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BY
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“One Lord, one Faith, ane Baptism.”—Epk, iv, 5.
4 [ henr that thers be divisions smoug you; and I parily believe it.”
1 Cor, a1, 18,

Second Edition, with & few alterations.

—_—

Burlington s

¥. L. FOWELL, FRINTEA.

) 1843.




THE CONTROVERSY I8 FORCED UPON US,

st At length, however, it was thought expedient by some, that the
controversy should be set up in the Church of this land, and that
the publications un one side, viz: that of the Oxford Divines, should
have a re.print here.  Hence the far.famed 1« Trocts for the Times®
were issued from the press in New York, preceded by the promise
of the re.print of a large selection of other Enylish publications on
the same side of the question. During the progress of these worke,
the most zeulous efforts have been made to commeed the peculiarities
of Oxford divinity to the diligent reading and confidential reception
of the clergy and laity of this country. Thus has the contro.
versy been forced upon those, who, while the publications wera con-
fined to a transatlantic Church, and only introduced among us by
scanty imporiations, would have been content to leave it with those
to whom it especially belonged, however deeply convinced them-
selves, that Oxford divinity was most justly accused."—Bishop
M Loaine, p. 10.

1 feel the importancs of that Litsny *That it may please thee to Seat doan
Satan bencathour feer.! The signs of the times seom 1o indicats that the Church
of England, as it bes always beec the strong hold of truth, is now the grand
object of & epecia!l effort, in these lant days, of the Ruler of the derkness of this
wotld,"— Bizhop M’ Hvaine, p. 23.

# The time seews at hand, when we shall have to retreat vpon the strong-
holds of our faith ; when they that teach, znd they thet lesrn, and they thay
keep the watch-tower, or ga forth to the battle-field, will be compelled to do for
a deelining Church, what for an advanciog one the Apostle forbids Lo Le done:
to muintsin ¢ the priuciples of the docirine of Christ’ inwead of * going on
unte perfection ;* to *Iay again the foundation of repentance from dead works,
and of foith towards God ;' fn order fo preserve and sirengthen and encours
age those who stand, if we may not rensw again unte repeniance thore that
have fallen away.”
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INTRODUCTION.

1. Tha sccasisn of this Compilation on (xford Theology.

The Compiler of these sxiracts having recectly had occesion fo examine
Bishop M'Ilvaine's work on Oxford Theology, (one of the ableat, moat inter
esting end instrective worke of the age) wea atruck st once with the total and
itreconcilable diesimilurity between bis views end thuss of Bishop Doane, This
led to & re-perusat of Biskop Doana's large pemphlet, (* Briel Exzemination™)
in connection with Bishop M'Iivaine’s book ; and tha result was the marking
of & large number of parallel* passages. Tless are collected together in the
following pages.

H. The object of this Compilation.

1. ‘To exhibit Oxfordism and Romanism in conirast with evengelicel doctrine
—g mattsr of great importsnce in these times of Popish effort, and of crafty,
Traciarien thesiogy.

2. To lLeseech those prelates and others, who boast of **ona churchk,” “ons
faith," *'sne Apostolic succeasion,” &c., not to chaunt their ples of « UNITY"
witk notes of discord. Silenca would be far more hecoming, during the con-
ti of » divisions ¥ wmong then, which are as sezious as ever affiictod sy
Chuorch, in any oge.

3. To urge Christisns of all # Jenominatione™ to renew 1heir efforts to pre.
vant the spread of Popery, of itu equivalent, within the limits of the communi-
ties in whkich Providence hes placed them,

iI1, The maenner of this compilslion,

1, The went are g Hy given verbatim cf Kteratim from the two wris
tors. In & few instances, sblreviclions sre mads, withont affecting the sense.

2. In some cases, the words of authors, whom the writere guore with appro.
Baiton, ate insetted in conbeclion with their own. This is done to bring oat
their respectiva visws more fully, snd is always made known to the reader.

8. The guotations ste teken from pessages, which discuss the same sudjeet ;
and quenily ibe pussages quoted mre truly < perallel passages.”

4. The works quoted are  Bishop Doene's Brief Examination,” and “Biskop
M'Iieains on Oxford Divinity,” unless otherwise mentioned.

In conclusion, the writer may be permitied to slate that ike compilation is
made without inlending the slightest disrespect, perscnally, towards either of
the two divicen, thus placed in antithetfeal juxtapsriion. Although the Com-
piler very decidedly agrees with one, snd = diments ™ from the other, e con.
siders himeelf (xe the moderator of the Presbytery ) guite impanial in the man-
sgement of the discussion.

The remarks inseried by the Compiler, to illustrate various topics, wre print-
od in different type, aud run mcrous the page,

Burlington, X. X, Jonuary 12, 184%,

# « Parallel " may be understood here in its originel sense, The views of the
two writers, however indefinitely extonded, fiever meel.



TO THE CITIZENE OF BURLINGTON, N, 1,
OF “ALL DENOMINATIONS" OF CHRISTIANS,
THESE PAGEa,
CONTAINING XXTRACTS FROM TAR WRITINGS
OF BISHOP DOANE, THR GIFTED AND DISTINGUISEED * RECTOR OF
8T. MARY'S CHURCHE,”
AND
OF BISHOP M'ILVAINE, WHOSE BIRTH-PLACE WAS OUR CITY AND
WHONE FAME IS ** IN ALL THE CHURCHES,”
==DIOCESANS, BOTH WELL KXOWN IN THIS COMMNUNITY—

ARE EESJPECTFULLY INACRIBED,

Biszor Doaxe. Bismop M’Invainz.

+ My confidence in the doctri. ¢ Their mode of representing
aa! integrity of the Oxford wri- the way of Salvation is ¢“another
ters continuea unshaken.”—Br'f pgospel® to us; anocther to the
Ez. p. 182, Church to whose doctrines we are

pledged,""—0Oz. Div. p. 509,



OXFORD THEOLOGY.

1n the following pages, the reader may expect fo find & brief view
of the Roman, Oxford and Protestant aystems of religion, in refer-
ence to various fundamental points. ‘The comparatively little dif-
ference between the Homan and Oxford aystems, and the vast differ-
ence beiween both and that of the Reformers, will abundantly ap-.
pear from Bishop M’Hivaine's remarks, during the progress of the
discussion. The opinicns of the two distinguished divines, from
whose writings extracts are made, are classified under the theologi-
cal divisions, characteriatic of the Popish controversy. Their gene.
ral opinione in regard to the ¢ Oxford movement™ and ite Popish
dendencies are first given, as introductory to the survey of the sys-
tern.

@reneral opinfon of the Orlory Tractariany.

Bisgor Dosawz.

“As My, Palmer says, ‘the learned
and religious authors of the Tracts for
the Times neod ro sdrocecy but their
own'” p. 17.

There Ia n * wvant amount thet is
tmost timely and most excellent in
these calumninted writinge.” p. 10.

“ The Oxford writers sre such, for
piety, integrily, holiness, heavenly-
mindedness, charily, as wouid adomn
the purest age the Charck has ever
koown,” p. 5.

. % Befors the Oxford Tracts hed been
reod wt all, the Trojee horse was not
rogurded as & more pernicions portent,”
p. 138,

» A portion of them wore reprioted ;
and the weli-informed sid st once,
+This iz not new! Ws knew all this
before! These are the old Chkurch
principles, stated with fairness, and
carried out to thelr just conclusions §*”*
p. 158,

“] aw distressed by the mnworthy
foxtw, and prematurs misgivinge, and

Bianor M'ILvarxx,

“[ am fully persuaded thet with a
truly Protestant communioe, the most
direct refulation of Oxford Divinity is
itseff.” Pref.p. 11,

“It would be singular indeed if
worke 30 voluminous should not con-
tain a great dexf of useful knowledgs,
Rend Cardinal Bellatmine's Defenco
of Popery! May not e much be anid
of thet leerned champion of the De.
crees of ‘Trent?” p, 12,

* The whols history of the Church
warne us sageinst forgetiing that very
good and sincers men may set on foot
great orrors—end thos inflict en injury
of which worse men would not be ca-
pablo,” p, 25,

“Ten yoars of open atteck svound
the walls of Troy effected nothing,
But one day'a delusion among the

wardens at ber gates; the not exmm= .

ining what lay concealed under an ap-
perent acf of religion, betrayed the
city.” p. a0,

* What the erticles and homitiea wo
distinctly teach, that system directly
denies, moat earnestly condemns, and
most indignantly casts awsy,” p. 343,

#1 am deeply impressed with the
grave imporiance ef the errors, and




Bisnor Doane.

equivocating cansures of thosr, whose
indolence has Kep! them ignorant, and
whosa timidity Gistrusts the troth.” p.
181,

+'Fhe summoans to the ancient failk,
tha sncient disripline, the encient wor-
ship; the impulse given to arncient
picty, and ancient heliness, and an-
ciant charity—theso wili remain sx
Messings 1o mankind, when every
name tliat has been mized vp in this
strife of tonguea shall be forgotten,"
En_g'filh Sermon, p. 39,

»'To the muliituds of honest Chris-
tizne, who lave the trotk, snd who are
nateraily anxious st the appenrance of
division and disquiet. it muy soffics to
may thati there is no ground for snx-
Jety.” p. 188,

Bramor M'Iivaras.

probeble svit consequences to the
Chunh, of Oxford Divioiiy.” p. 1.

» Wea must tske beed: there may
be much rentoration of what is old in
this eyatem, but it may he ol error,
wearing 3 venersble gapest to anme,
becsuse sntigusted; snd speaking
waotds of wisdom to some, because,
jike the prayers of some, in an w#n.
known tengue p, 104.

«“In view of the tendentirs of Ox-
ford divinity, I cannot question that
ila certain resuits, if {ims and room be
sljowed, wil{ be 1be driving of true ho.
linens from God’s bouse, and the sure
rounding of its altars and erowding of
its coorts, with the * wood, hay =nd
stubble” of a dend formality, which
the Lord, when he cometh, will destroy
with the breath of his mouth.” p. 637.

Whoever rends the preceding quotations wilt begin to suspeet thet

one of these divines sympalhizes with the Tractarians, and that the
other is determined 10 bear &8 strong testimony agginst them.

@i the Poplsh tendency of Griordisnt.

The blessings of the Reformation, brought about, under God, by
Lather, Cranmer, Calvin, &c., are so great and ipestimable, that
zay systemm whi~h tends to Popery, wiil be generally discounte-
nanced by Protestants, as A fegrful and calamitous retogrodation.
Hence, the only way to encoursge the progress of Oxfordism in
Protestant communities is to deny, or concesl, its Papistical affinities,

This denial, however, does not always succeed.

*For the Dxford writers, nothing
need be asked, but that they be 1eed

Jast in proportion as this in done,
the outcry ageinet them will Le dimin-
fsbed, Not that ail agreo with them.
Far from it ! But that the churge of
Pepery, or herssy, is seen al onco o
be xazoxzovs, of maniciove” p. 158.

< ‘Bhe imprension in produced on the
minds of the truculent on 1he one hand,
and of the timit oo the oiher, of somes
groxt overwheiming crisis, a if the
Reformation was about to retrograde?”
P I8

«I heve devoted a long time and n
grest dest of pains to the stndy of the
syslemn.

And I am constrained to say that
svery further step has produved but &
deeper and deeper conviction on my
wind, that {whatever the intention or
supposition of thoes who maintain i)
it is « systematic mbandonment of ths
vita! and distinguishing festures of the
Protestant faitk, and 2 systematic adop-
tion of the vory root and heart of Ro-
manism.” p. i4.

* ‘I'he difference between this divi-
nity sud the trye divinity, for which
our Reformers guve themselves to
dexth, is a differonce of greal vital doc-
iring, not of one docirine merely bat
of the system of dociriuw, from corner-



Biagur Duana,

“ Oxford brosdsides have demolished
tko wupremacy of the Pope, and tran-
substantiation (as she holda it, with s
snathema oe il who do not ses it jusi
an she does) and mede her out 10 be in
schism, in ber relation to the Anglos
Catholic Church! A pretty Popery
indesd without supremaey and tran+
substantiation! A wery harmiess mon-
star traly I A Popery without a Pope!”
P24

“ This alona must quite suffics to do
away forevar thesuspicion of Popery,”
P. 21. 1his outery against the Oxford
writsrs, &4 texching Popery!” p. 29,

“ Would it not he batter to agres
writh ibe Quarterly Review, thet they
who condemn the OQxford writings, us
fevoring Popery, ¢are speaking in ute
ter ignorance.’ ™ p. 85,

“ Their general tendency was not
(as some have imsgined} 10 cotablish
the dominion and superstitions of
Rome, but to purify snd invigoraie the
Chareh of England, ard 1o edify the
whole Cutholic Church.” p, 18,

Damor M'lavaixn.

stone to roof—a difforence which
makes 5o great a gulf between, that
according to the Oxford Divines (hem-
selvre, it makes the ona side, or the
other, ‘ancther goapd’" p. 178,

“The fact that thess divines have
written with fearning sgeiont somes of
the mora offensive and fncenvenioni
developments of Popery, (forthe chaim
of Papal Supremacy would cortsinly
be quite incenvenient 1o tho clergy of
Engiaud, if silowed} puts them in the
precise condilion, frotn which, if they
bo wrong . . . . they wiil opernte the
mota covertly and dengeroudly upon
the Protestant community around
them,” p, 29.

wlt is little slee than Popery re-
streined ;¥ Pref. 12— casentizliy Roe
misk diviniiy ;" p. 18—+ it is of ths
house end linesge of Popery ;™ p. 15—
“not only Remenism in ite essence,
but wili become KRemsnism in full
manifestation,” p. 18. o paesim.

“ Wiih great troth I cen say that {
have diligemly siudied the system.”
p. t4,

“ A more aingular Pretence was
never conceived, than that such repre-
sentaiivns of Christian truth are caps-
ble of being squeeted inte any thing
but & perfect contrediction of 1ke pain.
enl and snosl repesied declarations of
our own Chureh,” p, 343,

1 The worthy Bishop of the Divcere of N. J. seem» to think thet xlmost il

the abominations of Romagivm [how very * inconvenient ” 1o kisn the foot of an
Italisn ecclesiastic] muy be condensed into that one frightful word—POPE |
But there can be & greatl dezl of » pretty Fopery * without having a Clijef
Bichop at Rome, Ahhough the Pope ruived himself above the Bishops, just as
the Bishops did xbove the Presbyters, it is very possible for the three to hold even
worse errors in common. The reader will find, es he goes along, tha this
«Preity Popery” has a very streny resemblance 1o ber less comely twin-brother
ut Roine, * Popery without & Pope!” Yes;  mutaiv nomine "—the came
being changed, there is no searcity,

The following quotation frem Reve. Mz, Patmwer (whose work oo “1he Church”
Bishep Whittingham bas edited in this country, with potes which indicate
that the Bishop is éven Aigher Church than the Deacon, s thing not unenm.
mon) will show that some, engaged in tho Oxford “ movement’ have no objsc-
tion to kissing the Pupe, provided it be in the right place, Heys Mr. Palmer
»1 should like to soe 1ke Patriarch of Constentinopie and our Archbishop of
Qsntorbury, go barefout to Rume, and fall upon the Pope’s neck, wnd kiss bim,
and pever let him go till they had persvaded him to be reascnable.”  After such
long sad % Catholic™ salutstions, it is & supposable case that the two divines
would beve no objection 1o the * burs foot™ of the Pope,
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Brsnor Noana.

“Who bas pot hesr the sweeping
charges of Popery brought, not only
againet the Church of which Hooker
was a Preabyter, and its Amarican Sis-
ter, but agaiast all sad singular their
doctrines, rales and usages ! Did they
beliere and teach Apostoiic Baoces.
sion? It was rank Popery, Popery
was thus & metter of history,—Did
they mainizin Baptiemal Regeneration?
8tll it was Popery. Then Popery
was & doctrine. Do they use a Litur-
gy ! Popery! Popery ise form of
prayer.— Do they kneel st the com-
munior T Popery! Popery is a pos-
ture.—Do they wear & Surplice?
Popery! Popery isa garment. Do
they erect a Cross npots & Chuirch, or
private dweiling? Popery! a bitof
woaod is Popery.” p. 155.%

“ This calumny of © Popery” hea
been thréwn npow the greateat lights
of she Church.. ... It wau the cry
sgelinet Jewell, Whitgift, Hooker,"” &e,
p. 2.

Biamoy M'Iivaras.

“ H meon bave eried “Popery,” when
thers was no denger, it does pot foflow
that whenever tha ery shull be rised
again, we should remain at our sase.
Many groundless alarms of fire are
hoard in our cities, Incendiaries
would be glad to persuade us henes,
that all future alarms are sc liksly to be
groundices that we noed pot heedthom,

Bo would Batar rejoice in his work,
snd have free coursato inflame the city
of God with kin Bery darts, coold he
ofily persuade or thet becmose such
men as Hooker and Whitgift, &ec.,
were falsely accused of Popery, there-
fore we need be ander no apprehension
of Popery from 1bs men of Oxford."—
p. 627..

" Wa are not to be put to sleep by
such opiwtes, nor blinded by suck dust,
Popery is on the alert, Satan is abowd
hiy work.” p. 527,

Both writers express their opinions of the Popish teadency of Ox-

fordism, with sufficient decision and earnestness.

We shall now, as

we proceed to view the system, be able (o determine its true charac-
ter, and to decide which of the two Bishops is right. The prospect
now is that *'the contention wili be so sharp tetween them, that they
will depart asunder one from another’’—the one to verge towards
Rome, and the other to pass on. to Geneva and the couniries of the
Reformation.

