ambrasc-® *“ And now, if the mere be-
*¢ nediction of 2 man (Moses) was powerful enough
* to change nature, what must we not say of the
* divine consecration. when the very werds of our
¢ Jord operate? . You have read con-
t¢ cerning the creation of the world : e spoke,
and it was made; he commanded, and it wag
*¢ formed. If then the word of Christ cotld draw
“ out of nothing what till then had no existence,
*¢ shall it not beable to change the things that ex-
< ist, into what they were not before? Why look
** you for the arder of nature in tho production of
“ the body of Jesus Christin this sacrament, seeing
that the order of nature is cqually disregarded in
the samie Lord being born of a Virgin?¥ Saint
* Chrysostom upon the words : How can Ae- give
“ ushus flesh to eat:

*“When a person asks how a thing can be done
*¢ he begins to doubt whether it can be done. ......,
¢ If you inquisitively search into this wonderful
* work, why do you not also ask, after the miracle
“ of the Give loaves: Haw did he efiect so prodigi-
ous & multiplication ——But you will say the
thing spoko for iteelf, it was plain to the eye.—
4+ And Xtell you that for that very reason they should
¢ have believesd it to be as easy for him o performe
« this last miracle. For he first multiplied the
¢ loaves, that the Jews might no longer remain in-
$¢ credulous as fo what he had afterwards to an-
‘¢ nownce fo them. »  And elsewhere :—
¢ The words that § bave spoken are spiritand life,
‘¢ that is, are divine and spiritual, have nothing car-
“ nal about them, depend not on the ordinary laws
*¢ of nature.” .

And again in another bomily : ** He that was
present at the last supper, is the same that is now
present and consecrates our feast : for it is not man
who makes the things lying on the oltar become the
body and blood of Christ ; but that Christ who was
crucified for us. The words indeu2d are pronoonced
by the priest ; but it is the poweraid grace of God
thatconsecraies them. He said, This is my dody :
those words make the change. And as the words
of God, increase and nulliply end, replenish the
whole earth, though spoken but once 2t the creation
of the world, still produce their effect, by impart-
ing to human nature the power and virtus of gene-

e

* Discourse to thoge who were to be initinted,

sl Gregory Nazianzen telling them :—

the body is asserted fo'be présent, although the flesh
appears not to human sight.  But it is extravagant,
if the body be supposed absent in heaven ; for in
that cate, there would ‘be no need for the flesh ta
appear, but on the contrury, it should not appeaf at
all, since it is not there at all.

Had thiey believed and taught at that time, what
all protestants have since pretended, that the bread
and wine remained afler consecration the same as
they were before, neither the _faithful would have
bad any réason {0 mistrust their senses, nor trc fa-
thers to admonish them to disregard their testiznony.
And yet we find that St.Cyril of Jerusalem says to
his neophytes: ¢ Do not consider them ns com-
mon bréad and wine, for they are the body and bloed
of Yesus Christ, according to his words ; and altho’
your senses might suggest that to you, let faith con-
firm yon, Judge not of the thing by your taste,
but by fuith assure yourself, without the least doubt
that you are honoured with the body and blood of
Christ. This knowing, and of this being assured,
that what appears to_you bread, is not bread, but
the bady of Christ, although the taste judges itta be
bread : and that the wine, which you see and which
has the taste of wine, is not wine, but. the blood of
Christ.” St. Chryostom; “*Let us believe God in
every thing, and vot gainsay him, although whatis
said may seem confrary fo our reason and our
sight. Lel his word overpower Both. 'Thus let us
dv in mysteries : not looking only on the things
that lie before us, but holding fast his words ; for
his word cannot deccive ; but our senses are very
easily deceived, The former never failed, the lat-
ter often, Since then his word says ~—Thisis my
body; let us assent, and believe, and -iew it with
anintellcctual eye.” Hesychius: ¢ The spirit of
God which is ip us, and the word that be has left us
regulate the use of our senses, and prevent not anly
our sense of taste, but the senses also of hearing,
seeing, touching, and smelling, from an undue in-
terference in mysteries, so that they lead us not to
any low ideas, or weak and presumptucus reason-
ings, unworthy the grandeur and . sublimity.of the
mysteries, We mnst attribute the sanctification of
tbe mystic sacrifice, and the chonge or transfor-
mation of the sensible into spiritual thing, to him
who is the truc priest, Jesus Christ, that is, we
must consider him as the sole worker of this mira-
cle, because the power of the word, which be has
pronounced, sanctify these visible things to such a
degrec ibat they are raired far beyond the reach of
our senses.” And St. Cesariis: ** We must judge
by faith, and not by our senses, of this sndivided
and perfect victim, which cannot he seen by cor-
poreal and outward ayes, but only by those thatare

rating children througly the coarse of ag2s2 inlike
manner, although the adorable words of Christ,—
This i3 my body, were but once uitered, they have
not failed to secure {o this sacrifice all their virtue
and eflicacy to the present day on the altars of the
Church,and will not fail to secure the same until the
last coming of our Lord.” Ycould fill twenty pages
with quotations from the grest Archbishop, and
from many others ; Hesychius, Cesarius, Eusebius
of Emessa, for example. But what have just been
produced should be sufficient ; for assuredly,neither
Zuinglius,nor any of his followers will ever he able
to enlarge upon such mysterioysand wonderful ope-
rations in the Eucharist of their conception.
Again, Sir, you roust here condidly acknowledge
that, had the belief and persuation of the primitive
fathers been exactly thatof the Sacramentarians,
who in latter ages have informed us that the bread
and wine remain exactly the same before and after
the consecration, the faithful and neaphytes could
have had no difficulty iri-conceiving and no hesita-
tion in belicving such doclrine, neither would the
fathers have had to labour in removing dotibts and
difliculties from their minds. And vet we find St.

¢« Approach with firm faith to eat the body and
drink the blood of Christ, and entertain not the re-
motest doubt respecting them.”  St, Hilary :  Let
us hold to what is written. Jesus Christ leavesno
room to doubt of the reality of his flesh and blood,
since the declaration of our Lord and of our faith
asserly it tobe hisfleshindeed and bisbloodindeed,?’
St. Cyril of Jerusalem: “ With all confidence,
let us receive the body and blood of Christ, for un-
der the appearance of bread, his body is given fo
us ; and under the.appearance of wine, his bloodis
given, Eor, as Christ, speaking of the bread, de-
clared and said, this is body, who shall dare 0
doubtit?? St. Ephrem : *“Participate in the im-
maculate body and blood of the Linrd, with a firm
faith. resting assured that you reccive the iamb,
whole and enfire,” St. Ambrose and the author of
the book cn the sacraments : << The Lord assures
us that we receive his body and blood : ought we
to doubt the truth of his words, or the correctness
of his testimony? You will perbaps object : how
can it be his true and real flesh, if the bread bears
no appeasance of real flesht’ How can it be his
blood, since ¥ bebold indeed the resemblance, but
in no wise the reality of blood? 1 have already
told you that the word of Churist can change theor-
dinary nature of things.” Reflect but for a mo-
ment on this doubt : and you will feel that it infal-
libly proves the real presence as taught by 8t, Am-
brose, Sucha doubt, in fact, is most natural,when
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interior and spiritual,  Of this our Lord speuks,
wheu, with divine authority, he pronounces that his
flesh is meut indeed and lus blood drink indeed.—
Wherefore we must gise o place to incredulous
doubts in our minds, seeing that the author of this
heavenly gift himself testifics to its truth and rea-!
lity.”

Had the primitive oges believed and taught what,
iy now generally believed in your Church and what
has always been taught amang the Calvanists, that
the bread and wine are the signs and figures of the
body aud blood, the memnrial of Christ present in
Leaven, but absent from earth, how happens it that
the fathers say nothing of the kind on these occa-
sions, when they were able, nay,even bound to give
a clear exposition of the ductrine? 1 allude fo the
instructions given to the newly-baptized before their
admission to the Eucharist.  You have seen these
instructions; all of them that are extant, have, to
the best of my knowledge, leen laid before you,
Hicre is not a word said about figures or signs to re-
present the absent object. It is in these plain and
dogmatical instruclions, however,that such expres-
sions ought of necessity to be lound.  Why do they
rot appear? Why ate the bread and wine never
presented tous in this simple point of view, 50 plain

and casy to ourconception? Why, on the contrary
are we perpetually reminded every time that it is
the true and real body of Jesus Christ, the bady
that was crucified, the blood that flowed from hisi
side, and that a change of substance is effected by
the all-powerful word of a God? And why do the
fathers, to establish the certitude of this astouish-
ing change, and to give additional motives of its
credibility, remind the neophytes of the wonders
of the creation, the miracles of Moses, Elias, and,
Eliscus, of the birth of Christ, the miracle of the
marriage feast of Cana, and that of the multiplica-
tion of the Joaves? Would it not be the height of
folly to search hcaven and earth for the greatest
progidies ever worked therein by an alniighty pow-
cr, merely for the purpose of proving to these neo-
phytes, that a God made man, had most cvidently
the power of changing also the bread and wine into
the signsand figures of his body and blood, a thing,
which the poorest mortal among us can declare and
do, whenever he pleases.