Let us aitend first to the doctrine of JusTiFicaTioN, which wase
the lever that upheaved the Romen “world of iniguity.”

*Witk great deference, wa suggest that these lively figures of spesch be-
converted into Preshyterian language, and applied to that * mived multitude,””
whom " the Reetor of St, Mary’s Church '’ considers as under the “maiign in-

Suencee of Calviniam?” Do they believe in Preebytecian ordination! Cal-
vinism ! Calvinism is Scriptare history.—Do they believe in regeneration by
the Spirit ! 5til} it is Calvinism ! Calvinism ia Bible doctrine,—-Do they pray
extereporal  Calvinism! Calvinism is prayer without a Service Book. De
thay it ut the Communion table ? Caiviniem ! Calvinism is en Apostoiic pos
tura.—Do they wenr decent apparel? Calrinism ! CUslviniem is & fsherman’s
garment.—Do they oppose  men’s feasts and fasts in God’s Cherck?” Cal-
vinism! Calvinism is pura Anti-Popery.—Do they bold feliowship witk “other
denominstions 1”7 Calviniem ]  « Catbolic charity” is Calvinism.—Wa think
thera is more Gospel in our varsion than in the episcopal text, The atteation
of the resder is directed to Bishop M'livaine’s commentary on thess sume
wards,



L)
L Pustification.

#The doctrine of 2 sinnec’s justificerlon in the sight of God, is fundamentst,
+ +» o Thin is a central and a cardinal peint in theuvretical ne weli a» practical
religion ; and the degree of error on other atticles, may be inferred from the db-
gree of departurs from the truth, in regard to this. The history of the Christian
Chureh, from the days of the Aposties, confirms the stetement now given. Was
any heretic ever known to bold a sound doctrine on justiSeation ¥ Dr, Jilex-
ander’s Tract en Justifcation. p. 4,

Do the Diocesans of New Jersey and of Ohio agres with Dr. Al-
exander in this estimate of the importance of the doctrine of Justifi-
eation T 1f they do, it will be highly avapicious of the soundness of
their generul theology. Let us, then, hear their opinions.

Bisaor Doaxe.

“Man Iny the sacred platform out in
trinngles and parallelograme, and take
their stand on thiz or thet ss faetc or
Jantcy shall ditect.” Leede Sermon,
p- 8.

# With one achool, this is the great
dactrine ; that w.il!z another. Oneis
axtolled as fundemeantal, Mihers dwin-
die into non-essentinle. A singla truth
is set up as the teof of a Handing or

Salling Church: whila integral por-
tions of the same * feith once delivered
to the szints’ serve but to breod suspi-
¢ions of their advocetes; srd bring on
those who dere ncl to separate * whet

God bas joined iogether,’ the neme of -

bigots and formalists.” de, p. 7.

" The great importance of the d

Bianor M'Iivatne,

# The doctrine of justification by
faith was tha master-principle of the
Reformation.” Pref. p. 5.—that same
great dectrine, 86 mighty in ke wer of
the Reformation, mo feared end hated
and libelled at Rome—Jumification.”
p- 6

“ i was in precise accordance with
the view of Hooxrx that Luzker apake
of tho doctrine of justification =«
‘the Arlicle of g slanding or fulling
Church ; thet Calvin maintained that
¢ if this one head were yielded safe and
enlire, it wosnld not pey the cost to
makeany great quarrel about other mate
ters in contruveray with Rome.! In
this prominenco of justificaticn, thers
wos a perfect sgreement emong the
Protestant divines, a3 well of Englend,
as of the Continent.” p. 23,

octrine of Justification by faith is

thus fuliy acknowledged by Bishop Mclivaine, aa indeed it is through-

out his whole work ; whitst the Diocesan of New Jerscy* hasno idea

of setting up a + single truth,” particulariy justification [possibly the

apostolic succession 7] as “ihe test of a standing or falling Church.”
We now proceed to inquire about the neture of justification.

Grfotd Pustification, Hie Woman, 8 Sanctification.

The true nature of Justification is a fundemental point in the dis-
pute with the Traciarians, as it was at the Reformation with ihe Pa.

t#4There ie resson,” eaye the Rithep of Hinchester, who denounced 1he
Tractarian errors in &8 Chergo to his Clergy, “there in reagon to fear that the
distinctive principles of our Chureh would be endangered, if men should en.
velop in  cioud the gresl doctrive which eete forth the way in which we sre
sccounted righteous befere God ; §f men doubt that the Pretestant dociring of
Justification by faith is fundamenial”

Bishop Doene, in bis long list of Church dignitaries whom be hed the kap.
piners 10 see in England, places by se smuring coiocidence the. namo of the
good Bishop of Winchester Jaet.—~Eng. Sermon, p. 100.

)
2
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pists. Oxford end Romae unite in denying the distinction belween
justification and sanctification, so carcfully made by the Refoimers
and all evangelical divines. The evangelical view of the nature of
justification is thus briefly stated by Dr. Alexander :

« The common, papulsr sense of the word Justiffestion in exactly the same
as its scriptural and theological meaning. When we speak of & person being
justibed, we never think of an internsl change, bul a declaration of the condi-
tion of that person in reiation ta soms lew or tufe.  The word jratify is uni-
formiy the opgposite of the word conderan, When & man is condemned, no
change is efected by the sct on his moral characier, but he is declared 10 be &
transgressnt, and ohnoxious (o the peoslty of soma iaw; so when = person in
jumified. no new morel quelitiez or dispositions are communicated by 1kt 2ct,
bui be is merely declared to Le acquitted from evory charga which may Liave
heen brought aesinst him, acd to have complied with the requivitions of 1hw
law by which his conduct ia tried.” p. 6.

According to this view, scriptural justification implies ne change
of character, no infusion of persunal holiness, but a change of state,
a change relative to the law,—the sinner being delivered from m
state of condemnation and declared through the merits of Christ, to
be in a state of jusiification.

It must be distinctly borne in mind thot sanerification, secording
to the evangelical view, always foflows justification. It ia distinct
from it in nature, sithough an invariable attendant upoa it in fact.
Moreover, this view of jusiification imperatively demands sanctifica~
tion, as its legitimete fruit and evidence, Indeed no other view can
suthoritatively enjoin it.  The distinction between the twe doctrines
is the enly true basis from which to enforce scripturally their prac-
tical operation spon the hearts of men.t Oxford and Rome unite
ia rejecting this distinction.

1. Oxrorp, wita RoME, CONPOUNDY JUSTIFICATIUN AND SaNcTI-
FICATION,

Bisuor Doaxx.

“Is it easy to draw, in the mers
words of inspiretion, the exact distine-
tion between justification snd sapctifi-
eation 1 p, 68,

#Thas present broad separstion of

Bisnor M'Iovarnr,

+1tis a distinciion which the ("horch
of Keme denigs ; ond which the Cburch
of England, with all the Churches of
the Reformasiion, hae most esrnestly
matotained, ¢ fundamentel in the
Gosps! ndan of exlvation.” p. 65,

*The whole of Oxford Divinity is

justification snd tification, s if
they were two gifts, is technicsl and
unecriptural.” p. 62. Quoled by Hi-
#hop Denne.

#1s it not powesible that theolopical
slatements oo this controverted sub-

fonoded upor & deniel of that distinc-
lion. . . . And this is 1he key to ajl the
laliyrinth of Osfordisny, precisely ws it
is aleo 10 all the sinunsities of Roman-
ism.” p, 65.

“The great matier is to kovp clzar
the esaentinl Jifference between jostifi-

» 1 No ninner, since the fall, has ever been justified withonot being sanctified,

or saucliffed without being justified. Buot this does not warrant their being
confounded ; any more thar we should be warranted to celi juslice merey, and
mercy justice, a# they aubsist in the divine nature, becsuse the two are never
found thero in separation from each other,”—Du, Waaziiw.,

1
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Bisgor Dosnr.

Ject, may beacome tochnicel, beyond the
warrsirt of scriptare 17 p. 89,

#* What ia the Popish errer in re-
ward to justification! Is & teught at
Oxford.” p. 68,

* In troth, Beriptare speaks of but
wvne gifi, which it sometimes calis re-
newsi, sometimes justificetion, sccord-
iRg ay it views it—passing 10 «nd fre
from oane 10 the other, so rapidiy, so
abruptly, as to foree vpon s, irresisti-
bly, the infsrence, that they are really
one.”" Quofsd, pege 68,

@ Justifieation acd sapctificetion ate
subatantinlly the same thing.” p. 87.

“ T'his i reaily and truly our justi-
fication, oot faith, not holiness {with
the Romanist) not—much leas—a
mere impuistion {with the Lutheran)
bat through God's mercy the very pro-
sonce of Uhriat” p, 75. ’

The last quotation of Bishop D

Biswor M'Iuvatxz.

cation and sanclifieation ; bolwoen the
former as & restoration to favor, the
latter ta purity.” p. 62. )

*The first capitsl error of the Pa.
pists ie that they confound justificetion
and sanctification. . . . Oxford Dis
vinity confoands justificstion andssne-
tification 1 p. 145,

“ When we ask the grest guestion
* Whet is that rightecusness whareby
a Christisty is justified ¥’ the answer
of Oxford Divinity can be nothing else
than that the rightecuaness of renewal
or sanctification, is that rightecurness,”
p- €6,

“It ie the fundementel principle of
Oxford divinity that justifying rightes
ocusned . . . . is identical with sanctifi-
cation—a righteousness in us and not
in Christ—personal as apposed to im-
puted—a righteouaness infused and in-
herent—and therefore our own rights-
susness ay tnuch e out souls, our intel-
lects, our affections ere outown.” p. 77.

oane develops in peculiar phrase-
ology the Oxford view of Justification.

I is v a presence!™ This

“ presence *—if any where—is * present’* with our thoughts and
feelings ; that is, it must be ours ; something in us truly our owa.
L isin reelity nothing more than sanciification concealed under
a now name ; 88 is evident, and as we shall further have occasion
to notice, )

The Tractarians themselves call this divine presence, or gift,
sometimes justification and sometimes sanctification, When pressed
for an explanation they do mot always like to be “exact and logical.”

“Is it the office of the Holy Ghoet
to be exact and logical!  Are we oot
rather tought in it te chooss the mean
between what seera to be opposing pro-
positicns?  As when Bt. Paal says
{Rom, iii. 28) *a man in justified Ly
faith;? sod Bt Jemes {ii. %4) <by

* Oue would suppose that s const, 50
undefined would sfford bet little gaid-
ance in keeping the middle way, ax-
cept #s when meriners, under fear of
bidden shonls and currents on un un-
seen shore, keop as far away ar por-
+ible. p. 36,

worka a maea i justified 'L p. 63,

1'This is oxtynordinary language to be used by a theologian. Jostification by
s%mean”! And whatdoes this metn? we respocifully aak. Is it that a man
Is justified parily by faith, and pertly by workel Ifse, it is sn % exact and
logical” contradiction of the }1th Article of the Bishop's ewn Church. “on the
Justification of muen,” which ssye: * we are accounted rightecus before God,
enly for the merit of our Lord snd Baviour Jewus Christ by Faifk, sad nef for
sur own works,'——Or is this “ mesn ™ that which, aceording 10 Oxford, s
*not faith, not holiness,” bat < the very presence of Christ1” If so, the lag-
guage is squaily contrary to the Articles xod the Beriptures, which know aothing
of jurtification by a *preseace,” or by & * mean.” Thay are very “exect” ig
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Bisnor Doaws.

«In the 1Tth century, the theolegy
of the divines of the Eaglish Chureh
was aulatantintly the same ss ours
[Pusey) in. It was the true Fia Jfe-
dia." p. 27.

#The Fis Mecha, even Ovid knew
way safist, ¢ Medic futisrimus this.”
-3

« Will any one stiil say, that on the
echject of justificalion, Oxford teaches
after Rome 7 p, §2.

Biszor M'lrvaras.

“Thia Fia Media (qa. Yis Apple?)
may be an old path, end yet it mey not
be av ofd ax that Fia S¥ricta, that nas-
row way that leadath anto fifs, of which
the Saviour spoke, in which one walke
by faitk, and of which it is written:
¢ Fewr there be that find e " p. 105,

«Tha doctrine of Oxfurd divinity
and that of Rome, as to what justifica
tion consiats in, ia precisely the same."
p. 184.

It appeara from the preceding that Bishop M*llvaine has & full con-

viction of the identity of Oxford and Roman justification. Even
Bishop Doano has to contend that on this fundementai point, the
Bible ts not very “exact and logical"[!] in order 1o vindicata the
Tractarizns for moving off into the mist. And he is obliged to
resort to the invisible Via Media, as the only refuge from the argu-

ments of his friend, who wisely prefers the Vi Stricia of Christ and

His Aposties.

2. Ozxrorp JusTiFIcaTioN, LIXE ROMAN, I8 PROGRESSIVE; Or
in 1he language of Bishop M’llvaine, « Justification, according to this
diviaity, is progressive, increasing as sanctification increases,’” p. 77,

« Pirat, justification and ssnctifica-
tion mre aubstantisily the sams thing;
noxt, viewed relalively to each other,
untification follows oty senctification.

hat we ars first renewsd and then
snd therefore accepted—ths doctrine
which Luther strenuously opposed—
is trne in one sense, bul not in another;
—true in a popular sense, not true in
an exact senve.”  Quoted, p. 7.

# Juetificatinn is » steto into which
we aro brought of God's free morcy
alone, wiihoul works, but in which,
having been plared, we ate 1o “work
oot our aaivation with fear snd trem-
blicg "—a stats admiiting of degrees,
according to the degres of senclifica.
tion,” Pusey, guoled by Deane, p. 79.

# Accerding to this doctrine, some
a7¢ mare justified then others; Ltho samy
person st verious periods mey be in
varionn steges of justification.” p, 88.

#Dr. Pusoy expressly declares that
be and thoes who bear him company,
do ‘exciude sanctification from having
any place in our justifcation,! Where
the lino rons, and what it is, he does
not say, But he does tell o» with sin-
gular contradiction, that ‘the siate of

justification edmite of degrees ancord.

LT

ng 1o the degree of sanctificntion.
p. 94,

wperibing justification to feith alone, and the cridence of a living faith to works.
In the passages quoted by Bishop Donne, Psul refars to the former ; and Jamss
to the latter, The * mean ™ between the lwo, no  logie,” or riefortc, of the
ot profonnd Bcholasticiam can sver snalyzs, without detecting Popery in eofe-
mentary sbundance,

& Biahop M’livaine aplly compares the Tractarians to * mistified mariners
turning roond snd round.” ¢ So mauch [he mids] for losing sight of the troe
erose! Thore is all the difference in the world betweon steering by o object
»g ahore, and an ohject in the Soal” p. 100,
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The occaasion of thie contradiction is explained by Mr. Newman's
language. Justification {says he) viewed relatively to the pmet, is
forgivenoss of win; for nothing mare il can be; [there is no room for
progress here} but considered us ta the present and future, it is more;
it i3 RENEwAL, wrought in us by the Spirit of Him, who wnshes
away its still adhering imperfections, [now it can make progress}
as weil as blots sut what is past.” {Doane p. 70.}  Or in the lan-
guage of Dr. Pusey, it is a sate admilting of degrees {although
the first act did not.”) In other words, justification is progressive,
except ut its beginning !

8. I: may be ohjected against our view of Oxford justification which
eonfounds it with sanctification, that the Oxfordista MARK® pISTING.
TioNa which separate their fertium guid from the errors of Popery.
Lt us then attend to this line of separation. In the langueye of
Bishop M'ilvaine, #Can it be expected 1hat such a point of resem.
biance between them and Rome could be griven up, without at jeast

an attempt al some different showing 1 p. 92,

Bissor Doaxe.

Dr. Pusey says-Justificetion, thaugh
productive of renewal, is dintinet from
i in iden” p, 85,

“ This justifying principle, thuugh
within os—ez it most be, if 1t is to
separate us from the world—Fat is not
sf us, or in us, no! any qoality or set
of our minds, not faith, not renovetion,
nol obedience, not any thing cognize-
ble by men, but n certain divipe gift in
whick sll thess gualificstions are io-
claded.”t Quoted by Doane, p, 66,

« Neither ke impoted rightecusness
of Chriet, nor inheren!l rightecusness
is that in which & justified state con-
sinta ; hut ko sctual presence in & mye-
terioca way, or indwelling in the soul,
through the 8pirit, of the Word incar-
pate, in whom is the Father.,” Quoted
3y Doane, p. 89,

« Qur justification, or our being ac-
counted righteous by Almighty Gad,
consists in oar being grafted into the

Bisaor M'[Lvarsz.

1 Of course Dr. Pusey denies it, and
sitempta 1o make such distinctions be-
tween their indwelling righteovanoss
end what in ali theclogy is called sane-
tificetion, a2 will enable them to hold
to the former, without freling convicted
of going hack to Reme,” p. 93,

«T'his {ahostous Jistinction is ap-
scriptural, unreel, mystical ; in so seri-
ous & mstter, it is mere trifling, and to
il pretence of gober, biblical theology,
diegraceful, It apesks for itself, Bhe.
dowy ae il is, however, and vein, it
shows 1o what atraits these divines are
driver, if they would even seem to
Xeep clear of he dowaright charge of
Popery.” p. 97,

© By the very using of this attempt.
ed distinction {which ie no other than
an old devies of schelastic Romeniam}
their dacirine is identified with that of
Popery, When eick men begin to
pick at the air, it i« & mournful evi-
dence that sight is failing, and thet the
datkness of death is at band.” p. 87,

wIn Hooker's view no rigbteousness
can be wiikin us, whether catled +the
preaeace of God by His Bpiriy’ or

1 Oxford Justification is & very marvelloun gued Kbef. It is within us, bat
not in us-—it is Dot ons thing. not another thing, not ary thing, but somerking
that includes sll things? The reader, by this time, will perhaps agree with
Bishop Dosne, that Oxford writers are not very “exact and logical” The
daye of scholastic pyuzzles keve returned; and it is high time to resrsre B,
Duoe Scotus and St Thomas Aquines to the celendar, Bishop M'Iivaine
onys that # Thomes Aqainea is an Ozxford man.” p. 323
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Bissor Doanz.

bedy, or mule members of Christ, in
God dwelling in us, and onr dwalling
in God, and that tha Holy Ghost ia 1he
grecious agent in thie wonderfu! work
~ufl this has been srgued from Serip-
tore in warious waye! Quoted by
Deane, p. 73.