Asain, Sir, et me ask you, how, in your apinion
will your madern notions respecting the Eucharist,
accord with the following exhortation of St. John
Chrvsostom?  “When you approach the holy ta-
bie,believe that the King of all things is there pres-
ent; for he isreally present. Consider, what
a victim you have to handle, what a table you
have to approach; think within yourselves that, be-
ing but dust and ashes, you receive the body and
blood of Jesus Christ. Consider that we eat
Hun, wiio sus an high and is adored by the angeis.
O wonderful mystery! O the goodness of
God! He who sits on hlgh with his Father, is re-
ceived into the hand of every one! How I should
wish, do many exclaum, 10 behald tus countenance
and his garments! God arants you even more than
you desire—he @ives you himself; you receive him

And when vour teachdrs mount the pulpit to
cuthmunicate to you their cherished and boasted
conceptions respeeting the saerament,  will they
address you i the language of St Hidary? It
would be foolsh ard inpious to say what we doof
the naiural verity o Christ within us, if” he himself
had not taught us it, for it is he that said: my fiesh,
is meat ingeed and my blaod is drivk indeeds b
that eateth ny flesh and drinketh my blood, a-
hideth in me, and [ in him: he lecaves no place to
doubt of the reality of lus bady and blood; for now
by the profession of the Lord himsell, and  aceord-
ing to our belief; it is truly flesh and truly bloud

*3

Will they say with St. Augustine:  “Does it not
appear foolish and extravagant to say, eat my flesh
and drink my blood: he that doth not eat my flesh
and drink my blood, shall not have life in him? I
did indeed appear loolish and extravagant; but only
10 the ignoragit and the foolish.”?  Have you ever
heard your preachersadopt language similar to
that which has been quoted above? How, in fact,
should they speak the langnage, having so openly
repudiated the doctrine of antiquity?

I had proposed here to conclude my observations
on the dectrine of the fathers, and to close a  dis-
cussion that vou must by this time perceive to be
decisively terminated. Rutthe subject i3 irex-
haustible: these ancient writings still detain me by
force among them: proofs in profusion startup on
every side of me.  You have just learnt theirsenti-
ments and expressions respecting the majesty and
sublimity of the wmystery, and the insurmountabl
difficulties attendant upon the beliel of the real
presence and transubstantiation, I would jwillingly
proceed a step further, and shew you, that they
have been notless alive to the striking con. equen-
ces deducible from such doctrines, nor less distinet
and clear in developing the same.  In fact, if the
bread be really changed into the bady of Christ, it
is correct to say with Gelasius of Cizicum and Si.
Chrysostom; that the hody is proposed tous, that
the lamb islying before us;” with St. Cyril of Alex-

the Word that is presented upon the sacred tables
of the Church;  with Optatus of Milibis; “that 1he
members of Christare stretched upon the altar:
the altar is the seat of the bady ané blood of
Chiristy” with 8t. Augustine: “thatwe receive with
faithfil heart and mouth the mediator between God
and man, Jesus Christ made man, who gave us his
body to eat and his blood to drink, although it
<vems more horrible to eatthe flesh of a man than
to kill hitn, to drink human blood thun to shed

.(.”

If the body of Jesus Christ is present in ‘he
Eucharist, his bady must either be received in purt,
ar whole and cntire, by each communicant  We
hold that each communicant receives the entire and
indivisible body of Jesus.  'Thisdogma, supposirg
as it does, his simultaneous presence in a thousand
places, we look upon asa wondefu! miracle, cap-
able of raising doulits, whichareto be dissipated

you cat himin reality,”

by faith and confidence in the alf-powerful word of

386

audria; that it is not the Deity, but the body of

Gad.  Now we find that this wonder has struck
the minds and excited the astonishment of the
lnthers. We must eonsider, says St. Gregory ol
Nyssa, how it can be that this single body, Lews diy
tributed to thousands of'the faithiul should be fund
whole and entire in cach person who reccives it,
and s1ill remain whole and entire in itselt.”

This question evidently suppow s the unity and
indivisitnlity of the body of Christin every receiver
to have been beheved and taught,  ‘The reply, as
youare propared to expect, attempts not 0 ex-
piain the mystery, bt proves the change of sub-
stance in the Bucharist. “The power of the Word
who as man was nourished with bread, rendered
the bread that he eat bis holy body.  In like man-
ner, this bread is sanctificd by the word of God and
ptayer, nut passing into the body of the Word, by
cating and drinking, but being instantly changed
into the budy of the Word, according to what he
said: this is my badv.”

“We always offer the same victim, says St.
Chrysostom, notasin the old law, sometinies one
and sometinias another: here itis always the same;
for which reasonihereis hut one sacnfice: R, if
the diversity of places,in which the sacrifibe is
offered, multiplidd the sacrifice, we shoold have to
allow that there were many Christs.  But there is
but one Christ, who is entire here and entire there,
posgessing still but one bedy: for  which reason
.kece is but ane sacrifice.”—He who receives but
a part of the consecrated species, says St. Eutych-
ius, receives, notwithstanding, whole and entire
the most boly body and the adorable blond of the
Lord: for although the body be distributed to all,
being nungled up with cach of them, it neverthew
less always remaing indivisible in itscl as one only
seal, Leing employed to make many impressions
on wax, leaves ateach impression its perieet figure
and form and still remains one and the same,
acither changed nor divided by #ts image being
stamped upon a multiplicity of objects.

I Jesus Chiristis present in the Eucharist. it fol
lows that, when hecommunicated with bis apostles
tie bore his own body in his handsand drank his
own blood, The consequence is rigorously correct:
and you shall now see whether the fathers were
aware of it.  Saint Augustine explaining the title
of pstm XXXHL in which it issaid, according 1o
the Septauguint,that he was carrid inhis own hunds
expresses himselfas follons: “Whe can compre-
liend, my brethren, how such a thing can be per~
formed byaman? Whois it that holds himself in
hisown hands? A man may indeed be held in the
trands of another, but never in his own. We can-
not therefore discover how this can be understood
of David in the literal senge: but can easily sce
how itean be understond  of Christ according o
the letter; (or Christ bure kimself tn fis own Aands,
when giving his body o us, hesaid: This is
my body, for he then bore that body in his owa
hands.”

“Jesus Christ,” says Sant Chrysestom, “hin-
self drank from his chalice, least his apostles hear-
ing these his words should suy within themselves ¢
Do we then drink his blood and cat his flesh! and
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de troubled at the thought; for, when  he spoke  of)
these mysteries, maany were seamdalized. “Fo pre-
vent this trouble and to remove ol uneasiness from
their minds, in their pasticipation of the mysteries
he set the first example; and this was  the reason
why ke drank his oron bood.” Saint Jerome de-
clares; Muses gave us not the troe bread; but our
Lord Jusus did.  He invitesus tothe feast and is
himself’ our meat; he cats with us and we reccive
and cat him.”> Would such ideas ever enter into
the heads of Calvinists, would they ever have come
inta the minds of the fathess, had  they not been
convinced of the real presence of Jesus  Christ
in the sacrament which he instituted at Lis last
supperi®
To puta finishing stroke to our proufs anda
terminagion to our reflection atready too protracted,
it ismostevident that the fothers believed and
taught the real presence of Jesus Christ in the Eu-
charis, it"they positively instructed the faithful and
the neophytes never to,approach but with senti-
ments of true and perfect adoration. Now the fa-
thers have not tailed toinculcate this precept, and
to require of them, toucther with the seatiments,
theattitude also of adoration,at the moment of
their approach to the holy table. “Each one must
in his wra receive the body and blood of the Lord
with the reverence and the fear duete the body of
such a King.”——A\pproach the chalice, says St.
Cyril of Jerusalem, not stretching out your hands,
but bending towards the earth, in a posture of ad-
oration, topay your homage.” St. Ambrose bears
testimony to this practice inthe Churches. The
following explanation supposesits existeace: “We
must say, therefore, that his footstool iz the earth ;4
anad by the earth we must understand the flesh  of]
KChrist, whick Lo this duy we adore in the holy mys-
teries, and which the apostles adored formerly in !l
kis persan.”  Saint Augustine, adopting the c.\pl:l-!
nation of his master in religious beliel, hears cquul"
testimony to the fact in these words: “Noone eat-
ing this flesh, without having first udored it And
on these words of another psalm: the nch ones ot
the carth have eaten and adored, he says: “The
nich ones, that is, the proud have also heen admnit-
ted tothe table of Jesus Christ; they participate in
his body and blood, but they adore only and are
not refreshed.”  And Saint Chrysostom: “The
magi formerly testified their respect to this divine
body, when lvingin the crib. ‘These Gentiles a-
dored him with respeetful fear and protound vener-
ation. You behold it not in the crib, but on the
altar; not in the avms ofa woman, but in the hands

A
ol the priest, and under the wiugs of’ the Holy
Sput, who descends with powerlul mfluence upon
the oblations.——Let us theiclore cseite ourselves
“e—and with reverential awe Lot us surpasseven
the wiagi in the warks ofour veneration ol the budy
at Curist.”™* e

* Compare the above iitstructions and practice
with thuse presented by your Eunglhish Church at
the present day to members of its conmmunion.
They too evidertly appear in the declaration issued
under Edward Vi, suppressed alterwards by the
pohitic Elizabeth, but ygrin re-estabiished in 1he
lurin which it still ap, cars at the end of the commu-
nivn service, under the reign of Charles Il who a-
greed to it, either frony weeknes or frum  compulsi-
un, but undoubtedly conirary to his own principles
and comviclions, as muy be learnt from tw.. docy-
ments in hisown band writing discovered afler bis
death by his brother James 11. who certifies their
authenticity- Now this declaration turus ypon the
manuer prescribed of receiving the communion on
the knees: ““It is here declaseu tat no udoration is
intended, or ought to be done, e¢ither unto the
sacremental bread and wine there dodily received,
or unlo any corpural presence of Christ’s nitural
flesh and blood. For the sacramental breud and
wine remain still in thelr very nutural substances,
and therefure may not be adored, for that were idol-
atry to be abhorred by all faithtul chris jans) and
the natural bedy and blood of out Saviour "Christ
are in heaven, und not here, it being ageinst the
truth of Christ’s natural body tv be at one time in
more placesthan one,”. .

This declaration is manifestly directed aga;jnst
tran-ubstantiation, since it is there said that the
bread and wine-are bodily reccived, and preserve
their natural substance. It attacks or at least de-
nies any presence ol'Christ, by the mere fact of

You are now cnabled to obseive the close connec-
tion between the particular and general proots, the
light mutually imparted by thém, and that accond -
unce from which they Loth derive udditional
strsngth.  In fact these dogmas, which the disci-
Pline of the church obliged these people to conceal
from the unbelievers and the CatecLumens, were
the very same that were disclosed and eaplained
to the Ncophites previous to their »dmission to
purticipation of the Eucharist.* Now we have
seen that they were made acquainted with the al

tar and the sacrifice, the real presence, and the
unbloody immolation of the victim, the change of
the bread and wine into the blood and body of Je.
sus Christ, and consequently the necessity of ado-
sation in recetving then..’l hese dogmas are there-
fore effectually concealed under the disciplive o}
secrecy, This, goodsense had led us to suppose,
and reasoning had improved our supposition into

suppreséing adoration; for, if, while ~excliding
from e Eucharist a corporal presvnce of the natu-
ral body of Clirist, they bad permitted the belief
of a sacramental presence of his glorified and spir-
itunlized body, so far fron suppressing, they must
undoubtedly bave united with antiquity in Jpayin
aoration which is notless due to the ‘sacranménta
preseuce of the plorified body, thun to the corpo-~
ral presence of the natural body of this divine per-
8. . .

Ilow painful to me wasthe discovery of such
expressions attached to your rubric actually in
force at the present! How I deplore the condition
of those, who (rom their carliest youth unconsci-
ously imbibe the puison of sucha doctrine! Lan-
guage has not terms to exposesuch a declaration in
its own disgraceful enormity: it can only be ef-
faced by tears. From the re-publication of this
declaration in 1662, may, in my judgment, be dat-
ed tke unfortunate ISpoch, when sacrementari-
an upinions hegan to prevailin the English Church,
This church had formally rejected them under
James 1, and Charles 1. ““The Kinyg ucknowledg-
es Jesus Christ truly present, and truly adorable in
the Eucharist.” And again. ““We “adore with
Saint Ambrose the flesh of Jesus Christ in these
mysteries.”

‘““Lhe sounder (and more sensible) Profestants,

* “We must then believe that Jesus Christ put;
himselfinto his mouth;” exclaims J. J. Rosseau in
atone of triumph against the mystery of our Euch-
arist, asif he had discoversd something as original
as eareastic.  He knew full well that venerable an-|
tiquity hiud thousgiit of tins long before Lis time, and
that this most just consequence, incomprehensible
though it be 10 human intellect, had in no wise
-shaken the reliance due 10 the word of a God-man
in the mind of the great archbishabof Coanstan-
tnaple, of the learned solitary of Bethlehem, and
of at the most enlightened characters of the primit-
ive agee.

it . e

make un hesitation to adore Christ in the Euchn-
rist.  For on receeiving the Eucharist , Christ is
TO BL ADORED WITH TRUE LATRIA"
T1s 2 manstrous error of the rigid Protestants, who
maintain that Christ is not to be adored in the Eu-
charist, except by an inward adoration of mind, but
not with any ouiward act of adoration, ‘such as
kaceling or other such posture of the body. All
theso do not believe aright of the presence of Christ
in the Sacrmment, he be.ng present there in a won-
derful but real manner,

I suppase the body and blood of Christ may be
adored,, wheresoever they sre; and must: be ador-

cd by a good Christian, where the custom of the
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conviction. But now, facts speak aloud, and fair-
ly and perfectly demonstrate the effects of reason
and argument,

And because this instruction of the ncophytes,
with the exclusion of the Catechumens, is ancient
as christianity, it follows, that the doctrines in
which they were instructed previous to the com-
munion, are of an eniginzl equally ancient and a-
postolical. Again, the instructions delivgred to the
neupbites turned upon what they were soon to be-
hold upon the altar, on the essential part of the li-
turgy, at which they were for the first time. to as-
sist. on the prayers they were to hear, and on the
worship rendered by the faithful to Jesus Christ.
ftis then certain that the altar, the sacrifice, the
victim, ite presence effected by the change of its
immolation gifts offered, the adgration of ii, all
dogmas then made knowa to. the peophites, formed
an essential part of the liturgy. ‘Thus the chain of
our proofs is unbroken and ¢omplete. The’privgge
instructions givén to the neophites, plainly shew
what was kept cencealed from the catechumens
and unbelievers, as also every thing essential con-
nected with the Christians n the liturgies. Such
Sir, is the character of truth: the more it is exam-
ined, the more plain and mannifest daes it appear:
the more it is scrutinizedin oll its bearings, the
the more solid and satisfactory it is found.

And now, Srr, if' those illustrious prelates of the

church which a Christian isobliged to communi-
with. requires it. _And is not the presence thereof
in the sacrament of the Eucharist,a just occasion
to express on the spot, by that bodily act' of adora-
tion, the inward honor,which we alwa}ys bear to-
wards our Lord Jesus Christ, as God? Not
to baulk that pardon, which hath led me to publish
these my sentiments: I do believe that_ it was so
practised (adoration was paid) and dene before re-
ceiving the symbols in the ancient church; which I
maintain to bave been from the bepinning the_true
church of Christ, oliging all to conform to it, in 2li
things within the power of it.”

* What have we in the church concealed from the
public? "The sacrements of baptem and the -Bu-
chariist, for our guod worksare.seen by, the Pagug
while the sacrements remain concealed from them.
But it is preci-ely the things they donot see that
give rise to that which strikes them in our conduct.

~St. Aug. on Pa, CllI. Vol. 1V, p, 1140,
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primitive church, a Cyril of Jerusalem, or Alex-
andria, 2 Crysostam of Constantinople, an Awm-
brose of Milan, were called to life again, and, ap-
pearing in your religious nssemblies, heard your
preachicrs decliming aginst the doctrine in which
they had been nuctured full fourteen or fifteen cen-
turlcs ago, and which they themselves had tmost
teliglously inculcate 1 to their neophites and their
flocks, what, let meask you, would be theirlan-
guage, insuch circumstances? What would they

s3y, if assisting at your public service, and find.}

ing neither allar nor sacnfice, nor the invocation
for the change of the bread and wine intothe body
and blood of Jesus Christ, they heard the people
publicly cautioned to bewarc how they entertained
any sentiment of adoration, seeing that the sacra-
ment was but bread and wine, that Christ was not
there present, but was solely and unceasingly in
heaven? What would they say, I ask you?
Would they not be agitated with feelings of hor-
ror, indignation and pity? Would they not consi-
der themselves to be among the encmys of Christ,
rather than among his faithful adorers? Would
they not lament their lot in being again res-
tored to life?