Bisnor M'iLvans,
tu divine glory.’ or ¢ gife' or ¢ Bhekis
neh,” withont baing inkerent in the
ssme sense i whick enr soule are ine
herent; ar without being enr own in
the same sense in which vur soule are
sur own”’ p. 186,

The language of Hooker represents in its true light, the vaia
sffort of Oxford o escape from Po;:er{. Bishop M’llvaine shows,
' th

in one of the ablest chepters of his wor

&t thia distinction of Ox«

ford (whatever it be) dates from the schoclmen, and wes pever con.
sidered & departure from the Romish doctrine, being merely the trans.
Iation of a quiddity into an unknown tongue.!

4. No one who reads Bishop M'llvaine’s work, can reaist the evi.
dence, that Oxford, like Rome, places our justifying rightecusness in

ouraclves and mor 1w CuriaT.

Dr. Pusey aays, “ the source of nur
wcceptance in our union with Chriat;
and the Father looks en us s nccepts-
ble, sa being in Him" p. 72,

Can there be more explicit refer-
ence of all to God T of al! to grace?
How clearly is it taught that ail we
are or have, thet ventures to present
itea!f before the Holy Cne, iv aot only

“Thers are no passages in Oxford
writings in asssrtion of sslvation only
through Christ’s merits, stronger than
those in the wiitings of tke leading di-
vines of Rome” p, 165,

“ Let them sey thet ihey atiribute
all to the merits of Christ and nothing
to their own waorkings or devisings; it
i« nothing mere than Romish writors
bave ofion doney nothing more then
the Council ¢f T'rent bas Jone.” p.

through, by, and of, but—more endear-
ing far—in Christ.”2 p. 90,

170,

In the werds of Bishop M'Ilvaine, +* Like Rome, the Oxford di-
vines ascribe the meritorious cause of justification only to Christ;

t Bishop M'llveine remurka: #ihia distinction, instesd of being a dissent

from Romanism, is of Romisk erigin.

Mr, Newman himsell sssures us that jt

wae 2 suhject of debate in the Council of Tront, and wan faft undecided, zod is
therefore perfectly eohuintent with its established creed.,” p. 158,

% Mr. Newmaen, in his “ Lecfuree sn Juetification,” calls the righteousness of
Christ, imputed to us fur justifcslion, * ko unreal rightaousness snd & resl cor-

Tuption,” *“ Ltinging us inte bondage to shadows J"'—* another gospel,”

In re-

gard to theeo mystical Lectures, there is some difference of epinion:

« Mr, Newman's Lecfures on Justi-
Sreation is & book, which would en-
gage and wall reward the careful stady
of suck minds, 8o trained, as Horace
Binney's, John Bergeant’s, George E.

Badger’s, snd David B, Ogden’s.” Bi-

ehop Deane, p. 159,

“ 0k this and, misty divinity, far too
scholastic fur the pulpit, far too vague
and unphilosophie for the study.” Bi-
shop M Itvaine, p. 37.

It may be well to mention Lere that Oxford has taken the Platonic philoso-
phy uader its special patronege. According lo Bishop M'livaine, * Platoniem

ead the Middle Ages are quite hobbies in the Oxford scheol.

Mr. Newman

canaol accouat for ¥ the closs pecallelinm ™ betweon the Republic of Plato end
the Church, without sdverting to the ijou of & * species of inepiration from the
same Beiog who formed the Church I Much of the mysticism of the Oxford
school may be accounted for by its fove of Plate, Enthusiasm, mysticism and
fansticiam, have been the extravagancies of Platoniam,”
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the efficient to the Holy Spirit; the insirumental to Baptism; and
the formal (constituent or essestial) cause only fo a rightenusness
in 08.” p. 170. ¢ The merits of Christ are epplied to the sinner,
accurding to this new way, without ény knowledge or &pplication
on his part, except as he comss lo the sacraments or uses other
¢ secred symbols® and ceffeciual signs of grace.”  And this applica.
tinn consists in the communication of inherent righteousness; so
that we are justified, not by the merits of Christ, but by an inherent
righteousness of cur own, which ia given for his sake.”” p. 85,

5. The reader may now perhaps nsk, where is the 6REAT DANGER
in adopting the Oxford view1 Why is this prarinerion (which
Oxford and Rome reject) BRTWREN JUSTIFICATION AND SANCTIFI.
CATIOR, between the justifying rightecusness of Christ and inherent
righteousness, so sirongly and perseveringly urged by all evangelis
cal Protestantsl The [ollowing -extracts {rom Bishop M’llvaine’s
work will assist in throwing light upon this important subject :

 Now the moment & system of raligion gets thus to reat in works for justifi.
estion bufore God, its strong tendency, unlees fortuitonaly directed otherwise,
is t0 tan to reliance on external wurks, becanse they aro tangilile, apprecinble ;
they can be counted and distiactly gresped for trefuge, whils internel holizess
is just the reverss, Ifence, while eli corrapt systems of Chriatiznily, have
ialked much of inherent righteousness, inward boliness, &c., their real working
in the long run hes been must gromly to neglect the inwerd work of religion,
and mauke the whols businass of salvation consist in externe! chservances ; and
the movre they have reuulied in this, the more has the outward show of devotion
tncreased. #nd the power and efficacy of external symbole and gestures been
magaified. Al this is natural, We could make the whols aspeet of our con»
gregaiions at once as duvoul sad prostrate in the dust, a8 thet of u Romisk Mo-
nustery, or & Mohammedsa Mosqus, or a Hindoo temple, were we only to male
them thercughly believe, as Prpists, Mohammedras snd Hinduos, 1bst by cur
works we are making onrseivea accepteble. But what, in such an experiment, we
sheuld gaiu in outward exhibitions of devution, we should jose in that inwasd
holiness, withoo! which no man shall aee the Lord.”' p 212,

“ Bince the age that was distinguished by the bringiog in of this doctrine of
inherent righteousneas for Jusiification, was slxo wo remarkable fur the intro-
duction of ail the other chief corruptions of Romuanism, such we imageworship,
sransubstontiution, purgutery, indulgences, &c; wnd since the very men, who
were foramost in the former, were alao amineatly distinguished ns patrons of the
latter, as Aquinas and Bonoventura (ihe lutter the chiel devates of the Virgin
Mury) what are we to anticipate from the introduction of precisely the same
dactrize of Justification among Protestanta? Is its peiural strength almted ¥
Cauil it by » Protestery, or a Romivk name, set it np et Oxford or ai Trent, is it
not the sxmej—the old rightecusness of the Scribes and Pharivees, snd as able
as aver, to lend men to go abou! ‘eatabiishing their own righteousness, not sub-
mitting themuarelves to the righteousness of God 1" 'This tendency seems to be
&t present quits as strong and active, and is dving ity work quite s fast, con-
sicdering the diffcrences of age ynd circametances, na io the days of Aquinss.”

. 131,
e From imputed righteousness to fnkerent, for Justification, is w grent step;
bat once accomplished, it maken many others easy. It would be a wonderful
Jexp 10 crows at once, frum impured righ to Purgafory; but the mid-
dle ground of inAerent, once gained, the rest is scon accomplished, From the
rightsousness of Chrisf imputed to me to the rightecummens of eainfz imputed
to me, iv indeed & grest gulf, which no leep of reforming agility coull cross at
a boand ; bat the belf-wey pomitien of man's rightecuduess, for justification,
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takes half the difficulty awsy, so that under « sense of one's need of sorme

bettor righteousness than hie own, the lexp of the sinner is easy into the midet

of the righteausness of * Al Haints, living and dead, depovited under the keys
of 81, Peter, for ihe convenience of the Church, and the benefit of the eysiem of
induigences.” p, 105,

 If men work mare and more (according to Rome} grace doth mora increse,
and they are mora snd more juatified. T'o such as diminish it by venial ains, it in
supplied by Holy water, Ave Marias, crossings, papal snlutations, and such likes
which serve fur reparntions of grace deesyed. “I'o such aw have loat it through
morial sin, it is supplied through the Sacrameni of Penanca: which Sacra-
tnent hath force to confer graes anew . . . . and change the punishment sterned
inte a tempors! sntisfactory punishment here, if time do serve, if not, hereaftor
to be endurad ; except it e lightencd by masses, works of chority, pilgrimages,
fests, and snch like ; or efne shortened by purdon by 1erm, or by plenary pardon.!
« + + . The Chureh of Rome, in tesching justification by inherent Grace, doth
porvort the truth of Cheist' Meoker, s gueted by Biskop M’ Hivaine, pp. 20,21,

A man who can never know whether his amount of inherent righteousneas
in sufficient, wiil always be excogusting some device or other by which God
tay be the more effectuslly propitiated end satisfied, In such rightevusness,
there is something thiat seemns tangibie, bie, appreciable. A man ean
count his penances, messute his pilgrimagos, weigh bis gifts, and thus kesp an
sccount of his righteovansss, Finners of various descriplions will resort 1o dife
ferent modes to evtablish such & righteousness; the rich wili purchase what they
are not willing to work out, by the preyers of pricsis and the merits of seints,
and the virtue of indaig , 10 save th Ives the pains of austerities, Thus
will atise the moneter of Superercgatory Merit, &e.”

“ It is the Romish docirine of Justification [by inherent righteonanens} that
given value to Indulgences, need 1o Purgalory, use 1o the sacrament of Penance,
motive to the invocetion of Suinte, cred 10 the exist of the ancred tros
sury of Supererogatory Merit, thet makes Auricular Confession toierable, end all
the vain inventivns of meritorious will-worship precious. Next come devices
for the defenco of these; and hence the Romish docetrine of tradition, snd of
infallibility, and of implicit faith ™ p. 22.

Such being the natural consequences of Roman and Gxford justifi.
cation, who can embrace, or endorse such a system, and yet be con-
sidered an evangelical thvologian?

——

1. gFatth.

# Next to an enquiry,” says Bishop M’Ilvaine, * as to the natare
of the rightecusness in which the sinner is to be justified, is the quea-
tion, by what meuns he is to become possessed of that righteouaness,
The plain answer of the Scriptures is by faith.” p. 178.—The
Oxford writers also speak of faith; but they mean a very different
thing, and assign to it a very different office. = Fuith before Baptism
is, according 1o them, & mere historical knowledge and naked assent
—a condition of Justification, bet no! its instrument. At Beaptism,
Faith is regenerated and made living; but eveu them it is not trust

i The zoader i requested to rote that the sale of thess indulgences or paidony,
fed to the Reformation, end was the means under God, of restoring to the
Chuieh the Apastolic doctrine of justificetion by faith through ihe imputed
vighleonsnens of Chriat,
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in the righteousness of Christ, but is one of the graces of sanctifica-
tion, and as such, in connection with the other graces, it sustaing

the justification received in Baptism.

Bisnor Dosnz,

Aecording to Dr, Pusey, whom Bi-
shop Doana frealy quotes, it ie wrong
to “conaider frith, as the proper in.
strument of justification ;.. ..., faith
being but the sine giua non, the neces-
sary condition on our parta of receiving
it.” p. 53

“ Thia is truly and reaily our justifi-
cation, Xor FaiTa.” Neoweman, guoted
&y Bichot Flsnne, p. 16.

“True faith may be called colour-
less, liks nir or water ; it ia but the x5-
pine through which the soul views
Christ. The eoul as lirtle reclly ress
siprent i, and contemplates it, an the eye
can see the air.'” de. p. 75t

“ To think of being justified by faith
is to look from Christ and to fail from
grace.”’ do. 76,

“ Ohrint’s cross does not jusify by
being looked 81, but by being epplied ;
not by being gazed at in faith, bul by
being wctuelly set up within ue? and

Bisner M'Iivares.

»In truth what Hooker and the Ho-
mily mean by the righiconsness of
Christ, made oura by impetation
through the instrumental agency of
fuith alone, has ne place in Oxferd di-
vinity.” p, 79,

“ Fuith, before Baplism, is in this
divinity, no inetrument at ell, becanse
dead” 208, 8nch, secording to thia
syslem, was the drad faith of Pagl,
the converled, before he waa baptized ;
of the three thoussnd, who wera con-
verled at ihe Pentecost, before they
were baptized : of Cornelive snd kle
household and friends, although on alt
of them fell the Holy Ghost. Btill
their faith must have been dond, vore-
generate, nesding 1o be cenverted by
Baptiam, because it wes faith before
Baptism ; and sc aaya Dr, Pusey,” p.
187.

In this divinity, ¢ faith, when rege-
nerate and justified by beptism, is not
such a frust in the divine mercy we
lays hold on ihe righteousness of

1 Bishop Andrews calls faith % the eye of our hope ;" and Loighton # the see-
ing faculty of the asul ;" but the Traciarisns degrade it from a1l snch special
agency in selvation, and consider it us 2 mere “ medinm.” Their faith hae jit-
tle to do with tho living organ ; it ia much more like the inanimate element,

¥ The Qxford writers talk much of * the cross within,” » kind of phraseology
with whick Bishop Dosne sceins to sympathize. For example, in one of his
last sormons {(at T'rey) he says, «Soshall the Croes imprint its saving signa-
ture or your hoarts aud livew” p. 34.  And agsin, “ While he proclaimed the
Croes 23 ihat in which alone 81, Paui might glory, he wae most careful to show,
that naf the Cross ou whick the Snvieur died for us war surricizxT, but the
Croas on which we die with bim.” p. 24. Eiacily so does M7, Newman ex-
presa bimuelf : * The Crose in which 3t. Paul gloried was not the actnal 2acri-
Jce on the Oroer; but it js that enciifice coming in power 1o him who has
faith in it, and converting his body aad soul iots & Niving sacrifice, Il is the
Cross reslized, preeent, living in him, sesling him, senciifying him, afiicling
bim.” Far differently dues Bishop M’llvaine exprees himwelf: * God grant
they may abundantly rejoice in Christ, in spite of the lamentable subsiitution
of @ erucifirien within them, as the object to be leoked to fur jusiification, in-
siexd of the sacrifice upon the cross, in which alone we are permitied 1o glory.”
p: 172. And aguin, “ The Crosw of Christ, lifted up on high fur every soy] to be
ovor looking at, as the single ohject of his justifying faith end foundation of is
only bope, is borne awsy from its centrel position in the grand pancrams of
Gospel truth, and Laptism is set up in iz stead, having for ity symibol a name
of faith, and for ite virtue®s Oross within, Chirist crucificd, only in the sense of
seif-mortificativn.”— M"[lvaine, p, 621, . a i

3
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Biswor Duaxe,

that not by our own act, but by God's
invisible graece. Men ait, and gess,
anid npeak of the grast stonement, and
think this is sppropristing it. Men
say that faith is an spprehendiog and
‘applyiog; faith cannot really spply
it." Newman, gusted by Duune, p. 65.

Brikor M'lzvaixs.

Christ, ard thas justifies the soyl bo-
fure God." p. 186. « Al this is di-
recily denied of faith in Oxfurd disini-
ty. “I1 woold seem (nays Mr, New-
wman) thet Luther's doctrine now so
populsr, ihat justifying fuith is frwat,
coines Grat, justifies by fself, 2od 1hen

gives bicth to sll graces, is nollenables
such & faith cannod be, and if it condd,
seould nof juetify” p. 108,

Bishop M’liveine has a long and able chapter, in which he shows in
detall that Oxford and Romar faith are the same, nnd concludes in
the foliowing worda: ¢ Feith before beptism, s in this divioity, no
instrument at all, because dead. In bapiism, it is no instrument at
ali, because not made elive til! baptism is completed. After baptism,
it is an instrument of justification, only 2s it suateing v hat baptism
hes already effected,' and which, when loat, it cannot renew. And
even in thot instrumentality, It is not a sole instrument, but is instru.
mentel only asall other graces are also; and it is only seid to be
the sole instrument,® as a reward for something peculiar to itself,
which we do not pretend to understead. Such is 1the whole internal
and sole ipstrumentality of that faith, which 8t. Paul epesks of when
he saya: Being justified by fuith, we bave peace with God, through
our Lord Jesus Christ.,” p. 208, :

It thus appears «that justilying fuaith, like justifying rightecusncss
in this system, is a matler of works sltogether; that the latler
{righteousness& is sanctification, and the former [faith] is justilying
only as it works by love and other groces; that is as it works by
eanctification.” p. 211.— Justilying feith is literally nothing in this
system but a name, & pretence to something which it is not.” p. 510,

« Such honer, then, has fith in Oxford divinity.”

HI. Sacvaments. aptisme.