But without insisting any further on the senti-
ments and feelings they would unavoidably experi-
ence, permit me to make a simple statement of my
own. Ihave applied myselfto the study of the
ancient liturgies, and have not failed to compare
them with the liturgy employed by your church.—
1 bave also paid attention to the doctrine of the fa-
thers respecting the Eucharist, and’have discovered
but too plainly those precise doc.rines, which your
preachers and controversialists so thoughtlessly and
unmarcifully assail.  How completely are the pri-
mitive liturgiesand your liturgy at variance ! How
natagre and dry is the latter !~ How poor and piti-
{ul are the pruyers filchered from us and leit man-
gled and imperfect by the barbarous hand of the
awkward plagiarist, a monstrous and disgusting
spectacle to the admirer of pure and vencrable an-

heen begotten, but not to require in what manner it
was cffecied.”  Your ministers, far from imposing
silence on dialectic in theschools, make its vowce
resound from their pulpita: far from stopping their
mouths, they declaim against mysterics ; and be-
cause they cannot comprehiend how Christ can be
presentin the Eucharist, they authoritatively pro-
nounce that he is not, and cannot be present 1 the
_sacred mysteries.  In vain docs St, Chrysostom
. beautifully advise them as follows:  *“freceive
with submission what the scriplure says, and pry
not into things on which it is silent, understud
lwhat it discovers, and have no with to investigate
what it veils in obscurity, for the very puw)sc of
“deterring me from such researches. hy do
{our labour to fathom that which is unfathomable 7
Vhy attempt to comprehend things incromprehen.
sible? Why be ambitious to penctrate into that
which is impenetrable ? l-lrctend not to judge
of Lings divine, by reason, neither attempt to sub-
:}sct them to the laws of nature.  For by so doing
icodemus became incapable of conceiving great
and sublime troths. We receive the name off
faithful, that spurning the lowliness of human imu
ginations, we may risc to the sublimities of faith.
. Liet us believe God in all things, and gain-
say him not, although what he says appears to be
contrary o the testimony of our eyes and our reason,
Letthe authority of his word supersede tlie testimo-
ny of our eyes and our reason.  Since therefore his
“word said, this is my dody, let us rest satisfied and
believe, let us behold it with the eyes of faith.”’—
,In vain does 8t. Ephrem exclaim in language pe-
“culiarly applicable to your teachers: “What are
you about, ye daring mortals ?  Is it nnt the ex-
treme of folly and temerity, in you who are buta
compound of dust, to think of fathaminz suchan
abyss? Partake of the immaculate body and the
blood of the Lord witha full and Gem faith, and
doubt not that you eatthe lamb whole angd entire:
for the mysterics of Christ are an immortal fire.—
Beware ofraslly scarching into them, least they
_consume you when you partake thereof.”
In vain does Cyril, the great bislop and Patriarch
“of Alexandria, admonish them so long befare, “that
it i* not becoming to abandon the ancient tradition
of the faith, derived from the apostlcs to our times
for mere subtleties of such a character, and to sub-
ject to an idle curiosity mysteries that exceed the
power of our minds; that we must not even call

uquity ! What a figure would it present, if | were
to dwell upon that heterodox and monstrous decla-
ration, that terrified the protestants under Eliza-
beth, und yet was fearlessly and shamelessly ap-
peaded to your liturgy under Charles 11! As fgr
your preachers, their instructions do not cven cor-
respond with the prayers recited by them in what
is called the Lord's supper. 'Whatcver appears in-
explicable in the words of Christ they reject ; the
iysleries transmitted by the ancient fathers, they
impugn, and teach their flocks to do the s.ume—they
rcason and arguce wherce reason, coalescing with au-
thority, imperatively calls for their silent acquies-
sence. In vain does St Hilary insist *“ that we
must not prelend to regulate the effects of divine
power by the ideas of man ; that wisdom consists in
placing no bounds to the power of God ; that it
would he downnglt folly and impicty to assert what

we do assert of the reat and natural truth of J sus, fences of Jesus Christ: they are desirous of taking
€hrist’s presence withus, if he had not himself de- | lessons and examples from the seditions promoters

clared it to beso.””  They witl have nothing to do
with St. Hilary. or his doctrine: and instcad of
uniting with him in receiving the declaration or the
Lord preferably to the information of their senses,
hey cherish by preference the dictates of their
proud and indocile senses, and reject the assevera-
tion of the God of truth.  In vain dues St. Ambrose
rroclaim, “Lask no reason of Jesus Christ.

Y herefore talk not to me of arguments, when faith
\s required ; let dialectic be silent in the schools.
Stop your mouth : you may not search into myste-
vizs. - Weare permitted toknow that the Son has

them in question, or felluw the example of some,
.who regardless of their own perily have the hardi-
ness to decide upon articles of faith, approving or
rejecting them, as seems good to themselves,  Is it
not more reasonable to commit to God the know-
Iedge of his own warks, than impiously to carp at
what he has thought proper to do? They in-
deedhad the hardiness to ask how, as ifthey were
jgnorant that such Jangunge was blasphemy, &c.*
One might imagine that these great maasters of an-
tiquity, these venerable successors of the Apostles,
:evenat the dislance of so many ce nturies, were
;thinking of your teachers, and were delivering
_these keen reproaches as & lessonto them in per-
.son. But your teachers are deaf to such monitions;
they will have nnlhin{; to do with these charming
:models of Christian eloquence and philesophy; no-
‘thing to do with these jllustrious and admirable de-

‘of the religious revolution of the s.xteenth century
l‘—lhesc are their masters—these their models.
| The children have ~irpassed their fathers : with-

dialectic is unbeudingly decisive, their philosophy
carthly, their ideas low their notions conteacied and
dry, anctheir declamationas modern as their origin.
{ntheir works upon the Euclierist, § discover thro'-
aut aridity novelty, and therefore falsity of doctrine.
Every thing wears the appearance and characteris-
tic features of youth : whatever may commund ve-
nerution, awake the recollectinn of primitive fore,
or beur the rugged and sacred impress of antiquity,
is soupht amonyg their writingsin vain.

To this you wili veply: our teachers and apojo-

isls are very for from consitloring themselves an
isolated from antiquitp : their language is that of
men connceting us more intimately with it: cven on
the Eucharist they claim the authority of the fathers:
from them they produce a thousand passages in sup-
purt of the figurative sense; with these their works
are filled, as you must of necessity allow,

All this is very true, Sir, but tlic great point is te-
ascertoin {rom what writings these passages are cx-
tracted, and whether they do not cluim with better
title an explanation different from the one which
Your ministers have palmed upon them. After the
passages I have cited, replete as tdey evidently are
with catholic doctrine, it must be acknowledged
that the futhers could never have taught clsewhcre
the protestant doctiine, without the most patpable
cuntradiction {o be found in them: that they are true
to their principles throughout ; and that if their ex-
Krcssions were nnt always the same, the reason is,

ccause it was both impossible and improper that
they should be sd.

IPor the space of four centuries and more, during
which the secret discipline was enforced, the fathers
must always have measured their expressions rves~
pecting the Eucharist accordingto circumstances.
When they sboke or wrate exclusively for the faith-
ful, they cotild withaut reserve explain the mystery:
the same unreservedness must alse have attended
their first insyructions to the neaphytes. Not so,
however, when they preached before the catechus
mens and the non-initiated : notso, when théy
wrote forthe public. On such occasions, the ap~
prehension of betraying the seciet compelred thegh
to adopt obscure and ambiguous expressions,
L pETT—y

From the Working Man’s Adrocate.

HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH TITHES.

Although the tithes of England are collected
oppressively, and applied unjustiy, and are
therefore detrimental to tho interests of true ro-
ligion, yet they were, for hundreds of years, the
cause of some of the greatest blessings enjoyed
by Englishmen--more particularly by the Work-
ing Men.

It isan error to suppose that tithes always
were what they now are—a curse to England.
No. The founders of the tithe system had ne
other motives of inducement than those of love
and gratitude to their God, and good will to-
wards their fellow creatures.

The Britons, or English, were Pagans, until
towards tho close of the 6th century. At that
period, England was divided into seven king-
doms, called tho Heptarchy. Egbert, king of

ot difficully ¥ _uucede this superiorily to your
'teachers. Yel, in each are discoverable in the
main, the same presumption, and the same mode of
-conduct. In your teachersare to be found united
together the scliool of the cell of Witemburg, and
of the gresbytery of Zurich; farthey attack, at one
(time, the real presinc:, at snsther, the change of]

one of these parts, called the West Saxons, was
a Pagan; but he had married a princess who.
was a christian, and the daughter of the king of
France. This woman, who was of excellent
character, took great pains to convert her hus-
band to the religion of Chriat, and at length pro-

jsubstance, aod at all times the adomtion, which
“they even convert into idolatey. Thus then their
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vailed on the king to invite into England Aa-

N
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gustine, a monk, who was considered one of the
most pious and learned wen of that day. He
came to England, preached to the king, and con-
verted him. Ile next obtained pormission to
preach to tho people, and his success was won-
derful. Erglish parents no longer shed the
blood of their innocent offspring on altars raised
to pagan idols, but preserved them, and taught
thew that belicf to which their fathers and moth-
esrs had boen converted.

‘To assist "him in his labors, Augustine was
Jjoined by forty tmonks who dispersed themsolves
throughout the land. These men had one com-
mon home at Cantesbury, in the county of Keat.
Here a church was built, and Augustine was
wmade liead of it by the title of Bishop. The
shurches of Bisliops are called CATitepRALS,
and are by that name distinguished from the
chiurches of parishes. As christianity spread,
societics of priests similar to that established at
Cantesbury, established themsclives at Londos.,
Exeter, Lincoln, Gloucester, York, and othe~
places. But how did the priests support them-
selves, and how were they cnabled to build these
churches? At first, the priests had no revenue
but what was freely and cheerfully given to
them by the people; butafterafew yearsa tenth
part of the produce of the land was granted to
the pricsts, by landlords or tenants, and these
gifts were called fithes.

‘The English of those days could hardly be
said to consist of more than two clasaes. The
first was composed of the owners of the land.
The second of their vassals or tenaats. When-
ever a great man became converted to christian-
ity, it was customary for him to invite a priest
to come and reside on his estate, and perform all
the offices of religion—a church was built for
the people to assemble in, a house was crected
for the residence of the priest, and for his use a
small portion of ground was attached. An ecs-
tate with such an establishment of it, was called
a parish. The landlord had the privilege of al-
ways nominating the priest to the parish, but
none but the Bishop could displace him. It was
the custom of that day for the great land owners
to support or relieve all  ~cessitous persons who
resided on their estates but aftera while the
performance of this holy duty was placed in the
hands of the priest, and, that he might have suf-
ficient means for the purpose, the owner of the
estate or pasish granted a tenth part of the pro-
duce of the land to the church, or rather to the
priest who ofliciated.  But in those happy days,
the poor did not multiply in proportion to the
increasing produce of the land, and enormous
surpluses accutnulated in the possession of the
priests. To prevent any misapplication of this
woalth, the Cathiolic Bishops directed that the
priests should receive the tithes from the people,
keep a writlen account of them, divide them in-

to threo parts, and appropriate them as follows:

One third part for building ncw churches, or
for repairing and ornamenting those alteady
built;

One third part for the relief of the poor and
the stranger;

Oune third part for the use of tho priest.

‘This wmethod of distributing the tithes was con-
tinued for hundreds of years, till that blogdy.
wretch, Henry the Eighth, and his still morg
bloudy daughter, Queen Elizabeth, (the latter
of whom the parsons and aristocracy of England
call “Good Queen Bess,”) gave the death blow
to this beautiful sysiem, or tithes as they were,
and introduced in their stead tho present system,
or tithes as they are.

Henry the Eighth ascended the throne of En-
gland at the death of his father, Henry the Se-
venth, in 1609, and instlic same year was mar-
ried to Catherine of Arragon, widow of his de-
ceased brother, Prince Arthur. She was the
mother of Mary, aflerwards Queen of England.
Henry lived with Catherine 17 ycars, when he
became enamoured with a young girl named
Ann Boleyn, one of the queen’s attondants, and
determined to marry her.  But it being neces-
sary to be first of all divorced from his queen, he
wrote to the Pope, with whomn he was a great
favorite, and stated that his conscience dictated
to him that he was living in adulterous sin by
being the husband of Catherine, she having for-
merly been the wife of his brother. ‘The Pope,
of course, refused to grant his divorce. Henry
was determined, nevertheless, to get rid .f Cath-
erine, and possess Ann,and as the divorce must
bo sanctioned by the Head of the Church,he de-
termined to make Aimaelf'the head, by overthrow-
ing tho Pope’s power in England. But how
was lie to prevail on the parliament to consent
to this? And on the priests toacknoswledge his
supremacy ? Henry was nota man to be fright-
ened by difficulties out of any determination he
might form.

At this period of our history, England con-
tained a great number of religious houses, under
the denomination of Abbeys, Priories, Monaste-
ries and Nunneries, almost every one of them
endowed with large estates by the pious men or
women who founded those establishments. The
rents were appropriated solely to benevolent
purposes, such as feeding the hungry, curing or
relieving the sick, entertaining travellers, in-
structing youth of both sexes, and often in sup-
plying the king with money in time of war.
The administiation of these w~.. lodged in the
hands of persons named Abbuts, Priors, Monks
and Nuns, who were merely trustecs of the pro-
perty; they could hold ao property of their own,
nor could they make a will, or be ever married.

In order to win the parliament to his purpos-
es, Henry promised to the membersthereof large
grants of Abbey lands if they would pass laws
to enable him, as Head of the Church, to seize
upon the estates of the religious houses, and to
the priests he promised the whole of the tithes to
themselves, instead of one third, which was all
they at that timo had a right to possess. All
the rozues, hoth among the priests and in the
parliament, soon fell in with the king's wishes;
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the honest men refused to barter their honor and
their country for gold, and thereby incurred the
hatred of the king, who persecuted them in all
the varieties of burning, hanging, shooting and
belieading; besides depriving the widows and

jorishans of :the laymen-of the property of theis

‘murdered pasents.

There was afellow called Cransren, a priest,
who kept 2 woman or two,'and was outwardly
given generally. Henry, in wani of some dare-
devit fellow for his ecclesiastical factotum, hav-
ing heard of the qualities of Cranmer, patronized
him at ouce, and made him ARcumpissior os
CaxTersonry ! Cranmer, to suit circumstan-
ces, altered his creed five different times, and
though none but Satan himself can perhaps say
of what religion he actually was, yet, as he was
somelimes a Protestant, we shall by courtesy call
him the first Protestant Archbishop of Canter-
bury; but, what a contrast was he to the pious
Augustine, the first Catholic Archbishop of €an-
terbury !

A spiritual Court was held at Dunstable, in
Redfordshire, at which, of course, Cranmer pre-
sided, for the purpose of divorcing the Queen;
befure this Court Catharine was cited to appear.
The injured Queen very properly treated this
summons with deserved contempt; and afterthe
Court had been kept open a few days, Cranmer
declared the marriage between the King ard
Queen null and void, thus bastardizing the prin-
cess Mary. This divorce took place in Spril,
1533; but the king had married Anne Boleyn in
January of the same year, thus being for three
months the husband of two wives. Eight
months after the marriage, Anne was delivercd
of a daughter, (afterwards Queen Elizabeth,)
much to the annoyance of the king, who want-
edason. Henry lived with Anne three years,
and then—he cut off her head ! He went on mas-
rying and killing his wives, until his sixth wife
became a widow.

Although Henry was now “Heap or T2
Cuurcr?” in England, yet, as the €atholic was
still the national religion, the Pope was the ra?
head, after all, which determined Henry to cut
out a newnational religion, over which the Pope
should have no control. Just in the nick of
time, the Protestant religion came out spick ana
span new from the manufactory of Messrs. Lu-
ther & Company. Henry patronized it, and at
the word of commang all the king’s men, from
Cranmer, Archbishop of Canterbury, down to
the shoe cleaners and scullions of his Majesty’s
household, became pious, convested, red hot
Protestants,

The next job was to satisfy the wretches who,
as members of parliameut or priests, had aided
and abetted the king in his iniguitons doicgy.
As head of the Protestant church, Henry began
turning out from the Monasteries and Nunneries
into the wide world, the Catholic Moaks and
Nuns, and gave way to his dlood-thirsty sup-
porters, the rich estates that had thereto apper-
tained. To the priests he gave all the tithes,
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instead of one third, whieh they had hithorto
possessed. Thus were the poor deprived of
their rights, and death by starvation became,
for the first time, common in England !

In 1547, Heury dicd, aged 56 years, having
reigoed 38. e left two duughters (Mary and
Elizabeth) and one son, (f2dward). Tho latter
succeeded him.

Edward VI was only ten years old at his
father's death; but Henry had left a will, ap-
pomting sixteen executors, who were to act as
Regents during his son’s minority.