“]t js noteriously the doctrine of the Tient Decress, thet Baptivm is « #he
only instrumental caure " of justification ; so abaoclutely necessary thereto, that
without it, justification is obtained by none. Thinis precisely the doctrine,
and z great dixtinguishing doctrine, of the Oxford School, . . . . Justification in

1 Procisely in accordsnce with thess Oxford views is the language of Bishop
Doano: ** Hia first care was to graft them in by kely bapriem, inte the living
vine; and then to keep them there, by grace through fuith, unto sajeation”
Troy sermon, p. 23. Christiens are rst united to Christ by baptiem, and then
this union in sustained by falth ! Here is more " pretty Popery,”

£« This symbol, faith, {Mr. Newman edde] is eaid tojuslify (the italics are
hix} not thet it reelly justifies more Lhan otber graces ; but it bas this pecuii-
writy, that it signifies in its very neture, that nothing of oure justifies un; or it
sypifies the freecess of our justification. Faith Awrralde forih divine grace, and
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Baptism, and only thers, Is the sole aschject ¢f » whole volome of Oxford
Tracte, calied « Seriptural Views of Holy Baptiam.”" Bishop M'livaine, p. 318,

“ The reader is now requested to observe that what is celied the orus orzxa-
Tux, in the Romisk doctrine of the Sacraments, is found in all ita offensive
sobetance in Oxford Divinity."”t p. 215,

The oros oPeRATUX doctrine of Oxfordists is proved by their
making Buptiem the only instrument of justification.

Bisnor Dnaxx.,

“Indead thiz mzy be sat down s
the esesnce of sectarian doctrine to
consider faitk, and nei tks sacraments,
a8 the proper inatrumant of justifica-
tion and other gospel gifts; instead of
holding that tha grace of Chiist comes
to us xitogether from withdnt (a8 from
Him, so throogh the externsis of his
ordaining.” )2 Pueey quoted by Deane,
p. 53,

* Tha question is, whether the Ox-
ford religiou i » sscremental religion
im such senee as to convict itself of Po-
pory.”’ p. 54,

“ Peter taught ™ (Acte ii. 38,} with
Dr, Pussy, thet “ by baptism 80 indi-
vidusl raceives ihe forgivensss of sin,
and & pew nDalure, and is made & reg!
child of God, and & real member of
Christ,”"—+% It is what Paul constantly
taoght, {Titos i, 5—Gal. Kl 27—
1 Cor, xii. 13.) Nay, it is the very
taaching of onr biessed Lord himeslf.”
{John i. §.—Mark xvi, 16.) p. 79,
0.

“Bo it way understood by Archbi.
shop Cranmer.” p. 80.

Bissor M'ILvaizsn.

# Without a docht Baptism is con-
aidered, in Oxford divinity, as effica-
cious to justification in the adult re-
cipient, withont sny f2ith except stuch
as Dovile mey have, as well as we, He
is made righteons by baptiam, from be-
ing up to the time of bepiism, tm-
righteous,” p. 317,

“ A living faith, working by love, is
begotten in baptiam, snd is expressly
satd pot to precede, bul to follow it..
Further evidence eannot be needed
than this, that in the epus opergrumof
Baptism the two schemes of Homae
and OQxford mre one,” p. 2i7.

* Nothing could more plainly or
more impreesively display the * great
gulf fixed beiween ihis Divinity and
that of the Scriptures, then simply
this—1hat whils the evidence of justi-
fication which the Beriptures refer to
continaally is that of faith, and never
¢ our Aaving been bapfized; on the
contrary, the evidence of Oxfordism,
like that of Romanism, is simply and
exciosively our haptism.” p. 389,

# Now if Cranmer did hoid literally
anl strictly, thet jumiScatios cannot
tako place gntil we are baptised, how
is it that he writes the Homily on Jus-

ita neme is & sort of representstive of it, as opposed o works. Hencs it may
woll he honored shove the other graces, and placed nearer Christ then the rest,
a if §t were distinct from them, und bofore them, though it be not. It is suit-
ably seid to justify un, bocauss it saya iteelf, fhal it dece nei—s0 to spexk, 50
x sort of reward to is.” p. 205, . .
1The opur eperattm doctrine is, thet the sscraments are efficucious s in-
stryments of selvation, without regard 1o the preparztion of the recipient.
Thus, Tract 32 says  the gifts of grace sra deposited in mere porisive erdi-
nances, an if 1o warm o aguinst dropping tho ceremonial of Christiapity I”

% If the Oxford view be the true one, what is to become of the mambers of the
Bocirrr or Frizwos, who do not use 1he sacraments 1 Tract No. 41, zpeak-
ing of the Quakers, says & churchman * masf contsider bich peraons fo be mere
heathens, except in knewlcdge!” This is u precious illustration of “Catbolic
charity.” :
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Diaaor Dosxx.

“8g it wae undemtood by Bishep
Hooper, p. 83,

“80 it was goderstood by Bishop
Jewel"” p. 84,

« fneh i the tesching of tha Homi-
lien.” p. 85,

“ Bagh iz the teaching of the Arti-
cles.” p. 80,

# Buch ia the texching of the Cate-
chism,”

[t [ to be feared that we have been
over-nosr certain celobraied Protestant
taachers, Puriten and Latiludinarian,
end have suffered in comeeguence,
Hence we Eave elmost embraced ike
doctrine thet Giod conveys grace only
through ihe instromentality of the
mental snergies, thet is through feitk,
prayer, active apiritusl contemplation,
or {what is calied) communion with
God, in contradistinetion to the pri-
mitive view, mccording to which rae
churck and her sacrumenty sre ibe
ordsined and the direct visible means
of eonveying to the soul what is in
iweif supernatural aud oneeen,” Pusey,
gueted by Doane, p. 53,

Biswor M'Invarsx.
tification-—gnd yet baptism, xa having
any such relation, is not hinted at?"’
p. 378,

« Bishop Hooper writes a sermon on
justification, in which he speaks freety
and very strongly of faith as the only
meen of justification. In this sermon,
tha gond Bishop gets o near to bap-
tiam as to speak of Nicodemus (whose
cans is mmaociated with bBaptinoal rege-
neration) and yet not 1 word about
beptism ocenrs in the whole sermon.”
p. 379,

% According to Jewel, the Charch
bss atways held a baptisor of the Fpi-
rit, independent(y of the outward sa-
crament of baptiam by water,” p. 386.

vIn the Homilies, Justification ta
expresaly limited to faith, az ite enly
fratrument of reception, p, 374.

“The Article of Justifiestion con-
tains not g word about boptiam. The
only inetrument it knowa is fuith.” p.
372,

“In the Catechism it is never hint-
od that justification is limited to bap-
tium, os itg only instrument.” p. 374.

“ Wo positively aseert that it is tho
doctrine of our eharch, that whenever
u sinner repents and believer in the
Lord Jesus Christ, before baplism, at
baptism, or after bapiism, his siow ere
perfectly gnd frecly remitied, he is fres-
Iy and completely jomified, through
the rigbteousnesa of God by faith,” p.
370, .

* The spus speratum hes ever been
copside smong Protestants, & dark
and deadiy plague-spol of Popery. Bat
is not this precimely the doetrine of Ox-
ford divinity ae to the efficaey of bap-
tiem 1" p. 217,

This High Church view of the Sacraments, held by Dr. Pugey
and his confederntes is justly cheracterized by Bishop M’llvaine ss a
svdark and deadly piague-spot.” Bishop Burnet, on the 89 Articles,
also maintaine * we have just resson to detest it as one of the depths
of Satan; and *that it looks more like the incantations of Hea-
thenism, than the purity and simplicity of the Christian religion.”

Another evidence of the opus operatum doctrine at Baptism, ap-

ars io THE ENTIRE DIFFERENCS made by Oxfordism aud Romen-
181} BETWEEN THE SACRAMENTs oF THE Orp axp New TEsTA-
mMENTs in regard to saving efficacy.
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- & Nothing is more notorioun then the fact that the oid, ss well as the mod-
ern, divines of the Church of England, have regarded the ascrament of the
two dispensations, Cir isinns for example, as standing upon preciseiy the
aume footing with Bepiirm in regard to the apiritual part of the covensnt eeal-
ed; in other worda that the oniy vitel difference was in the sign; the inward,
apiritusi grace, being precisely the same in both, . . .. But there is great incon-
venience tn this identity of circumcigion and baptiem, to thess who hoid the
Intter to be the only instrument of justification. Abraham was justified, being
wncircymeized, seys Paul. © quently, if Circumciaion and Baplism be the
same, a sinper may be juatifed being undaplized. Hence resulis a most in-
convenient srgument against baptismal justificsiion; and how is it to be chria-
ted? Very emsily. Qur Oxford divines deny ihat Circumeision end Baptism,
do bear ihe spiritual resemblanco mentioned above; end holding fast the exciu-
tive inatrumentality of Bapitrm, they maintain 1hat since the Old Temement
Baints were not baptized, they wore not justified, but were in bondage, under
the lew and not under grace, anid received not juatification, uatil Chriet came,
and with him, the grace and gift of baptism. To this general rule, Mr, Newman

tnekes Abrahem and Elijah exceptions.”

Bisxor Doansx,

[Biskop D, after aliuding to the “ss-
cramenta” of the erk and the reinbow,
seye:] “ Was not the covenant made
with Moses sacremental ! The rite of
cirenmeision established as ite seal;
the Prackal Lamb, that bleeding pic-
ture of ¢ our Passover; the daily sac-
rifico, the blood of atomement, sl ful.
fillad snd realized, whon He ‘entered
in once' ‘by his own blood; +the
manna, whichk wes spiritusl meat,’ the
weater in the wilderneas, their *spirit-
usl rock.’ . . . Not that any of these
were, in the troe sense, sicBAXENTS
or BALYATION, which the fwo sa-
cramenis of the Goxpel are; but that
they wers all *figures of the true.”
p 50,

Bliskop M Livgine, p. 223, 24,
Bisuor M'ILvarxz,

#The Fiood and the Hed Sea, are
by Dr. Pusey, put on a leve}, as ordi-
nances, with circuracision, in point of
grace. [Just as the ark, rainbow, daily
sacrifice, &c., are by Dr. Doree.] Al
are mers types, o . . From this it is
manifest oot only that the saeramentel
character is denied to circumcision,
whick St Paul snys was ‘g 2eal of the
righteousness of fuith, which Abrakem
had being uncircumcized ;' but that
all those who lived befors the gospel,
from Adem Jownwards, with some fa-
vored exceptions, were without regene-
ration, wilhout justifcation, without
any premtre or acceptance of Heaven,
and did not receive any, till Chriat
enme.”t p, 226,

14 The reader [suys Bishop M'lwmine] may very reasonably enquira here
what, in view of those who thus think concerning the (ld Teatament Baints,
did become of their souls after death—did they go ¢ Heaver 7 Romish di-
viuity answers Naoy—and ressonabiy, because they were not regensrated nor
Justificd, since Chrint had not died, and Beptism wae not given. Where then 7
To Limbur Pairum, answers Romanism. Whether thet Limbus is distinct
from that in which infents thet die without Baptiem, ste now believed by the
Romish Charek to ba received, the diviner do doubt, says Maldonat, The mere
common opinicn, says Usher, is that these be two distinct pjaces,—that of the
Fethers ' now being amptied of s inhabitants.! Thet cur Oxford divines heve
ssid any thing directiy on this suhject, we know not. Bot how they csn es-
cape a Limbus Patrum, substsntialiy the same as thet set spars for the accom-
modatica of the Romish doctrine of Baptismal regenerstion, we cannot con-
coive, . .. As to the muolitade of O Testament Sainta that believed—all
thows, for instance, whoe sre mentioned in Heb, 11, the ' great cloud of wilhess-
o’ who ‘all died in faith, it must follow that ihey did not enter Heaven,
But certainly they did not go to a plsce of torment. It remeins thet they must
have gone to some place intermediste belween that of the impenifent, and that
of the jusfified, waiting the coming of Chrisi, and from which they were de-
livored when be had accomplished that, of which aii their religion had been, in
view of this aystem, but sn inoperstive, incfiicacious shadow,” p 232-334,
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'The Oxford Tractatians elearly teach, with the Romaniste, the
regeneration of the sinner by Water Baptism. The Baptismal Font
is their gate of Heaven. Bishop Dasne appears to agree with them
fully in their views of the sacraments. In what mede this wonder.
ful efficacy is conveyed, the 'I'ractarians have some * reserve™ in de-
claring. # Our Lord joined the two together—the high, mysterioua
and spiritual doctrine of the Trinity, with the no less mysterions
communication of grace by water baptism.* In the dispute at the
Council of ‘T'rent between the Dominicans and Franciscana, whether
the sacraments operated by a grace-conferring efficacy that was in-
herent in the elements, or by an efficacy supernaturaily attached to
them of God, the Oxfordians would have probably given the caating
vote in favor of their brethren of 8t Francis ;—unless, indeed, by
thetr tact at distinctions, they had cut oul a « Via Media,” which
passed straight up through antiquity to the Apostles,

It is evident that these Divines have very mistaken views of the
nature of a Sacrament. Baptism, according to the view of Protes.
iants gecerally, is a sign, or seal, of regeneration. But Dr, Pusey
resolutely declarea that « Baptism is not ¢ sign but the putting on of
Christ—wherefore Baptism is & thing most powerful end effica-
cious,” In other words, Buptism is not the sign, but regeneration
#taelf. This is near enough to Rome; but far away from Seripture !

he texta which Bishop Doane and others quote to sustain their ex-
travagant views, will be readily underatood in a different senss, if were-
member that « the language of the New Testamen! was constructed
with reference to edult baptism, which was almost exclusively wit-
nessed in the first conversions to Christianity:"”’ and morcover, that the
persons, who becams the subjects of baptism, were cleariy understood
to profess a change of heart.  Baptism was 10 them “the seal of the
righteousness of faith *—the covenanted pledge, that—if truty God's
children, as they professed to be—their sios were forgiven, and they
should be made partakers of the eternal inheritance. The opvs
operatum hypothesis is utterly irreconcilable with Scripture, and
tends to death rather than to [ife.

With Bishop M'llvaine, we *'conclude with a solemn cavrion
against such sn idolatry of the Sacrament of Baptism, such & resting
on the outward seal, such identification of the spiritual grace with the’
invisible sign, such a losing of the real noture of apiritual regenera-
tion in our zeal for the honor of its type and shadow, as is shown
in Oxromp DiviNiTy—tothe great peril of immortal souls.” p. 441.

IV. sty niter Baptism. Penance,

Having examined the fundamental doctrine of Oxfordism (justifi-
cation by inkerent righteousness) and soen its effects upon the doe-
trine of Faith and of the Sgeraments, * we proceed (says Bishop
M’livaine) to further ramifications;—in evidonoe that the tree of
Romanism, planted i the classic soil of Oxfbrd, is bringing forth Ro-
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mish fruit, and is going on lo do so more and more, and may thos
be kaown to be good or evil, according as any one may consider the

spreading shade of Popery to be good or bad.
p. 287,

tium.” Bishop M lipaine,

Tendimus in La-

In the Roman Catholie Church, sin after baptism can only be re-

milted through the ¢ Sacrameént of Penance.”

This is conmstent

ground. Sins before baptism are remitted, or taken away, by the

infusion of grace at baptism.
be remitted 1
Lotd Jesus Christ,”

But sin after baptism, how shali that
The true Protestant says,  Repent and believe in the
No, says the Romanist ; remiasion can come
again only through some Sacrament, as it came at first,

Butl what

sacrament? The Romish chureh invents one, cailed Penance, com-

prising eontrilion, confearion, salisfaction and ubsolution.

When

the Priest says, * | absolve thee in the name of the Father” &c., then

the sin afler baptism is remitied.”

p. 245.

How does Oxfordism get along in this emergency 1

Bisaor Doaxx.

“ The Charch has no second haptism
to give, and o she cannol pronounce
s man aftogether fres froma his past
sitis. There sre but two periods of
absofite cleansing, Baptiem and the
duy of Judgmeant.”! Pusey, quoled by
Daogne, p. 95,

“This modern [evangeiicat] syotem,
which by an arificiei, wrought-up
peace, checks the deep and searching
agony, whersby God, asin = furnace
of fre, was purifying the whole man
by the Spirit of Judgment, and the
Bpirit of burning—this is altogether &
spuripus syatem.”? da, p. B4,

“#Thia system™ [the evangelical,
which removes the burden of sin by
» repentence and feith '} “is sesring
men’s conaciences now, ks much es the
¢+ Induigences’ of the Romish ayatem
&id before.”  do. p. 99,

Bisuor M'Iuvainc,

“Aljow thie darkness about the re-
misginn of sin after baptiem, and weo
take leave of all tha conevistion of
Choist.  Grant it, then welcome Po-
pery ! One thing or other—the saera-
ment of Pepanee for reliel, or else to
bo ali our lives suhject to bondsge,
waiting for the judgment 1’ p. 248.

* Blessed be God, who bas apared ue
sach bondage, and showed us & miore
excellent way. even the * new and liv-
ing way,” whorcby we have *loliness
of eccess” 1o his mercy-seat, snd re-
joice in the certainty that *the blood of
Jesurn Christ cloepseth ue from oll
sin" p. 266,

«Heur whet comforteble words our
Seviour aeith: * Come unio me, sl ys
lhat iabor and are heavy laden, gnd 7
wifl give you rest.”” p. 250,

t The Oxfard divines make mo provision for the zemiesion of sins afier Bap-

tistn, They say “the founiain (of tbe Redesmer's bloud) bas indeed been
opened for sin and for uncleanness; but it wera to shuse the power of the
keys entrusted 1o us, again to pretend to wdmit them thus; now fhere remutng
only the buptirm of tcars” On wlhich the {Epincopal} » Christian Obssrver
remarks; ©* Mey God forgive men who thus ewfolly presume to fimit 1be vir-
tue of the Redeemer's slonement, who substitule the penance of tears for the
blood of Christ.”