‘T'here still remained some property worth rob-
bing, and thuse sixteen Regents, including Cran-
mer, helped themselves and made the little boy,
who was their king, sanction their plunderngs
by hisroyal sign manual. After reigning seven
yearn, Edward died, and was succeeded by his
sister Mary, who was daughter of Catharine of
Arragon. Mary wasa Catholic: she endeavor-
ed to restore to the poor that portion of the tithes
(one third) of which her father had so unjustly
deprived them, and, as far as possible, to cause
the rentals of the church property to be applied
to their proper and benevolent purposcs. In
these bumane intentions she was opposed by
the robbers and mmnrderers who had shared in
the plunder; but Mary, firm in her benevolent
purpose, deterinined, though surrounded by trai-
tors, to bring the wretches to justice. Many of|
them sulfered death by the same means which
they had wade use of to exterminate the virtu-
ous men who had opposed the bloody acts of
Henry the VIIL this was by being burnt at the
stakc. The lying historians of England,as well
as the clergy and aristocracy, call this Queen
“Bloody Queen Mcry,” because many persons
suffered death during her reign; but they are
very cautious in stating what werc the real
crimes of which they were guilty. The liar
Fox, who wrote the ““Book of Martyrs,” wishes
it to be believed they suflered death because
they were Protestants.

Unfortunately for England, Mary reizned on-
1y six years, and lhiad not therefore time suffi-
cient to complete the good work she began.
She swas gurceeded by Elizaheth, bier younger
sister. ‘The eaters of the taxes and tithes of En-
gland style Elizabeth *“ Good Queen Bess,”” with
as much truth and justice as they do her sister
*‘Bloody Queen Mary »

Elizabeth soon overthrew all the good her
sister Mary had donc—restored to power all the
tyrants who had keptaloof during Mary’s reign

—and so unmercifully oppressed the poor, that, !

in order to prevent a revolution which would
shortly have broken out, she was compelled, in
the forty-third ycar of her reign, to pass a law
to cause all necessitous persons to be relieved
by the parishes to which they respectivey be-
longed, by rates levied on land and houses
What a wmiserable substitute was this for that
of which the poor had been deprived. It must
not be forgotten that this law did not extend to
~poor unhappy Ireland, and this is the great cause
of her hornble degradation and misery.

Among other acts of robbery was one of giv-

wornds, to people who twere not parsons, and
who, of course, did not perform any teligious
rites for the people. Instauces of this sort are
commun throughout England avd Ireland.  Per.
sons who possess such property aro called lay-
improprieturs.
which have comne under my own notice in one
county only—Devonsiure.

In the parish of Compton-Gifford there is no
Church! but tho tithes are paid nevertheless
One part was a few years since the property of
a Banker who was an Unitarian, and who has
since suld it to a Captain of ¢ Man of ar ! The
other part belongs to the Vicar of the parish of
Charles, in Plymouth, who never once preach-
¢d, married, christened, or buried in Compton-
Gifford in his life time.

The tithes of the parish of Brentor, near Ta-
vistuck, are received by the Duke of Bedford,
who pays a small salary to a parson for perfusiu-
ing divine service once every Suuday.

I'he tithes of the parish of St. T'homas, near
the city of Ixeter, are received by James Bul-
ler, Esq. of Downs, near Ciediton.  Me pockets
5000 puunds, or about 22,500 dollars, a year—a
st nearly equal to the salary of the President
of the United States. Buller paysa parsona
salary of afew hundreds for doing the duty of
the parish.

property of John, Earlaf Morley, a British Peer,
who lures a parson to do the needful, pays him
for it, and sometimes takes the folds out of the
clergyman’s waistcoat by a good dinter and a
bottle of wine at the Earl’s seat at Saltram,

The parish of Crediton, the Jargest and one of|
the most fertile in the lovely county of Devon,
yiclds all the tithes to a set of men who live at
Crediton, called “Corporators.”” These men
ray the parsons. What beconses of the overplus

know not.

Justice to a virtuous body of men compels me
here to state, that those clergymen, or Journey-
tors, are, as far as my observation has extended,
men of strict piety, and of unsullied honor and
integrity.

I could go on to a great length, but must now
proceed to show up ancther abomination. 1
lhave before stated, that the owners of the land
‘ad, originally, the exclusive right of present-
.ing priests to churches. This n, bt,in time,
came occasionally into the hands of ‘ishops and

the heads of religious houses. ‘T'her (ht of pre-
senting to the parish of Saint Andre v in Ply-
"mouth, once belonged to the prior of Plympton,
.hut after the destruction of the priory at Plymp-
iton, Henry the Eighth gave the lands attached
to it to one of his cut-throats, but the right of
presentation to Saint Andrew?’s parish, slipped
lsomchow into the hands of the Mayor and Cor-
.pomtion of the bojough of Plymouth, who, be
"1t known, are not elected by the people, but are
‘a sott of hereditary body who elect cach other
‘into offices. The right of voting descends from
father to son. Now, mark! previous to the
'reigns of Heary and Elizabeth, it was unlawful

a priest in 2 parish, but new—the vacancies in
i parishes are filled by public sale, and as openly
'as the retailing of potatoes in 2 market. iiere
is one instance. hout seven years ago, the
{1 vicar of the parish of St. Andrew, in Piymouth,
ﬁhavmg seen his eighticth year, and.the Plym-
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ing the tithes of parishes to laymen, or, in otherl)

I shall mive a few instances)!

The tithes of the parish of Plympton are the !

men Parsons, employed hiy the lay improprie-|:

)| dies!

'to reccive money as a compensation for placing i

outh corporation being greatly in want ol cash,
the latter publicly sold to a banker ut Plywmouth,
ur about 20,000 dollars, the right of fthag up
"the vacancy that would in the natural course of
nature, soon oceur, by the death of the parish
clergyinan.  The banker shortly afterwards sold
(his nght, at a good profit, 1o a London bioksel-
tler.  Atlength, the old clergyman died; he had
Iseeved the parish for fifty years, and was a wor-
7y man. 'The bookseller popped his son into
the vacant pulpit. The now parson preached a
,few sermans to the sheep who cumposed his flock
i—and next proceeded to shear them ! That he
jmight be enabled to give this important subject
his undivided attention, he hired two persons to
jassist him: the first, a curate or journeyman to
feed the flock, the second, a lawyer to assist in
the shearing. The latter went to work like a
man of mettle, raised the amount of tithes con-
i¥iderably above what the former clerzyman had
lexaclgd, and soon set the whole parish in open
rebellion against the parson! Thundering rat-
(tat-fats at the parson’s door day after day an-
nounced parishioners to protest against the ad-
| vanced assessment of tithes. The parson 13eek-
1y referred thewn to the LawyEeR; and the law-
! yer mildly referred them to the Law, which set-
{tled the disputes, but could not prevent many
iof the farmers from swearing by wholesalo at
i the parson, even in the presence of the lawyer!

1 knew a poor industrious man who possessed
a small cottagetin the parisn; at the bottom of
his garden ran a small rivulet, into which the
 tide-water flowed at intervals. The man, by
- great industry, reclaimed from the salt water,
some twenty square feet of land, and therein he
planted some leeks. The parson's lawyer wait-
1ed until the leeks were nearly ready for the pot,
‘and then made a demand of one tenth of the
crop. ‘The poor man, half frantic with rage,
flew to the parson’s house, and began a lamen-
tation which would have been as long as Jere-
mial’s, but the parson cut him short by referripg
haua to the lawyer, “who,” he said, “manages
all my mundane akﬂ'ain 1 Those were his very
words. The leek-cultivator next attempted to
soften the heart of the lawyer, but without sue-
cess. He was told that the leeks or the value
thereof, must be immediately forthcoming, or
the law would take iis course.

Citizens of the United States! If ever you
perinit any approaches towards an union he-
tween church and state in your own country, or
sanction the smallest attempt at the introdue-
tion of tithes, you will richly deserve to be en-
slaved worse than the negreoes in the West In-

- D S— T——
'HE CHRISTIAN SENTINEL, Vol. 2, No.2.

We are truly astonished at the ignorant assus-
‘ance with which the Sentinel, blind asa Beetle,
“continues to dash himself aguinst our popish pin-
nacle; which he thinks thus to upset : and reckons
. every rebuff he gets from it, the last demolishing
stroke le has dealtit.  Iis mettle however, ex-
ceeds by far his might: else might we, poor Ronta-
nists cry out, as if viewing a flea through a Mi-
croscope: O murder ! were the thing only esbig as
it would seem, it would bleed us all to death with
that terrible trunk it bas.

Can the Sentinel then not perceive in 1. Cor. 9,
"6, that the word Zdelpken, or Sister, is purposely
added to Guxyarxa, woman, by the Apaostle, (the
“preacher up of celibacy, 1, Cor. 7, 88, who de-
_clares himself in the same chapter, verse 8, ah ur-
jmarricd man;) to shew that the holy women, whoma

1
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at times the Apostles admitled to minister in their
suite to theif own necessilies, ot to these of their
converts ; were not married, but single 3 and con-

sidereil as sisters, whom lo use as teives, would be;

man; or as if they had read in the oldest transla-,

tion, the Latin one, Urorem for Mulierem.

Has the Catholic then droken through the horns
of the Sentinel’s dilemma 2—Qut of this dilemma,
tays he, thereis noescape. 1t 18 too point blumelo
he set aside by quibbles and evasions, and scholusiic
nensense, A point blane dilemmua to be set aside
by crasions, &c.!!t  Wkere has this high flier
been fledged with his clussical pinnions ? Or whence
hashe derived all lis logical and theological lore ;
which he deals out so overwhelmingly, to the utter
confusion ond discomfiture of us, ignoramly guin-
saying Papists? O, to be sure, as it is evident
from the religious Tract matter; that wide circu-
-ating dike of protestant lenrning.  We know it
from the smell ; for we are preity well accustomend
to its savoury aspersions.
could perceive, has been lately helping the Sentinel
to_fill his kit from it : on which account we caled
In Dr.Lingard, the Bishop’s old antagonist, to mar
his transatlantic interference.

The S:ntinel must now be well convinced that
Dr. Slup, as he is pleased to call us in his 524

number, has not fallen asleep at his post: but that};
we are sufliciently awake to obsct e and note downii

all his ciasive tricks and trimmings. We can tell
him too, what will surprise Inm, that we have been
able to mark the various sources, from which he
draws his weekly dribblets.  Nay, more we can
assure him that we are up to all the arguments he
ean possibly adduce agamnst us, and that we are ac-
quainted with all the outs and ins ; the sly holes,
and secrct hiding corners of hig protestant sion, bet-
tor than he is himself, although he be its inmate-
Wo would therefore again with Hor.ce, remind
bim, in the wost friendly fecling, tobe more guard-
«d 1n future.

Cautus enim metuit Foveam Lupus : Accipiter-

ue

Susp?clm faqueos ; et opertum Milvius hamum.

.Oder‘msv peceare Boni, Virtutis amore :

Tu uihil admiites in to formidine pona :

¢.:

Dr. Burgess too, wel

, Sit spes fallendi ; miscebis sacra profanis :—
' am de mille Faba modus dum surripis unum ;
Dawmnum cst, non Facinus m hi pacto lenius isto. -

incest. Besides the incumberance which such
breeding females would couse with their growing
offspring, to those early tenchers of christinnity i
theiv wide excursive DMissions among the pagun
nation.

We never denied the word Gux Ak a to signify
toife as well us womon : but what we denied, (and
we do(y the Sentinel to prove that we were wrong)
was that it sigoified a wife exclusively: uuless he
oan shew that as every wife must be a woman; so
every woman must be a wife.  Gusaka in the
Greek, like Murteresn in the Latin, signifiesa;
tcoman, who indced may be a wife: but neither of,
there wortls deterinine her to be such.  We there-
fore affitmed, and evidently with reason, that Pro.
teatants, in their versions of the sacred text, had
settled the point in their own way ; by translating
the generic term Guna1K A, ag it they bad read in
the original Ahoiten, or Alochos; which huve the
same meaning as wife in Enghsh, ora married wo-

vincingly refute his unanswersble articlo on the
Papal Supremacy.

THE PAPAL SUPREMACY,
PROVED FROM SCRIPTCRE.

inherits ol his supremacy, ar:l distinctive powers
from the Apostle Peter ; the founder of his See.—
Now, without dwelling any longer on the changing
of his name by the Saviour from Simon to Peter,
or the ruck : or on the further declarations of Christ
to him an the oceasion :let us see if, n the whole
context of the New Testament, Peter be not point-
ed out as the chief, and piince of the Apostles,

12 Peter is the only one, whose name was chan-
gal, if we except James and John ; whom the Sa-
viour called, no doubit for their zeal in his cause,
Buanarges, sons of thunder.  But they never after
went by that name : whercas Simon was ever after
distinguished by the name of Cephas, or Peier, the
rock.

29 Inthe list given of the twelve Apostles in
Matthew Mark and Luke, Peteris always named

b the first, as Judas ig the lost, Matt, 10, 2, Mark

3.16, Luke 6, 14, Jubn 21, 2. And of the three
chosen close companions of our Lord, Peter isal-

9, 28. Matt. 26, 37, Mark, 14, 33.
Acts, 1,130

32 Peteralways answers for, and spesks the
mind of the other Apostles. He is the orucle, the
mouth, or declaratory organ of the Apostolic Col-

John, 21,2,

copal order ; the guardiang of the faith.  DMatt. 16,
6, iLid 19, 27, John, 6, 69, Acts, 1, 15, ibid, 15,

7. &e. i

42 He is the only cne for whom the Saviour be-
sought the Futher that his faith should not ulli-
mately fail ; and whom he commissioned, when
converled, to coufirm his brethren, Luke 22, 32,
This prayer is seen evidently verified inthe indefec-
tibility of Peter’s sec in Rome; and in the deference
paid o kis confir ming authority by all the Catho-
lic Bishops in the universe.

5° Inthe payment of the tribute money, Christ
put hiin as the head of the Apostolic College, on a
level with himself § when he said to him, go to the
| Sea, und cast in a hook ; and that fish whick shall
first come up, take ; and when thou hust opened ils
- mouth, thow shall find a stouter; take thuat,and give
“it to them,(thetax gatherers,) FOR N E sND TH EE,
| Mant. 17, 26,
| 6° It was from Simon’s ship that Christ taught
“the Multitude. It was from it that he desired the
‘nets 1o be let down, which enclosed the miraculous
draught of fishes. The other Apostles were but his
Laesistants in hawling home the captured fishes. It
was (o Simon in particular that be said, in reward
lof his humility, fear aol, from henceforth thuw shalt
catch men, Luke 5, 3, 10,

7© Heis the only one like Christ, who walks
upon the water, Matt, 14, 29, John 21, 7.
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Lict us now see if we may not as casily and con-

It is acknow ledged by all the world that the Pope |

ways named the first, Mat. 17, 1. Mark. 9, 1, Luke ;

lege ; and his successor, consequently, of the Epis-

8° When the Saviour o huinbled himself as (o
wash the feet of his Disciples, he came first for that
purpose to Simon Petcr. John 13, 6, who was struck
‘withamazement at the condescending dignity of his
‘Lord ; and from a humble sense of his own un wor-
ilhiness, said, Lord! dost thouwash my feet ;
thow sholt never wosh my feet. But when Jesus

llold him that wnless ke washed him, he should have

Ino part in him : from his anlent desire to be alto-

guther, and more than any one, united with him,
exclaimed : Lord ! not only my feet, but also my
'hands and my kead. ibid, 9. ‘This lesson of hum-
‘blc condescention towards inferiors, though direct-
ed to all, scemed intended porticularly to Peter;
wnom, anid his successors, he was to leave behind
him, as his vice-Gerants and masters of the sa-
cred household, ibid 18, 14, 15,

9° Peter, as the only one of the Apostles des-
tined to curry the sword, was warned by his Lord
not {o use it, as the worldlings, who perish by itda;
nor to think of defending with so profane a weapon
the divine cause of his master, John, 18, 10, 11.

10° Yo Peter nominully were the holy women
at Christ’s sepalchre bidden by the Angels to bear
the g'ad tidings of the Lord’s ressurrection. Murle,
16, 7. Peter also was the first of the Apustes, to
whom the Lord appeared after his Ressurrection,
Luke 24, 84.

112 Simon Peter, ard the other disciple whors
\Jesus loved, were those, whomm Mary Magdalene
ran o apprize of the circumstance, which she, the
first, had witnessed, viz :—tbatthe slone was taken
away from the sepulchre, John 20, 1, 2. Then
‘both these Apostles ran towards the Sepulchre ,
but John, the youngest, outrunning Peter, and ar-
riving at it the first, yet went not in'o i : but
'waited for Peter to enter it before bim. ibid, v. 8,
'4, 8, 6,8. To Mary Magdalene, of he women,
(except, as all must suppose, his mos blessed aud
affticted Mother,) and to Peter, as v ¢ ohserved,
of the men, buth repentant sinners 3 «id our Sa-
vious first manifest himself afler his reivrn ction :
affording thus 10 real penitents the encuuraging
pledge of his mercy and love.