% The sitentivn of the reader s requested 1o the folivwing, from Owen's worke,
wal, 11, p. 165, “The contest of the Reformers with the Roman Church, was
sbout the way end means whereby the consciences of convinced, truubled sin-
nera might coms to reat end jeace with God.  For at that 1ime, they were no
otherwise inetructed, bui thet these 1hings were to be obtained, Dot only by
works of rightecusness whieh men did themselves, in obedience unto the comp-
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Binuor Josxr.

4 Even while bolding out the most
wniemn form of absolation, as &
of relieving the troubled conscience, our
Charch confeases the incumpletencss
of her own act” do. p. 86.

#1f the Romish chureh had but the
dregs of the symtem of the ancient
Chkurch, stale wnd unprofitable though
they were, they yet nad something of
the sirength of he bitterneas of the an-
cienf medicine ; they, st least, testified
{0 a system, when men muade ancrifices
for the good of their souls, accused end
condemned themselves . . were grieved
and weeried . . , , turned to God in
weeoping, fasting end prayiog, ... ac-
knowledged 2nd confessed their offen-
cov, and svaght te bring forth worthy
fruits of pensnce; end in casres of no-
terious sins, were pul lo open penunce
a6d punishment in thia world, ihat

Busaor Mluvarxn,

“ (3k, calumnieiad Chorck ! thet one
of ihine own children ead pastors
sliould teach such doetrine for thine i
p. 260,

* Dr. Pusey's eys in upon degreea
apd continuance of cxternal bodily
penancer—what be elacwhere calls
‘ihe bittermess of the ancient med-
fcfue.’ .. A broken heart, witk faith
in the blood of Chrisl, eze not enough,
‘The grend quealion in Dr. Pusey’s
sight, is how much penance, es dislinct
from repentance, in necessary for par-
dot « ... The mind thet fully sympa~
tbizes with suck viewa, is penetrated
with the essential virus of Romeniem,
ang only needs i erciting cause, to
treck out uli over, with o full eruption
of Homaniam in active development.”
p. 349. 352,

their souls might be saved ia the day
of the Lord”™!  do. p. 99,

Oxfordism is thus in full purscit of Pengnce. It robs the Chris-
tian of his « peace and joy iun believing,” and turns him out into the
desert of Roman mortifications, withou! a star to guide him, from
Baptism to the Judgment !

mande of God, butaiao by he strict observance of many inventions of whet they
cailed the Chureh ; witk an ascription of strange sffcacy unto the snne ends,
uato missalical wecrifices, sacramental abaolutions, penances, pilgrimages, wnd
other the like superstitions, Hereby they [the refurmers] cbeerved that the
consciences of men were kept in perpetusl disguistments, perplexities, fears an¢
bondage, excluvive of thet rest, assurence and pesce with God through the blood
of Christ, which the Gospel procieims and tenders. And when the [eaders of
the people in that [Romen] church had observed this, thet indesd the weys end
meens which they proposed end presented, woukl never bring the sculs of men
to rest, nor give them the least ansurance of the pardon of sins, they made it &
pars of heir docirine, that the beliel of the perdonr of our own sins, and sesn-
rance of the love of God in Christ, were falie and peruiciovs. For whaf should
they elve do, when they knew well enengh, thut in their way, and by their pro-
pusitions, they were mot to be attained 2 Hence the principal controversy in
thiz matter, whick the reformed divines ked with 1hese of the Chureh of Roms
was this, whether there be accarding unto, and by the Gospel, a stute of rest and
gasured peace with God to be atteined in this life, And baving ali advantages
imagineble for the proof hereof, from the very naturo, use, and end of the Gos-
pel, from the grace, Jove end design of God in Christ, from the efficacy of his
medisticn in his oblatinn and intercession, they assigned thesc things to be the
especial object of justifying faith, and thal fmith itself to be & fduciary trust in
1he especial grace and mercy of God, through the blood of Cbrist, o8 propused
in the promises of the Gospel,”

tThe v Christian Observer” remarks : “ The doctrine of the churck of Rome,
though it is in the spirit of these Tracis, is less terrific, becauee it inakes repent-
ance » sacrament; so thet an authorized avenue of 'sacramentsl grace’ is
siiil afferded for the soiece of the trembling penitent. The Tract docitine is
PaoTzsTaxTIex BEJECTEID 4Ny "oriny sro1rzn.”

—
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V. Sortal any Fenlal SKins.

# Tt in & woll known doctrins of the Romish Chereh that sins are divisible
into mortal and venial. Afertul sins are those *which are done willingly o1 are
of any msgnituds, To these eternaf punishment is due ;' end they can be re-
mitied oniy through the Sacrament of Penance, Fenial sins are such as arise
from mera ‘concupiscence’ and are so light as not to destroy grace, or to denerve
oternsi punishmens. Hence all thai is necessary to remit venial sin is a fitils
Holy Water, a Pater Noster, a Bishop's blessing, or # knock oo the brawst, &e.”
Bishop M Hvaine, p. 257,

This distinction of mortal and venial sins arises from the Roman
view of Baptisma} Regeneration. 1In this operation, (* opus opera-
tum ') the + supernatarel grace™ whereby Adam was justified, and
which ha lost by mortel sin, is restored to the minner in the shape of
infused righteousness. Original sin, according to this scheme, con-
sists only in the loss of this ¢ supernatural groce ;" and as this grace
ia restored in Bajptism, so also is original sin removed. The mo-
tions of tha flesh, the remnant of the carnal man, are, therefore, not
properly of the nature of sin, but are the comparatively harmless
impulses of  goncupiscence.”

“ The reader ie requested to consider wherein lies any substantial
difforence between this dectrine-and that of Dr. Pusey end Mr. New-
men,*”

Bisgor Dosxwx.

“ The church hne no second beptism
to give, snd eo she cennot pronourice
a map sliogether free from hia past
sins. There are but iwo periods of
absolute clesmaing, baplism =nd the
day of Judgment,”’! Pusey, quoted by

Brsgor M'ILvars:,

% Do 1be Oxford men mesn that ov.
ery man {for all bave ainned after bap-
tiem) is beyond Justification till ihe
dey of Judgment? Incredible? Cer.
tainly pot! What then? Why whepn
they spesk of sin ofter Bapiiem, they

mean nol such sins a8 sre thos confes-
sed, but monTarsina. Henee, such as
the Christian daily confesses are vi-
w1aL sins.'” p, %64,

1t thus eppears, says Bishop M’llvaine,  that, although the sing
of the Christien’s daily course are expressly called sinz by the Scrip.
tures, yetso litile do they seem to Dr. Pusey to have the ¢ frue and
proper nature :!)f #in,” that when he uses the expression + Sin after
Baptism,” he does not mesn to include them therein, and does pot
think it worth while to hint that they exist.” p. 284, The Oxford
men cannot heip making the distinction between * mortal gnd zenial ™
sins, inasmuch as they adopi the Romish view of Baptismal regener-
ation, which tekes away all sin, original and getugl, and by the in.

Deare, p. 95,

1 Dr, Pusey haa the following, which isan index to hiesyatern: % A guestion
will probably occur to meny, what is the distinction betweer lenser xnd gronter
—VEXFAL BRd MonTAT ains ! Or if morTaL sins be sine againal the decalogae,
as Bt. Augustine says, are lhey only the highest degres of those aina, or aro the:
the lower aleo 1 Thir question, arif is avery distressing one, I wontd gladly
answer if I could or dared {"—Thiv impossibility of distinguisbing between
morisl and venial sine munt be ut least as distresring to the grest mass of hum-
bie beliovers, as it in 10 the wore enlightened D1, Pusey.

4
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fusion of inherent righteousnesys, leaves every one to the workings
of « copcupiscence,” which is a sort of defretive innocence,

Bisuor Doixs,

“ Tha reader will do weil, {Biskop
Doune bimaelf volunteers the remark)
befors he enters final judgment sgaiost
Dr. Pusey, to bear iu mind the terma of
the 16th Adtiele: ANuz every degdly
sin, willingly committsl after baptisca
ia sin ageinet the Holy Ghoat, snd un-
pardonsble.” p. 83,

[Biskop D., in reply toa remerk that
s all vin is deadly,’” eomen to the aid
of bis Oxford friends, and says] » and
yet Bt John heth esid I any men
soo his brother sin & sin which is net
unto desth, he ahafl ssk, and he shall
givre bim hfe for them thatsin pot unte
desth, There ia 2 sin untodeath: [do

Bisaor M'Irvarnx,

“ When our 16th Articla spesks of
tdeartly ain sfter baptism,” it maans no
such dintizetion between siua mortad
snd venial.  Every deadly oin’in
the Arlicle means * cvery six, forevery
#in i deadiy” p. 264,

[Bishop M'Heaine conld not antici-
pate that this text wonid be brought for-
ward by the Diocesan of New Jersey to
sustein the Roan distinction between
maorial and veniul sins; and so ke hns
no * parellel™ § £ The der,
howarer, is requested 1o look at the
Bolad]

pot say that he shall prey for it,"” p. 85.

In conclusion, says Bishop M’llvaine, it is an immense matter
for the enquirer to settle in his mind, if he would drink of the con-
solations of this [Oxford] Divinity, to which cluss his sins belong,
if they have all been ventaj—thet is, if they have not been mortal,
then they say to him, * go in peace.” p. 512,

If his sins are mortal, he must *do pepance’ tifl the day of
Judgment.?

11t jooke ominous for a Bishop of the  Bcoto-Anglican succession ”’ to give a
Homan interpretation to en Asticie of the * Prosesrart Episcopsl Chureh.”

Bishop M'Ilvaine quotes the Bishop of Exater: * Let us beware of barden~
ing our own hearts, and of corrupting the bearts of our bre:hren——bg whispering
to ourselves or them which sin is tnore or less dead)y than othere.””—p. 265,

3 This attempt of the Bishop of New Jersey to come to the sid of bis * Cath-
olic” friends, indicates tha! he does not alwaye interpret seripture sccording to
¢ primitive tredition.” For this passage in John’s Epistle is not cleimed cven
by the Remans o support their distinction between mortal and venisl sins!
«+ A ain unto Jeath is srotber thing than a mortel sin; for it is that mortal sin
snly whereof & tmen is mever penitent bofure his death, or in which he contine-
eth 4l destk, and dieth in it. Bo likewise “n 3in not unto death ™ is not that
which we cell & venia! sin, but gny the! a man committeth, end continveth act
tberein tili death.,” Sce Rhenish Annotations.— Protestants commonly interprot
the © sin unto desth™ 1o mean an apostesy frors Christianitly conneciod with
blasphemy against the Spizrit. Deddridge wdde “ where it was moat diffieult o
distinguish, the gift of dizcerning apirits might infallibly decide; where it was
dublous, charity would incline to the milder extreme; wnd conditional preyer
might bowever be offered.”

& Joho Rogers, of the Society of Friends, remarks : * The distinciion between
vopial and mortal sin is dangerous.  Men will ba apt to imagine neerly il their
aips to be reninl, end nearly none to be mortel, Moreover, men will be lieble
to faney that thers are no great sine; for having devmed them venial, they will
quickly deem them small. Moreover, men will ba too prone to go on from judg-
ing their ains to be venial and smali, to judge them to be few ; for if great can
be squcesed into small, many can be squeezed into few,  Fenicl—amali—few.”
Anti-popery, p. 240, .
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Vi. Purgatorp.

Romanism mainiains a Purgatory, where the souls of the depart-
ed are detained for fiery purification. Their condition iz sided by
masses, prayers, alms,’and other works of piety, ¢ which believers
Eving perform for believers dead.”  + This (says Bishop M'llvaice)
is consistent. The Oxford system must admit as much.  And here
follows the reason in its own words: * The Roman Chorch holdy
that the great majority of Christians die in Gad's favor, yet more or
leas under the bonds of their sins,  Aund so far {seys Traet No, 79
we may unhesitatingly atlow to them, or rather we oursclees hal
the aame, if we hold that afier Baptiam, there is no plenary pardon
of sins in this life to the sinner, fiowever penitent, such as in Bap.
tism, were once vouchsafed to hin,” Traets, vol. 3, p. 517.— M1

vdine, p. 266,
Bienor Douxs.

“ Purgatory—Do the Oxford wri-
ters teach 1t?1 To any, Yes, aticke in
the throat. To say, No, would be to
{ose the bensfit of & most pregnant
prejudice. Hence such sentences *a-
baut it and ebaut it,” ™ p. 104,

«The Oxford theory,” it is mid,
“lncks but ons featurs of Purgatory,
nxmely, suffering or discipline’—an the
old lady’s gun wanted aothing s make
it dangeroun, but & fock, a stock enid &
barrelI” p. 104,

«But wherein & man's penitence
should coneist; whether continued so-
pentance [or something slse] would of-
face the treces of sin in bimsell; whe-
thor he might [(F) ever in TEIS LINFE
look apon himself ea restored to the
siate in which he had been, had ke
pot committed it; whether it affect the
degree of his future bliss, or its effects
be effaced by repentance ; whether ces-
sation of hin aclive repentance [Pen-
ance] may not bring back degrees of
sin upon him; whelber it shall eppear
sgain in the dey of Judgment: theso

Bienor M'ILviixz.

¢ The decree of the Council of Trent
determines ‘ "hat there is a Purgeto-
ry,and thet souls there deteined are
sided by the suflrages of the living,
and sbove eil by the scceptoblo saeti-
fice of the Alter.’ Now of this dire
Romish corruption, do the Dxford wri-
ters, in Tract No, 7% on Purgetory,
say * Taken in the mere letter, thers
in fiftle in it against which we shall ba
nble to sustein formai oljections.” This
is consistent, The Oxford systers munt
admit as mueh,” p. 256.

# Now the only difference pretended
to between Ozford end Romisk doc-
trino, is that whilst bothk meintain a
purgtizon from ein, or Purgetory, in the
fatyre world, the Romenizt mekes =
definite place fur it, and mekes that
place to be cne of pein; whild the
Oxfordiet contents himeell with say-
ing thet it is ¢ purification from ain,
not determining, duf not denying, that
there is pain in it, and & place for it,
such s Romeniets speak of” p. 266,

« No leaning towards Purgatory dis-
covereble in these words! If we de-
prrt thie life with sin not * entizely el-
faced ;' if it is to roeet us at the ‘day of
Judgment,” then wha! can he our
bope? Nothing remeine but the in-
terval between death end 1the Judg-
ment. Here, if soy where after desth,
must the remaining fraces of #in be
effaced. How? DBy the efficecy of
purgatorial discipline, of courme” p.
261,

# Girave questions.indeed for Protes-
tant divines, with the Articles and Ho-
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Bisnor Doaws.

and the like are quentions,” &e. Pu-
a¢y gueted by Danne, p. 98,

Bishop D, quotes as # caim words
Christign-like ™ the following from
Traet 79.] «The pictures of Purga-
tory, the existenze of Furgatorial soci-
eties, &c., afford a strange contraat to
the simple wording and apparent in-
nocence of the Deeree (nf Treat) Ly
which it is made an articls of fmith,”™
p. 105,
{Calm but gn, Christian-like 1]
Again, »1f we would consider Pur-
gstory ag confined to the mere opinion,
that that good which is begun on earth,
ia perfected in the next world, the idea
is tolerable. The word detentas (used
in the Decree) indeed expresses a
sitonger idea ; yet afier all, hardly more
than that the souls in Purgatory would
be happiar oot of it than in it, knd that
they cannot of their own will leave it
whick i not muck to grant,” [I!1]
Newman, guoted by Doane, p. 205.

Biswar M’lrvitwr,

milies of the Chorch of England and
the Word of God in their haads, 10
be divided aboui! Go, end learn tbe
aiphebet of the Gospel !

¢ Connecting al! tbis with what has
beer shown under the hesd of Sin
after Baptiam, one would auppose 1hat
the fauee of Porgatory conld hardly
Le prevented from soon buraling out in
oper: day, from the “wood, hay and
stalble™ of Oxfordiam, seeing it has
such & preperatory funeral-pile of com-
bustibles.” p. 267.

{When & Bishep in & * Protestant”
Church can quote such words as thesa
and the preceding ones, guoted by Bish-
op Doane, without an expression of his
indignation, or even of hia diasent, hut
rather kis epprobation, he cught to re-
member, i the spirit of “the bitterness
of the ancient medicine,” the Articles
of his Chureh, of whick the 2Lat con-
inina the following : “The Romisk doe-
trinet concerning purgatory is a fond
tking, vainiy invented, and grounded
upon RBe warrant of Scriptere, but ra-
ther repngnant fe the word of God."}

The doctrine of Purgatory is not only condemned by the Bible

and the Articles, but by « primitive tradition.”  Archbishop Usher
remarks: ¢ For extinguishing the flames of Purgatory, we need not
go far o fetch water.  And if wo need the assistance of the ancient
Fathers, beheld they be here ready with full buchets in their hands,”
Tott au eontraire at Oxford. When the Articles sound the slarm
to put out the fire, :hese divines come up lo the work whh buckets
thet # hold no water.”

t The Tractarizns, with the characteristic subtlety of all errorints, endeavor
sometimen to reconcile Popery with the 39 Articles, by making the lattar meve-
Iy condemn Roman practice and not Roman docirine, ‘This distinction cannot
entirely avail them here, for the Article expresaly says ¢ The Romish dectrine,
&, ix repugnant o tho word of God ;" and therefore Tract 80 reconciles Pur-
gatory with lhe Article, by meintaining that it condemps Reman doctrine, pot
fprimisive. The primitive, Apostolic docirine of Purgatory !

Fract B! mainteins that the eacrifice offered hy the Chureh on eerth, for the
whole Church, in tbe Eucharist, obtains for thoae, who have passed into the
unseen world additional joys and satisfactions, 'This is “ugly Popery”—
real Pargatory.—Indeed the Romsniste differ from the Oxfordists chiefly in ma-
king Purgatory & plece of #o much suflering. The Oxfordists admit that « the
grest majority dis in God's favor, yet more or less under fhe bonds of their
#ina ;" sud that « penitents, from the time of Beptism np fo the day of Judy-
meni, may be considered in that double stete, of which Romanista epesk, their
persons accepted, but certam sine uncancelled” 1f & person is “ more or less
ubder the bond of bie aine,” and if * certain of his sins are uncanceiled,” he
must bo more or less of & suflerer, more or leas under a course of purgﬂtorml
discipline.
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Vil. Prapers {ov the Dead,

#We heve seen, thet in the injunciion of the Trent Decree con.
eerning sacrifices, masses, /lms, and other works of piety which the
living are wont te perform for dead believera,” ¢ there is little in the
letter ¥ against which the Oxfordists think themselves * able to sus.

tain a formal objection.”— Biskop M!Iivaine, p. 268.
Hence Mr. Newman likens the intercession of the Christian to
that ol Christ, and calls it & propitiation.

* The Christian is plainly in his fitting place when he intercedes,
He ir what Chriet ie.
“ Shell not prayers be both a propilintisn

made after the pattern of Christ.
above, and he balow.”. Again,

He is
Chrizt infercedes

for the world of sinners, and for his purchased Churckt” p. 268,

Besaor Doaxx.

“ Dr, Pusey, in Tract 77, has shown
that the paege alluded to {praysra for
the dead] wam not conrecied with the
doctrine of Purgatery.” p. 107,

$It has been justified by sach di-
wines as Atchbishop Wake and Usher
and Bishope DBuli, Taylor and An-
drews, to mention no mors namea”
p. 107,

«1f any, noderstending in a primi-
tive sense & primitive preyer, ¢moat
humbly beseeching thee to grant that
wo and all thy whele Church may ob-

Braitoe M'Invarxz,

“# Oh no! Prayera for the deed, &e.,
which are already attained in the racs
of this divinity, raust soon crosa ke
invitible line that separaies from Po.
pith Purgatory,” p. 635,

# Nor do I sasent to thefr opinion
that our Charch does not discourage
prayers for the dead ;—on the contrary,
I can berdly propese to myeelf any
more decisive mode of discoursging
the practice.” p. 269.

+[ Iament the encouragerment given
by ihe same writers to the dangereus
practice of preyers for the dead.” Ex-
eser guoted by M Hvaine, p. 268,

taip remission of our sine,’ shouid think
that those emphbatic words all thy whole
Church were not restrained {o the
Church militant, but included that por-
tion of the Charch aiso which sz ot
rey—WHY SEOULD EX BE HINDERIDY'E
Pusey quoled by Doane, p. 111,

The reader will find in Bishop Doane’s pamphlet, six closely
printed pages in defence of prayers for the dead.* If it had not been
for Bucer and Calvie, par nobile fratrum, the prayer for the dead
would not have been omitted in the revision of the Liturgy. Under

1 Prayer for the dend implies that the happiness of the departed is defeetive,
and thet it may be promofed by the interveniion of others. Purgatory needs
no beiter “ hay and stabble’ to build upon then such vagezies; and accord-
iogly io practice, prayers for the dead and purgstory are hermonioos paris of &
corrupt system. The two cannot long be separated sven by what Bishop M'I}-
vaine denominstes ' sn invisible line”

2 This doctrine of Oxford, quoted hy Bishop Dosne, goes much beyond Usher,
Tho Iattor kad po idea that the < faithful doparted ™ needed * remivrion of sine.”
He exprensly calls it a © private conceit™ thet * en sugmentation of glory”
mey be procured for the deed by the prayers of the liviog.

3 Whas the worthy Bishop's object is in urging this matier, we know not.
Certain it in that this doctrine is as strong sn “ sntering wedpge ” to split in piecen
the system of the 3% Articles as could be well driven by the Episcopai stafl,
Withoat some kind of Purgatory, prayer for the dead is little elve than an eb-
surd snperstition. For, if the Jeparted are not in Purgatory, but in the enjoy-



30

existing circumstances, however, the Bishop must betake himself to
exlemporaneous prayer [!l] or elsc be satisfied with ¢ the admirable
provisions of the Book of Common Prayer.” When Protestants
want to pray for the dead, is it not & sad evidence of & {Roman}
s Catholic ¥ pertiality towards the theology of men, who, although
within the pale of the Anglican Church, are ¢ irreverent dissenters”
from her Articles !

VIiL Enbocatfon of Eats.
Brsgor Doaxr, Brsger M'ILvaiwe.

# These ominous worda (inveeation “ The invocations to the seinis are
of esints) weem © confirmation ettong’ called in a fate number of the British
that these writers must be far gene in  Critic, by the modest name of * uncs-
Popery, But it ia not half 1o bad es thelic peculiarities’ p. 270. Ths
it appears.”t p, 114, seminal principle of lnvocstion of

aainte sffords too mush ground for the
fenr + of further progress.’” p. 633.

If prayers for the dead are lawful, then the dead may of course

ment of the pure heppineas of the redeemed, what can be the chijeet of prayers
in their behaif t—Beriptare gives no suppert to the doctrine of prayers
for the dead. Bolomon, (a very wise man} decleres of the dead: « Neither
heve they any more & portion forever in any thing than is done under the sun.”
Eccles. ix. 6. Least of all, do the dead who ere “in Paradise™ and « present
with the Lord,” need a # portion ™ in the preyers of imperfect mortals, Bishop
Doane, vurselves and others have encugh to do with the living, The dead are
beyord our sphere. * The field in the sworld,” not the infermediate stnte.

Aune Hyde, the Duchess of York, who died a conver! to her husband’s re-
ligion (Popish) szyn: I spoke severaily to two of the best Dishope we have
in England, (Dr, Sheldon, Archbishop of Canterbury, and Dr, Blanford, Bishop
of Worcester,) who Soth told me there were many things in the Roman Church
which it were very much to be wished we had kept; as confession, which vwas,
o doubt, commanded by God: THAT FRATING FOR THI DIAD Wis OBK OF
THE MOET ANCIERT THIxNGE IN CHRISTIARITY 3 TEAT FOR THEIR PARTS THEY
DID IT DALY, THOUGS THXY WOULD WoT owX IT.[!] Acnd sfterwends preming
oge of them (Dr. Blanford) very mush upon the other poinis, bs told me, that
if he had been bred a Uatholic he would not change hin religion ; bt that be-
ing of ancther chorch, wherein he was sure, were xll things necessaty to salva-
ticn, he thought it very ili to give thel scandel as to leave that chyrch wherein
he had received his baptiem.”— Skuitlewortt on ‘Tradition, p. 57.

LIf it be not * half so bud s it sppears,™ it is very remarkable; for Oxford-
ism is usually & great deal worse than it would fain be. That it ie sufficiently
bad, kowever, sppears {rom the following * re-appropriated ™ prayer, found in
‘T'ract 75, which contuins * selections from the Roman Breviary, prepared and
recommended for Protestant use:” And, “ Therefore [ beseech thee, Blersed
Mary, Ever Firgin, the biessed Michael Archangel, the blessed John Bapiist,
the Holy Aportles Peter and Panl, All Sainis, snd thee, my Father, to pray
the Lord our God for me.” Seo Christian Observer, 1838, p. 745; where it
is shown that such acls of idolatry are insidiously scattered up and down tbe
Breviary Tract, No. 75, which is intended to “suggest matier for car private
devotions.”  Of this prayer, the Oxfordiann say, * It is not a simple gratoitous
fnvocetion made to them, but it is sn Address to Almighty God in bis bee-
venly court, ag surrounded by bis Saints and Angels, answering to St Pacl's
charge to Timothy, ¢ befure God, and the Lord Jesua Chriat, snd the elect an-
gels.’”" Doybtleas these things do not * eppear balf 30 bad *” to some s to others !
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pray for themselves ; and if they can pray for themselves, they can
prey for others 100. Henee it is practicable to obiain an interest
in their prayers, Hence the Invocation of Szinis.  Hence “ora pro
nobis/"—Mr. Newman says that the Invocation of Saints is a ques-
tion which s the Articlesverr orPEx"! 2ltheugh the 22d Aricle con-
demns it distincily and by name. He also admits that the ¢ ora
pro nobis was not on my showing necessarily included in that invo-
cation of saints which the Article condemns.” p. 18. The Tracta-
riens meke open doors or Aoles all round the ramparis of the 3¢
Articles. Nothing can resist their “primitive ** battering-ram.

IX. o Safuts’ Bays.

‘The Oxford men have a strong desire to carry out what they
call + the spirif and the principle of those inestimable forms of de-
votion which are contained in our authorized Prayer Book,” hy
adding new Saints’ days to the English Calendar, They are not
satisfied with one « All Saints day,” bui wish to be more particular

in their admiration and honer.

Biszor Doaxz.

s There is no evidenca at all ibat the
authors of this aystem ere trying the
experiment of inatituting pew Saints’
days. p. 112, :

« Neither bave thoy set apert a day
tc the religions commemoration of Bi-
shop Ken” p. 112,

“'Their sketches of services {*cne
of them for March %1ai, the day om
whick Bishop Ken was taken from the
Church below’) ers nothing more then
exercises in liturgical composition.”
p. 114,

“#They sre not in imilstion of the
Papists; since the models on which
they are formed are older far than the
corraptions of the Church of Rome.”
p. 114,

«“They sit not at canonizing Bishep
Ken, or in eny way intruding upon the
Calender,” p. 114,

Bianor MILviIrE.

“ T canpot but deplore the rashpesy,
which hes prompted them {o recom-
mend to private Christinne the dedica-
tion of particular days 1o the Religiove
Commemorstion of deceased men.”
Exeter, gueted by M’ NHuvuine, p, 270,

“They have even furnished a spe-
cial service in honot of Bishop Ken.”
P 270,

“ A more bare-faced insuit te sil de-
cent consistency with ibe principles of
the Church of England was never per-
petzated than ihe * Matin Service for
Bishop Kern's day.”” p. 271,

“The whele service, in warde, end
forem, and parts, and arrangement, end
every single fesiurs, is meat studiousiy
adjnsted to the Homen Breviary.” p.
2712,

“ Whence Leve they suthority to
comnonize a saint?  And why should
they stop at Hizkep Ken? Cannot
the principie be advantageously catried
out much further?” p, 272,

1 Here is another specimen of curious (heclogical pallistion. Mere *exer-

cisos in litorgical composition !”

If these men had the revision of the Liturgy,
how figil of these % mere exercises™ wonid it he!

How guickly, too, would

the 38 Caivinistic Articles {which ars called *the offapring of an uncatholic
sge ") diunppaar before the black msrke of such Catholic scribes!
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Biszor M'Isvarns,

« How goon will the mamory of Mr.

Froude be snabringlf in a Matin ser-

vice, wilh Noctorns and Antiphous, of
the Roman Breviary 1" p, 2376,

% Lat Daily Service, and the keeping of Aoly dayr be univerasd, ('np the
British Critic,) The Baiais and Angels will be with us at 2li events™

stHow is this koown? {sdds Bishop M'liveine). Are not thess
writera developing their system foo fast for the times P'* p. 273,

Bisgor Doaxs.

X. Wransubstantiation.

# The impression sought to be produced by these Oxford writers is
that there is & mysterious presence of the body of Christ in some
sense, which is neither that of the Romanists, nor Protestants, but
(like their doctrine of an inherent righteousness  within vs, but not
tr us”) o subatantial presence, but not corporeal; & real presence
of his real body, but not a local presence; not transubstantiation;
but the next thing to it, and acknowledging tiseifte be a great deal
more like transvubstantietion, and evidently sympathizing with it far
more than with the anti-transubstentiation doctrine of Protestapts.”
Biskop M’ llvaine, p. 220,

Bresor Doaxsx.

4 Bonaibiy [says D1, Doane] does
Dr. Pusey write: *T'hero s & tree,
zeal, spiritus] (or rather the more renl
because apiritucl) prewence of Christ
at the Holy Bupper; more real than
if we couid, with Thomas, feel him
with cur hande, or ihrust our hands
into his side; this is bestowed upon

Biszor M'Irviixs.

¢ The idea by which others [Protes-
tants] explsin the real presence of
Christ, as distinguished from o Jocal
presence, viz: that he is really present,
when he is present cffectively, as he
war to the woman whoe touched not
Aim but his garment; whils he was
Iveatly but not effectively preient te

1Bishop Doane (who is slready = very strenaous admirer of « men’s feasts
sod faste in God's Church ™) says, * It will not be long, [ trust, Lefore the Daily
service, which the Church designe, shail gather us, with gratefn! hearls, within
the wails of our sweet house of prayer.” [See * iitile pastoral ™ for 1841, p. 2.}
Far be it from us to speak disrospectfully of so pious and Catholie & design;
but we would no! dare to aesert with yuite as much confidenco a8 the Trae.
arians, that * the seinia and angele” would patronize en efforl of this kind ar
sil events, Buch s srust {10 yae Bishop M'livaine’s language) is * too fast for
the times.” ExrxnizsxTiz nocxT.

The Oxford divines not only observe days, bul alyo “csnonieal fowrs,””
Amoog the instences of the © judicial bumilistivn ” of the Churck of Kogland,
they reckoa * the compression of the seven canenical houre into our two daily
services,” which they coosider an admogition * thal we like the Jows, Lavs
fallen back from our privileges, end thet if we do not take heed we sheil forfeit
tae final inheritance ales.” DBishop Doane ie known to heve so far risen up 1o
his privileges, av 10 affirm thel the cenonical bours ere “'according to aacient
practice,” and also to eppoint the semi-weskly fast day services at & o’clock,
which is one of ihe canusical bhours. It has been told ue, howorer, that 1his
canonical hour bas been heie changed, during the wiuter sesuon, to 10 o'clock,
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Bisnor Doanz, Bissor M'ILvatsr, .
fhith, . . . but it is there indspendently the mubitods that passed and tonched
of faith, p.118. him, but who derivad no bezafit, be-

cuus they had no fuifh ; this is too
abatract and visionary for Oxford.” p.
219-3%0.

“The reverantial suggestion of a  “ Connect with this, the snxiety of
wrriter in the Tracts, thet the unneces- these Oxford writers that the subject
aary discussion of the Holy Eucharist shoucld not be discussed, But while
should be mvoided, as almost certain discussion hes been discoursged, xd-
to lead %o profane and rationslistic vsacement har been mads towards
thoughts, has seemed to authorize s  trensubstsntistion.”
moat unwarthy and utiwarranteble sna.
pieion.” p. 118,

" Tbhat theira ia not Popish tanching,  * Behold to what leagth the matter

onr Lord Jesns Chrint himself is wit- hes coms ic the foliowing passage,

Dess ; Matt, xxvi: 26. 27, p, 118, from the tust British Critle: « s the
wonder wrought at the marriege of
Cane, a miracle, snd the chapge which
the Holy Elements undergo, as conse-
crated by the Priest, and received by
the faithful, no mirscle, simply becatise
tha one was perceptible to the natural
eye, while tha other is Jdiscerned by
the spirituai alone 1" p. 275.

% 8o mach hes been written, gsays Bishop M'livaine) for the pur
poee of showing how near this divinity approaches to the Romish
doctrine of Transubstantiation in its zerlous maintenance that there
is not only & reul presence of Christ at the Eucharist (in the sense
of effective as distingnished from loeal, and through the Spirit and
not in sny subsantsal manner, which is the Prolestant sense) but
thal there is also a * substantial presence ;"**— an immediate, un-
seen Presence of the Body,”-—that we need not here exhibit the lan-
guege of Oxford divinity any further on that head. The fendency
at teast, of such views cannot be mistaken.” p. 273,

Mr. Newman thinks it «literally true,” that s the consecrated
bread is Christ’s body,” und that thers i3 a real superloca! presence
in the holy sacrament.” And Tract 85 asks, ¢ 1f Baalam's ass in-
structed Beelam, what is there fairly to startle va in the Church’s
doctrine, that the water of beptism cieanses from sin, and thet eating
the consecrated bread is gating hiz body.** Bishop Doanc also is
evidently & believer in this * substantial” presence of the body of
Christ at the sacrament. He employs ten pages in atiempting to -
show that the Oxford doctrine is the true one; that it is the teaching

1Ths Reformers never used the term * substantisl,” which was ons of the
tarias of the Romanints to express their carasl pressnce. Cranmer and the
exrly English Reformers carefully avnided even the use of the term « real,” as
being of Popish signification, See Sirgpe'y Annale, chup. 3. Althoogh more
modern ovangelical Protestsnts make nse of the term © reel,” they carefolly
gusrd egainet its being considered as oppomsd to “spiritual.,” The term “ sab-
atantial,” which Bishop M'llvaine quotes gy Oxlordian, and ss implying some-
thing * next to tranenhstsntiation,” is not of Prolestant phraseology. Like
" superlscal” not local, it iv the exponent of Tractsrien myasicism.
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of the + Lord Jesus Chriat, the Apostle Paul, the Linrgy, the Cate-
‘chiam, the Articles, the Homilies, Cranmer, Ridiey, Hooker, the
Reformed Dutch Church, and the Presbyterian Churchl  See Brief
Ezx, pp. 115-124. A more unfair, uncandid end vasuccessiui effort,
it appears to us wes never made. For sxample, the Article of his
own Church says « The body of Christ is given, taken and eaten in
the Supper, enly afler a heavenly and sPiiiTvaL munner.” The
Preabyierinn Contession of Faith declares with like emphasie: *Werthy
receivera, outwardly partsking of the visible elements in this sacra-
ment, do then alao inwardly by faith, really and indeed, yet oot
carpally and corporeaily, but apiritually, receive and fred upen
Christ crucified, and all the benefits of hia death,” A stronger
s protest ™ apains! Ozford Subsiantiation could not be given thrn
is given by the English and Presbyterian Churches, Whether the
Oxiord doctrine be called transubatantisticn, consubstantiaticn, or
substantiation, it is & departure from the spiritual views of the sa-
crament enterteined by the English and other Reformers, It is an
error, which has & close connection with the claims of the High
Charch Priesthood ;7 and is derogatory to the simple and edifying
objects of 1he institurion,

t The recent contzovarey in Baliimore hetween Biskop Whittingbam end bis
FPresbyter, Rev. H. V. D. Johne, wes i relotion (o this very saigect. The
Bishop, who preached in the moroing, tcok the most extravegant views of the
priesthood ; and Rev, Mr. Johus, who preached in the sams Church on the
evening of the same day, replied to his Bishop, after the scriptural style. He
showed 1hat the Lord's Supper was nnt a ascrifice, the Lord's tahie was nnt an
altar, snd thot the Cheistisn minister was not w priest, in the sonse of the offerer
of u sacrifice.  He hes airo published, an a0 appendix to bis esrmon, 2 lecture
from the late Bishop Wuits, susteining to 1he citermont sl his poaitions.