129 1t was still from Peter's ship, afier the res-
surrection, as before it, that Jesusbade the net be
cast, which enclosed the miraculous draught of
fishes. For the otber Apostles had, at his propo-
sal, only gone with bim as his assistants. John,
21, 3,6. The first draught of fishes represented
the Jewish converts : the last, alter the rcssurrec-
tion (when the nel was cast on the right side of't he
ship,) the christian converts. Peter also, now on
the firm land, while the others were still ofleat,
went up, at Christ’s command ; and drew the net
toland : and, although there were so many fishes in
it, (the faithfil of ail ages and Nations,) the net
was not broken : the unity of Peter’s Church re-
mains still undi.solved. John, 21, 8, 10, 11.

18° Afler the Apostles hud pastaken of the ye-
past, to which thelr Lord had invited them ; and
during which none of them durst ask him, whoart
thow 7 knowiug that it was the Lord, ibid, v. 12
(emblematical of his divine repast, to which bia
follower; are invited by bira in the blessed Eucha-
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rist ; during which also none of Ais real follotoers,
dare ask him, who art thou ? knowing that it is the
ZLaord.) Jesus saith to Simon Peter, Simon, son of,
Jonas, luvest thou me more thon these? ‘Thrice
did the Saviour put this question to him, that he
might make ameads for his threefold denial by his
threeHld sincere and humble confession of his
Love - sincere, for he appealed to  Christ himself,
as knowing all things, that he loved him . Aumble,
no more, as at the last supper, professing his attach-
ment to hiv Lord, steunger than that of his fellow
Apoastles. By his denial he had forfeited for a mo-
ment the title of Cephas, confurred upon him by his
divine master; who therefore addressed him as Si-
mon, the son of Jonas, reminding hun of what he
otiginally was. But now, on the reparation of his
fuult, restoring to him the sovereign charge of Ais
whole flock ; of the lambs, or hearers, who receive
the milk or the spiritual food of the word of God
and tho sacrements from their dams, or spiritual
parents, the pastors: and of the sheep, or dams
themsclves, the pastors who administer the spiri-
tual food to the faithful. ‘Tk: saviour then afler al-
luding to the suffering fate that awaited him, said
to him * follow me. Peler then turning round,
und seeing his dearest associate, the disciple whom
Jeaus loved, §c. fullowing, expressed his anxiety
to know what might befal him also : but was
checked by the Lord’s telling him : so J will have
him remain till I come, (a8 he did, till his visitation
ox the guilty city of Jerusalem, )iohat is that to theel
Jollow thow me. He was thus commanded, in fol-
lowing his Lord, to take precudence of all the other
followers, ibid &c.

f
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To be continued.
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where in his snaky, rampant, grovling state, he
should vainly lay snares for her heel.— Gen. 3.

In this mysterious threat appeared the earlieat
dawn of man’s reconciliation with his offended God.
1t was clear to our first parents, who liad heard the
sentence pronounced, that their case was not a
hopelcss one.  But how, if the rebel Angels were
justly condemned ; could man ar.d his posterity be
spared ; who had become in guilt, their accompii-
ces? This was the mighty puzzle to bo solved ;
and, of all things jossible to the Almighty, what
{seemed the most impossible of any.  For justice
indispenseably requires that guilt in every instance
be punished, in proportion toits enormity.,  What
exemption then had guiity man to claim from that
punishment, to which the rebel Angels had becn
condemned for a similar offence against supreme
and infinite majesty ! It was clear besides, that
neither he himself, the offender ; nor all his sin pol-
luted progeny ; nor all the posmble creatures toge-
ther, could ever make udequate attonement; or
satisfaction to the justice of God, for so deliberately
wilful a breach, nfthat cbedience which all must
yield to the sovereign will of the creator. Yet
such a satisfactory atonement must be made &« di-
vine justice , and that too by man ; if bis guilt s to
be finally forgiven ; and he himself restored to his
maker’s favour. All these contraties, however, as
wo now know, are perfectly reconciled ; and these
apparent impossibilitics realized ; in the stupendu-
ous mystery of the incarnation. ‘Tho eternal son,
the filial deity himself becomes the man to make
the necessary attonement for the offence of man.—
And so infinitely surpassing all human guilt is his
attonement for it ; that, if we avail ourselves of it,

!

THE WONDERFUL SCHEME
oF
MAN'S REDEMPTION CONSIDERED.

Wonderful are the ways of Ged, and such as no
created being could have ever imagined, by which
be has reconciled his mercy pardoning, with his
truth denouncing punishment : his justice claiming
satisfaction for our offence, with his peace renewed,
and perfect reconciliation with our sinful race, Or
as the royal prophet expresses it :—
¢ Mercy and Truth have met each other . Justice
ond Peace have kissed.”
% Man, by his deliberate breach of God’s express
commandment, bad committed a crime, for which
ho could never attone.  ‘This,the fiend, his tempter
was well awaro of ; and therefore exuited in the
atrocious thought that he had merred man’s envied
happincss, and that of his posterity for ever—that
he had rendered vain Gud’s gracious purposes in
our regard, outwitled wisdom infinite, and robbed
the Almighty of x distinct and tntegral portion of
his creation, Yet, at tho very moment of his fan-
cicd triumph, he learned that ho had missed his mis-
chievons sim. He heard it, to his ulter confusion
and disappointment, declared by the adjudging
Deity, that the very woman, over whom he had pre-
vailed, should s0 prevail over bim in her turn, ap to
erush s head, the scat of all hig wiles, and with

her still blessed offspring, tramplo him in the dust i

as he directs ; our condition will be rendered in the
end a far more dignified, glorious and happy one,
than it would have been, had our first parents never
sinned.

Towards this greatest and moat important of all
events, so often and many ways predicted and pre-
figured, the patriarchs prophets, andall true believ-
ers looked forward with anxious hope, and joytul
anticipation.

Let us nowmark for a moment in all this prodi-
gy of God's mercy and love to man, tha several
ways by which he repatrs our evils, and reconciles
us with himself,

Our neglect of his word addressed to us, and dis-
trustin it, occasioned our separation from him, our
sovereign good, and the eternal Truth. Our atten-
tion to his world, azainaddressed to us; and dur
steadfast and entire reliance on it, rencws that filial
tie of trust, which binds us firmly with our Maker,
By proudly aspiring afier a knowledge notallowed,
we became subjected to error, ignorance and folly.
By now, asthe Apostle exhorls, not seeking to be
more wise than 1t behoveth us tobe wise;—Rom. 12,
8, uor ever vainly presuming to scan the secrets of|
Gbd ; and square our faith inhis mysteries by our
limitted intellect ; we are no more liable to be du-
ceived and led astray from the truth, till we are
some day admitted to thet perfect knowledge,
which is the reward of our well tried faith, while
we thus refrnin from coveiting the forbidden fruit
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of the tree of Inowledge, which gives death ; woare
presented by our maker, with the mysterious and
immortslizing fruit of the tree of life; proposed to
us as the sovcrest {rial, and surest test of our
perfect faith, and reliance on his word, Thus the
very source of our bare is aade the source of cur
bliss . and, a8 the Church singain her preface on the
passion ; he who conquered with the tree, has been
conquered with thetree, If the woman was the firet
tooffend , she was also the first to offer upin God »
temple the sole sufficing victim of proptiation for
the offence.  If she ruined man with her gift , she
has saved him with her gift . and for the fruit fotbid-
den, the ealing of which occasioned death ; she re-
turns him the lifegiving fruit, , rescribed as his cer-
tnin cure, and the sovercign artidote of death, Hes
listening with criminal credulity and pride to the
false and flattering promises of an evil angel, con-
tradicting the threat and declaration of the deaty,
wrought all our woe. Her listening with humbie
diffidence in herself, to the declarations of a good
Angel, end with perfict resignation to the will ot
God, never doubting his pawer to perform a wonder
so singular and contrary to the course of nature;
repairs all the evil originally caused; and restores
to us, enhanced all our forfeited bliss,  Thus thre’
woman, man is saved, by whom he was undone.

e ____]]

IGNORANCE AND THE VICES.
A MSS. POEM.

o

Lo ! now armaign’d, the highest, holicat Ond,
Like felon judg’d, condemned by sinful man!
Natureappali’d beheld Life's Author slein,
And shuddering shook thro® all hervast domain.
Sol from the guilty seene his Light withdrew,
And o’er it night her veiling mantle threw.
*Ewas horrarall,and from its site this world
Seemed recliug back—to final ruin hurled.
*Tis past—He nature bids her grief forego ;
Nor wear, for him assumed, the weeds of woe.
Bids Sol his torch extinguish'd ceallume ;
Ard with his wonted light dispel the gloom;
Obedient nature drops her deep dismay,
Chcered with his smile, and blooms as usual gay.
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