Bishop Dorse. on the ulber hand, ag:oes with Bishop Whitiingham, In hir
Inay Conventioual Address, be says, * | huve beon pleased to observe the intro-
ducticn iato scveral Churches of the prathens, credence, or side-tuble, for the
elements it: the Holy Euchaiist, befure 1hey ase placed upon the fliar by the
Priest. Buch an srrangement, while it makes ths wet of offering distinet acd
solemn, is necemsary to the sirict cbwervation of the Rubric.” p. 31, Nowoen
this passage. we n.oet respecitully beg icave to offer 2 few remarks, {1} s
not the oljsct of these terms and of ihis wdditionai ceremony, in sccordance
wilh the Oxford view, 1o chunge the supper into a sacrifice 2 The eloments
must ke fret placed upon 1hefbrarﬁuiu, su that the priest of the Apuatolic sue-
cession ma4y the morc wolemuly transfer & portion to the witgr, whese the act of
offering consecrates and subrtuntiuics the sucrifice. (2) An Epmcopalian will
in vain search his Frayer-Bouvk o find the meaning of ~ prothesis, credence or
sidestable,” He must bring in “{frydetien;’ and theo he will ind thet this
sppendage of Pupery was abolished 4t the Reformution, HFArsulley, whose com-
wentery on the Prayer-Uuvk is tecommended in « the courss of ecctesiaatical
atudies eatablished by the American, [or * Bcoto-Anglican”] House of Bishops
sapressly declares * Wa wave 50 s10x TaABLE sUTHORIZED BY 004 Cnunca.”
If this protiesis, credence or ridostable, be 2o * necosssry (0 the atrict cheerve-
rior of the Rubric,” isiv very remarkable \hat it was never introduced befure,
snd still more remarkeble that even now it is only iniroduced into * severul
churches” of the Apostolical Diocese of New Jersey ! (3) The word “Allar,”
is equnily foreign from the fanguage of the Prayer-Book ; the term heving been
studiously excluded by the Reformers, when ihey tore duwn the Popish aitar,
and set up, in ite place, + the Lord’s table.” i¥heatley showe that the chengs

-
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XI. Hge of BAfracies,

st is & well.known tenet of Romanism that the age of miracles
has never ceasad; end that miracles are a distinguishing mark of &
true Church. Oxford Divinity [says Bishop M’iivaine] ia disposed

to claim thus much teo.” p. 278.
Bisaor Doaxs.

#]a it not true, thet in thess days,
washiog seven times in the Joudan, to
cure & feprovy, would be rejected asa
supetetition ; of Peter's shadow, or a
bandkerchief, or an apron from Panl's
body, to cure diseases? Yet such
thinges have heen, God'a powser mean-
while has not been shortened, bat
man's faith ; end who will say thet

Bisaor M'ILvarss.

“One of the [ast tracts published,
Nao. 86, ssks why we ehould supposs
that with reapect to sudden and exire.
ordinary cures, a hroad line is drawn
between primitive and latter agea? On
which a writer in the British Critie {2
Tractarien journxl] says < Surely it is
want of fuith, which is the only hie-
drance to these gifia, in latter times.!

Christienily or the worid bas been the

What is the meaning of the popalar
gainer by tha change 1" p, &4,

phrase * the age of mirackés’ s net
evary age of the Church an sge of
mirecies '™ p, 278,

The agreement between Bishop Doane ard 1the Traets seema to be
both gepers] and particulay. Even in vegard to miractes, the Bishop
thinks the only hindrance “ in these days™ is the ¢ shortening of
man'’s faithi” Bat is there no sufficient fuith in the Diccesan Apos.
tolie Church? Cannot an Aroste (for the worthy Bishap fre.

wenily cails Bishops Aposties, and once even Vicams or Cuxrst!

3f. Ex. p. 221.) perform miracles among Churchmen, who have
taken the sacraments, whereby their justification and faith are in.
creased more and more? Nevertheless, until this power of working
miracles is proved in the visible Aposiolic manner, we must ¢ dia.
rent ” {rom these extraordinary claims, = Our faith is shori,

took place st the instance of Bishop Hooper, who declered that « it would do
well to turn Altars into Tables, according to the fisst inetitution of Chriet; fer
an long ax Altars remain, both the ignorant peoplo and he fgnorant ind cvil-
prrevaded pricet will slways droam of Sucrifice’’ The same thing appears
frore one of Bishop Ridley's injunctions: «for thet the form of & table may
more move and turn the simple from the old superstitions opiniony of the popish
mass, ahd to the right nee of the Lord’a Bupper, wo sxhort iho curates, church-
wardens, &c., to erect and set up the Lord’s board, after 1he form of ap heneat
table, decently covered,” During the reign of King Edwacd, tha Lorl’s table
took the place of the Popish altars; but when Roman Mary came to the throna
Altats agnin teok the place of Trbles, and the Misst] the place of the Preyet
Book, When Quoen Elizabsth became * Head of the Church,”! Altars wese
agsin removed, and Tables set up once more in the Churches, upon the strong
rapresentetions and efforts of the Reformern. {See Strype’s Mnnaly, chap, 13.}
Bince thet period, varions High-Church divines bave longed for the 4ltar again,
as we may infer frum their phraseofogy. The Prayer-Book, however, puts ite
velo upon this ¢ restoration.” Yet they stili adbere to the old Popish lan-
gosage; sad. persist in the neme of “4itur,” This unastharized innovation
apon ibe lenguage of the Church Bervice, is eapecially prevalent during thass
days of Popisb Tractarienism, Inesmuch e ibe Prayer-Book never uees the
term *Alisr,*” in the Comamunion Service, but alwoys tha term “ Table," why
do the lovere of the Prayer-Book never use  Tabie,” but alwaye *Alfar”7
And why do 1hey now begin 1o nse the profhesis or “Atrle Altor’?—a phruse-
alqgy dishoworsbis bosh to Prayer Dock and Proteetaniiam t
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X1l Eyrtveme Bnction.

¢ The British Critic,! in the Review of the late Tract, No. 88, on
Church Service, complains of 1he author + because he did not enter
a more decided protest then he has, against the common Protestant
objection to Extreme Unction.” The Reviewer thinks the testimony
of Scripture, unexplained and unguarded by Tradition,is in favor of it
The only renson against it is that it wanis Cathelic consent, But
that [adds Biahop M'iivaine] may be discovered before long "' p, 277.

Bishop Doane has not advocated Extrems Ugction, but his views
of administering the Eucharist under certain very extreme circum-
stances, have been supposed by many to border on the Popish view.
Extreme Unction can hardly claim higher power than that implied
in the High Church estimate of the Sacrements. The Oxford, High
Church party have no need of the additional sacrament of Eaxtrema
Unction. They maintain that ¢ Rome has not faith enough in the
efficacy of the sacraments, (1) and therefore hes added to their num-
ber.” It iz surely much simpler to take the Oxford plan, and add
to their power. :

XUL @&nstifng at Waptisnr and Confrmation.

+The absence of these in the Anglican Church [srys Bishop
M'{lvaine] is cailed « the loss of @ privilege.’ And the keeping up
of the Coronation Service, in which ancinting is retained, is regarded
as an indication of ¢ special Providential care over the Church’—
thus keeping up a witness to both of the Catholic truths, of which
the omission of anocinting at Beptism and Confirmation might seem
to betoken = disparagement.” p. 278.

The Oxford T'ractarians, or High Churchmen, must necessarily
have a partiality for oils in religious services, inasmuch as these
oils were in constant use in the third and fourth centuries, the favor-
ite age of Tractarianism. As soon &s the Anglo-Prussian scheme
of Catholic Ecclesiastical Order shall go into Continental operation
(and it will assuredly also embrace & few prelstes ofthe Scoto-An-
glican succession in these parts) what is pow called «the loss of a
privilege™ will be most generousty supplied, according to “Catholic
consent " and Roman vsaor. Things will go on smoothly then 1%

1 We have heard that Bishop Doane has recently written a notice, expreming
his alerm at the British Uritic for speaking o leiontly of the supremacy of the
Pope. It wiil bs remembered, however, that be publicly recommended ibis
same journs! to clergymen and privete families, a year or 1wo xfler any of the
exiracts, conteined in thess pages, wers writen. We do sincerely hope that
s divins, of Bishop Doane's exiensive influence, will be led to renouncs all the
sbominsble docirines of that Treclarian journal. If sny sre sisrmed at the
 inconvenient™ doctrine of Papal Bupremacy, thers is surely ground for alerm
in the perniciots docirines which gradually formed the system, over which the
Pope merely prevides, :
~ #Tract 3, mourning almost with commination penitence over the * entire
omindon of the ase of 0il st baplism sod confirmation,” declares that © ne one
£an sy the GRZATHIIN OF TEE GIFTH which are here withdrawn ; how much
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XIV. Xntrease of Sacramental Signs and efMcacfous
Spwmbols.

By these Tractarian innovators, - * the Cross [says Bishop M'IL
vaine] is called g saeramental sign' sod memorial 1o the eyes
of the faithful, + & holy efficacious emblem.” Now this is precisely
the distinguishing description given in our Article on the Sscraments,
of the Sacramental character of Baptism and the Evcharist, Thus
is the cross put on & level, 8s a sacramental sign, with Baptiam and
the Lord's supper.” Biskop M'Heaine, p. 278.

Bisaor Doan:. Bisuor M'Irvaine,

—— “The half-way step 10 image-wor-
ship Ia in the preaent reversnce to the
image of the Crose.” p. 539,

In “the Architectural deseription
of St. Mary's Church, Burlingion,
N, occurs the following :  On the
wpeX of the pediment is intended to
be fizxed an acroterium, bearing utt en-
riched Greek Crons,! Rector's offering
of '34, p. 47,

The new Church in Balem, N. 4.,
#is surmounted, as it ehould be, by 1he
Croas, Wo bonar the spirit which bas
thas vindiceted the righiful use of that
moat gacred embiem of our religion”

# Fram similar restorations in doc.
frine, it behoves the whole Choreh
mosi esrnoatly lo pray  Geed Lord
deliver ua” p. BB,

A Tractarizn wiiter says, “Lat us
multiply the same Aoly 2fficacions em-
blem far and wide. There is no eay.
ing how many sins its awful form
might scare, how many evils aver.”

Conv. Add, 1838, p, 18. ft !2!}9 Quoted by Bishop M’ Hvaine.
p. 278, :
Mr. Newman, at Littlemore, erected a Cross, alter the Popish fa-
shion, overthe Communicn table, or Altar! v Sicut ante.”
In general, Protestant Christiana, whilst they “glory in the cross,”
do not, and cannet ndopt the badges of Romanism and superstition.
One such superstition ieads to another. The same writer, quoted

ws bave thereby fallen from the high appellations of &' royal priesthood, a holy
pation, a pecaliar people’” No one, we think, can doubt that thess theologians
are a peculinr peopls, :

{iIn the former edition of thiz pamphlet, & nols wax inserted to explaio the
rouson of the absence of this snfended Cronn from “ the zpex of the pediment ™
of Bt. Mary’s Chorch. In giving some patticulars of the curious history, an
error inadvertently occarred which was corrected in most of the copies, in s
Postacript.  If we conld have been aware of the senritiveness which was afters
wards displsyed by soms who supposed themsolves sggrieved by our bringing
to light things which made no small etir in past times (ns well ax present}, we
would hare avoided 8o exciting a topic, Instead of entering into particolars,
we will now merely stato that this Greek Cross was put upon 8t. Mary's Church
sight vears ago; that in consequence of ita fooking very much like x Latin
Cross, & warm opposition immediately arose in the Yeniry, and in the commu-
8ity ; so mach so that it was desmed prudent by soms 1o take the Cross down,
snd it was sccordingly taken down in the secrel hours of the night, to the wop.
der of the good peaple of * a)l denominations?” For = litile more ou this sud-
ject, see Appendix.]
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above by Bishop M'ilvaine, goes on to say « With the Cross should
"be masociated other Catholic symbola atiil more than epen itself, vocal
lo the spirituslly discerning, Such arethe Lamb with the standard;
the descending Dove ; the Anchor; the Triungle; the Pelican ; the
Icthus (Fish,) and others.” ¢ Here we see [edda Bishop M'llvaine]
Syxnors for the Times as wejl us Tracra.” p. 278.¢

XV. Sacrament of farviage.

The germ of this restoration, {aays Bishop M’llvaine, p. 281,] is
quite vigible-in the following mystic language :

«The ordinence of Marriage has an inward and spiritoal meaning, contained
in it and revesled through it—as if persons to place themselves in that homan
relation, interested thamselven, in same secret way, in the diviae refation, (that
of Chriet and the Charch) of which it is a figare.”

The Bishop of New Jersey seems to have a peculiarly coleman
view of matrimony, differing somewhat from that of the Prayer.
Book. In regard to the solemnization of this ceremopy, he says:
“ Marringe should aiways be performed in the Church. There ian
departure in this respect from her provisions, and from Chriatian
propriety, much to be regretted.”*  Now amongst * the admirable
provisions of the Book of Common Prayer,” is the Rubric, which
states that © persons to be married shall come within the body of the
Church, or shall be ready in some proper house,” [t is very evi.
-dent that the Bishop is a * dissenter” from this Rubric.? His zeal
for the sclemnizatios of marrisges in the Church, may possibly
arise from his peculinrly solemn view of the nature of the marriage
copiract ; and perhaps it may be as Oxford + element in rudiment,”
wailing to break through © reserve,” and to rise with the glory of
more * active development.”

The Oxford men think the Church has a right to muitiply stcra.
ments to any extent ; and may therefore include matrimony among
the holy rites. Mr. Newman spesking of the five additional sacra-
ments of Popery, says: ¢ They are not Sacraments in any
sense ynless the Chureh has the powsr of dispensing grace through
rites of its own appointment, or is endued with the gift of bles.
sing and hallowing the ¢ rites and ceremonies,” which accord-

14 Among the divine ordinsnces [says M7, Nowmsn] are u nomber of more
or Joss abatract, or (what may be celied) disembodied rites, to which the Church
gives & scbetance and  form: such as public worship, imposition of bands,
beredictions, and the stex or Tz cross, which sro Srat s of urtual
srdinances, and fhe instrumenial principles of grace.”

% Note to Xzbie’s Christian Year, p. 877,

¢ Yet in one of his sermons, Pillar of Truth, p, 29, Bishop Doane, sposking
grandly of his Church, whick he certsioly loves with great siocerity, weys:
» Even her Canons and hor Rubrice sre drawn from Scriptare.” How s
thist A Bishop ageinst s Rubric, snd both Beriptural?  { Quere, quoar 1)
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ing to the 20th Article, it ' hath power to decres.’ Bur wE MY
WELL BRLILVE THAT THE CHURCH HAS THI® GIFT.''t Acd that she
‘will exercise i, as soou as she is Oxfordized |

——

VL @elthacy of the @lirgp—Ionasteries,

The celibacy of the Clergy iss doctrine in Ligh repute at Oxford,
where Romanism finds the most sympathizing vindication of i
abominations, Mr. Newman (whom the Bishop of New Jersey
cails one of “the holy three,” the other two being Dr. Pusey end
Prof. Keble] says, “As {ar as clerical celibacy is & doty, it ia ground-
ed, not on God’s law, but on the Church’s rule or on vow.” So
that the Chureh mey st eny time enjoin the duty of the ceiibacy of
the clergy I* It is somewhat singular that those who believe in the
pecaliarly holy aod secramental character ol matrimony, should
generally be the very persons who would have the clergy remain in
the comparatively voholy (as proved by history) state of celibacy.
Those Tractarian divines, who are already in the bonds of matri-
mony, arein a very undesirable dilemma, their practice having anti-
cipated their doctrine, and given & ¢ Provsidential homage™ to the
scriptural view. :

Dz, Posey praises ¢ the height of holiness of whole dodier of men in the
Charch of Rome,” Bishop M'livaine remearks:  This of course can mean
wothing eise than corparafe religions dodicz, Monastic bodivs, 'I'hen this
emiuent bolinese of 1he Church of Rome is to be found in bher Monasterios,
smeng her Monks! Of course we are to look for it in thome countries where
Monastic Bodies lourish in all the glury end koliness of those deys of monastic
perce, when the sonnd of 1he tromp of Luther had not yet broke opon the
sifonce of the cell, er distorbed the goiet of the Litany of 5t, Mary I p. 265,

This * height of holiness,” which is attainable through those
means of grace, the Monasteries, is recommended by the Tractari.
ans lo be sought for sfter the same Romish menner. The En-
glish pnpers state that a building is used at Oxzford for Monastic pur-
poses, with & convenient numnber of cella for young English Mocks

! This quotation and & few others have been taken from Mr. Goode's master-
ty exposition of Tracturianism, in bis * Core ar if40.”

2 Thore hava been permons, et werious times, in the established Church of
England, wko were not unfavoreble to clerical celibacy. Queen Elizabeth, Lhs
female * Hend of the Chorch,” refused 1o ailow the marriage of priests. Serype,
in bis Jfmnale, ch. 8, states : * But among the good scta of Parliement, one was
wanling, tho ns it labored at by ihe Protestant divines to be brought
nbout, It wes to revive King Edward's Act for the Marriage of Priests, which
Queen JAfary (the Papist) had repeeled, But the Queen (Eiizabeth) wauld
not be brought so far to conntenence the conjugal state of the Clergy. This
troubled not e little the Divines, erpecioily euch ar were married, Of this
matier Sandys speake in & letter to Parker, telling him, * T'hat no lew was
made concerning the Marrisge of Priests, bat that it was [eft, as it wers, in
medio; [or in via medin] and that the Queen would wink st it, but oot sslab-
lish it by law. Which is nothing else, ssid he, but to bastard cur Children,”
Ths Inconvenience hereof wan that the Clergy wore faic to gef thair Children
Iogitimated,” Bo much for wn arbitrery head of the Church! Perbaps &
fow years may ficd & Royal Head of similar views.
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XVH. Pobeltles n the €hureh Kerbice.

. Liawrap cawpixe ix TAR Caonca.  “ Two lighte shonld be placed opon
the Allar, according to Edward ke 8th’s ordar, resified in our present Prayer-
Book., Wa think it plain that thess candiss ware meant at the Reformation, to
ba lighted, as had been usual, during ihe celebration of the Holy Eucharist.”
Quoited by M'Hyvaine, p. 280.

3, PACULIAR DECORATIONS ON FrasT bave,—* There should be soms ape.
cial decoration on festival days ; sltar coverings end pulpii banginge of unusunl
tichness; or the batural flowers of the seavon woven into wreaths, or placed
{according fo primitive custom) upon the aiier. Thease should be chosen with
eapeciai reforence to the ewbject of the Featival. While fewers sre most pro-
per on the days consecrated to the blessed Virgic, as emblemstic of sinless
purity ; purple or crimsen on the severs[ Baints’ daye, to signify the blucd of
martyrdem; and on All Sairts’ day and the Hely lor ts, whits should be
intermingled, as &8 memoria! of Virgin innocence, The decarstion of the chan-
cel should be the enpecinl privilege of the Miriater himeolt,” p. 280.

8. Sowinsa, sexorLacriovs, &c. “ Persons shouid be encooraged to
make obeistnce on entering Church; and the Minister should newver approach,
sr pars the Alter without doing reverence, as s cusicmary at this dey iz some
of our Cathedrals, p, 281.

Some of these ridiculous Papal mummeries are very fashionable
at Oxford; and a few ofthe Highest Church in this couniry hava
elready begun to practice them. The mummeries used by Laud in
8¢, Cutharine Creed, London, rre even now in the progress of rep-
etition by his idolizing followers at Oxford,

The fact tha! these doctrines always tend to these outward follies
proves their inward corruption, and their identity with Popery.

XViiL. #se of Romish prager-hooks, and ruleg of
Frasting.

Bisgor Doaxr,

s« It is known that their mere reprint
of devotional works have brocght on,
slready, & new era emong pubiishers;
« = « procuring a meriet for such books
28 never sl before” [Very likely ')
Bf. Ex. p. 160.

Brsgor M'ILvarxs.

# An ecclesinstical Almanec Eas

been published, for the goidance of Ox-
fordiats amid the riches of the sncient
services as found in the Roman and
Paritign Brevicries, In this is nse-
lection from ald Uatholic Service bocke;

. + with minute rulex of the Roman
Church ar o guide to indiwiduals for
abatinence and fasting.” 2832.

The Tractarians also regrrd it as * a very delightfl sign of the
times that Parker, in Oxford, finds it his interest 1o import & large
number of copies of the Roman and Parisian Breviaries for privaie
devotion.” Bishop M Hvaine, p. 282,

XIX. Serblce T an uninon tongue.

Bishop M'livaine remarks: ¢ That these writers have said any
thing positively io favor of service in an unknown tongue is not as-
sorted ; but their whole system of Reserve, of sacred veils over
** awful mysteries,” to conceal them from the eye of the profane, and

P
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of the use of all those sacred symbols which only the initisted are
aupposed to be capable of reading, indicates thz very principle on
which the Bervice in an Unknown Tongue in the Romish Chureh iy
defended.” p. 232,

It meay be added that, as early 28 Tract 9, the following lsngusge, expressing
aome regret, is ysed in reference to the change from the Latin to the Ens
ghish langoage: <« Bervicea were {at the Reformation] comp d into oue,
which had been originaily distinct; the ides of united worebip, with a view 10
which identity of time and lunguage hed been meintained in different nations
war fergoiten ; the identity of time [cenonical hours) bad been abendoned,
-and the idantity of fanguage [Latin] could not be presarved. Conscious of the
incongraity of primitive forms and modern feelings, our Reformers nodertook
to construct = service more in accordance with the spirit of their sge. They
adopred the English langnage ; they curiniled the elresdy compressed zitusl
of the early Christizns,” &e,

This mournful langnege sounds very much as though the Oxford
men thought their sernacular apything but & privilege.

XX. tsuse of Preacthing.

Bishop M’livaine justly remarks « how little use there is in fre-
quent pmchin%, for alt the purposes of the Oxford system.” » Why
may not a whole congregation of such persons be equelly profited
by the mere contempiation and preaching of the sacred « Catholic
Symbols’ asbove described, the Triangle, the Fish, the Anchor, the
Pelican, added !o the manipulations und genuflexions of the
Priest, his divers bowings and nceosings, secompanied with the
aid of rich altar.cloths, symbolic candlesticks, splendid secerdotal
vestments, and enchanling choral music?™ p. 283, Bishop M’ll-
vaing also quotes on snme page & Tractarian writer, as saying i—
#The church is out of her place, converting in a Christian cousn-
try I

Tract 87 asseris: “pot thet we would be thought entirely to deprecats
proxching ea a mode of doing good; it may be necersary in a weak and lan-
Fusrhing sate ; but it is the characterislic of this syelsm as opposed to that of
the Church; end we feer the undue exsltation of an instrument, which Serip-
ture, to say the least, Ao never much recommended.”

Trect 80 thinks that * so far from it being considersd necessary to keep per-
soms from Church on accoent of irreligious lives, it is usuajly thought that
svory thing is done if they can be brought to it

A great deml would be gaized, if there was discipline enough in
the Church to keep such writers from the puipit,

XXL Meserbe of Teliglous Munotwledge,

Bishop M’llvaine remarks: * The author of Tract 80, considers
that in the days of the Puritans great evila arcae from the putting
forward of divine truth * without that saacred reserve,’ which he has
been urging. * The consequence of this indelicate ezposure of re.
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ligion was the perpetration of crimes almost vnequalled in the
eanais of the world.! That is, the making knowa of the Gospel —
the preaching of the death of Christ as an ntonement for the sins of
the world ; the calling of sinners to fiee to that refuge by repentance
and faith; 1o seek rest only in the Cross of Christ—was productive
of all this ruin] What will it be {adds Bishep M'liveine] when the
Gospel is preached to every creature P'" p. 83.

Mr, Newman (one of the # Aoly three”) also azys:  The Alexandrien father
(Cloment) who han been alresdy referred to, accnrately describes fhe rules
which should guide the Christian in spesking and aciing econnmically ;" one of
whick eccurate rules ia: « He both thinks and speaks the truth, sxcerr wues
CONSIRIRATION I3 NECIBBLRY, AXND THEN, A8 i PHYSICIANK FOR TAE G0OD OF
EIf PATIENTS, HE WILL BE FALSE, O UTTEIN 4 FALAEHOOD, 48 THI ROFHIITS
siY. , . . Nothing, however, but Ait netghbor's goed will lead him to do this.
He giver Bimeelf up for the Church” )

Tract 86, says: * To reguire, s is sometimen done, from botk grown persons
and children, an explicit declaration of a belief in the atonement, and the fuil
assprance of its power, appears equally untenabie.” The slobement is con-
sidered v a great secrel,” :

Bishop M’livaine, with every evangelical Protestant, truly says:
# Our grand message every where is: ¢ BE 1T ENoWR UNTO YOU,
suen and brethren, that throvgh this man is preached unto you
the forgiveness of sin : and by him al} that believe are justified from
all things from which they could nrot be justified by the tew of
Meses.!  8t. Panl weited not til! men were well initiated into Chris.
tian mysteriea, before he unveiled the grand subject of atonement
and justification through the bleod of Christ, No—the Gospel plan
of promoting sanctification is just the opposite of holding in obscurity
anys fgalure of the doctrine of justificatien.” Biskop M’ Ilvaire,
p. 940,

XXIL Xuwvae EWorship.

We quote as usual Bishop M’llvaine: © That these writers have
advocated Image worship, is not here pretended. But that they
manifest & strange tenderness and tendency towards the abominable
idolatry, we shall ensily show. This is one of the subjects which
they would exclude from discussion; but if it mwst be discussed, as
with transubstantiation, they would not rest the argument on Serip-
ture, because there may be a difference of opinion in regard fo its
meaning; but on Tradition. As if the simple command, ¢ Thou
shalt not make to thyself uny graven image,’ &c., which eny one
can read for himself, were of less plainness and solemn decision than
the confussd folios of Tradition, for which the million must depend
on the reading of the few.” p. 284, T

After quoting from the Bishop of Exeter, what the Oxford men
say about the worship of images, viz: * it {s dangerous in the casze
of the uneducated, that is, of the great part of Christians,” Bishop

"livaine proceeds to illusirate *the singular tenderness of thesd
writers towards the idolatry of the Romish Church.” He thinks it
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evident that these divines have an ¢ extreme tenderness for eorrap-
tione, which fiiled our Crénmers and Bookers and Jewels with loath-
ing;" and applies to them the following from the Homily against
Peril of Idolatry : ¢ Away, for shame, with these colored cloaks of
idolatry, of images and pictures, to teach idiots, nay, to make idiots
and stark fools and benmsts of Christians.,” Bishop M 'Hpaine,
p- 2684, 291.

XXUL ravitfon.

Tradition, though really a top.stone, is converted al Oxford inte
& coraer-stone of the system. .

* We have reserved all that we have now to ssy abont the Oxford error of
Tradition for this place, because, though theoretically it wonld ssem t he a
siarting point for ail the errors of doctrine, we regard il s ic prastice one of the
last to be sdopted, The sinner firet anye in his Aears there is 0o God, and then
be goes to huat after arguments in support of his athelsmo. So the Romish
Chareh firat declined into great errors, and then invented her doctrine of Tra-
dition for a defence. 8o it is with Oxvoaprsx. Tis doetrine of Tradition in
not practically the source of all its other pecolinzities, but its wall of protection
for them against the Seriptores. The need wan first felt, and then the cerdon
#anitaire wea drawn,”  Bithop M Lvaine, p. 307,

The extracts under this important head wiil show that the Trac.
tariang adopt in substance the Romish view of Tradition, rendering
it authoritetive in the interpretation of the Word of God.

1. The Oxford men and Bishop Doane (with the Romanists)
mainiain THE EXISTENCE OF APOSTOLIC TRADITIONS IN ADRITION
To THE WorD oF Gob.

Bismor Doaxz.

Bishop Doane aske whether, “in our
zeal against the. very name of ¢ tradi-
tion,” we forget thai Paul epesks of
them?! As—to the Corinthiaas (1 Cor.
xi, 2.} *keep the ordinances,” (or ira-
ditions,) *es [ delivered them to you,’
And to the Thessaloniane (2 ii. 15.}
thold fhe ¢raditions which yo have
been tanght, whether by word or onr
epistle;’ snd agein, (2 iii. 6) “that
waiked disorderly and not afler the fra-
difions whick he recoived from us.' ” p.
124,

Bisgor M'ILvarxz.

“1t is t¢ me, [ confens, & matter of
surprise end sheme, that in the 19th
century, we should rexliy have the fun-
damentel position of the whole syatem
of Popery re-gsserted in the bowom of
ihat very Charch, whick was reformed
80 determinately three centuries since
from this very evil. Whatl Arews
to bave gll the fond tenets, wkich for-
wmerly sprung from the traditions of men
re-introduced, in however modified u
form, among us 17 Quoted Sy Birhop
M’ Itvaine, p. 809, -

i ]t beeomes incomparably more uInrmilig when we {esrn with what [atitade

the word Tradition is uodemstood.

It inciudes, a» we gather from the oft ro-

peated statoments of the leerned author [Keble] < unwrittsn as well a» written,”

tradition,  certain remains or fragments of the t

of Apostolical dectrines

and Chureh rules;’ in other words an oral law, * indspendent of, and distinct
from the traths which are directly seriptaral ¥ which traditions are to be receiv.-
od ¢ apart from il Seripture evidencs, as traditionsty of cotamon lnws sccledins-
tical,” 8o that it appears that Scrrrrons and URWwRITTEN a5 well wRlTrEr
TRADITION are, taken together, the joint rule of faith.”— M’ Hvaine, p. 310,
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Whan we consider that no ellusion to unwritten injuactions ia don-
tained in the writinga of the fathers of the first iwo centuries ; {(which
was certninly the moat probable period for their prevalence)—that
the fathers of the third end fourth centuries frequentiy differ from
each other in matters of greater or less imporiance, in such & way
as 10 show the impossibility of any traditions which were infaliible;
—-that the first apperl to floating traditions, as costaining articles of
belief in addition to Holy Writ, was mada by the Valentinian here.
tica j*—that It was the commoen manceuvra of heretics to prefer this
claim j*—and particularly when wa consider that the fathers them-
selves always appesled to Scripture as the only infallible rule of faith
and prastice, it seems incredible that any person, with the Bible in
his hands and its spirit in his heart, shouvid still resort to such a
phaniasm of man’s imagination. ¢ This we do affirm that, having
Jour different accounts of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, the last written
for the very purpose of making the account complete, and above
twenty Epistles written by the Apostles to explain it still further—te
szy that any thing a! all important has been omitted, is a libel upon
that Holy Spirit by whom the Apostles were guided.” Let those,
who are disposed to profene the word of God by exalting tradition,
romember the words of our Lord sgainat the Pharisees who wers
irent advocates of oral communications: ¢ Why do ye iransgress
the commandments of God by your tradition #” (Mark vii, 9.) And
agein, ** ye have mede the commandment of God of none effect by
your fradition. {vii, 13.) And again,  bewnre lest eny man spoil
you afer the traditions of men.” (Col. ii, 8.) :

2, Bishop Doane agrees with the Catholics, in maintaining that
the BinLx 18 AN OBSCURE BCOK.
Bisuor Doaxsz. Brsuor M'Irvirar,
* I reply ta the vemork that “the ¢ Yes, you muy rely upon it, breth-
- Bible in, in the judgment of Oxford reu, this *joint rule of feith * will never
mory, a very checure beek,” Bichop D). loog consist with Lhe simplicity of the

t Irenany says of these herctics: * When they ars reproved from the Serip-
tares, they immedintely begin to accuse the Beriptures themsalvos; s if they
were not correct, nor of anthority, and that they wre not coosistent; snd that
the truth cammol be found out from them, by those who are ignorand of tradi-
tien' And Prolemg, the Valentinian, expressly asseris that * their doctrine
was derived from Apostolical tradition, handed down 1o them by = successionsl
delivery from the Aposties.” Quoted &y Goode, vol, 1, p, 809,

¥ 8o nane] war it for heretics to appeal to tradition, that Jerame suys of ibem
generslly, that they were accostomed to say—" We are the sons of those wise
men who, from the begioning, have deliversd to ua the doctrine of the Apos-
Ues™ “ FEHi aumue sapientium gui ab initio doclrinam wobiz apestolicam
tradiderunt "' Goode, vol. 1, p. 809,

# This quotation is from “Gesde’s divine ruls of faith and practice,” a work
of pro-eminent sbility, and auited to the times, This book setiler the contro-

with Oxford in the most scriptural style, It contains = mass of informa-
tion whieh is of grest prectical uiility, und onght to be in the hands of afl sta~
dents, ¢ & preservative ageinet Popish errors in regard to the reintive enthority
of Beripture and Traditien.




48

Braor Doarsz,

says; * Well; did not Peter entertain
very much ihe same judgment, not on-
Iy of 8t. Pavl’s wriungs, buat of * the
other Beriptores ' 2 Peter iji, 16 —
¢ In whick are seme things hard s be
underetood, which they that are un-
learnad knd gostable wrest, as they do
also the ofher Scriptures, unte their
own destraction,’t p. 125.

Biszor M'levirks.

Gorpel , . Alrendy texts of inapired
Beripture are weskened or contracted
to the nerrowest and most doubtful
senso . . . All this is bat too natural.”
p. 314,

When the Bishop of N. J. thus maintains thet the Bible is an ob.

scurse book, and of course makes Peter, as ons of its writers impeach
his own wisdom and the wisdom of God, who inspired ali the seered
writera, he endorses one of the maio perversions of Romanism. On
this poiot, our only safe course is to adopt that great principle of
Proteatantiam that * Howeper obscure any of the doctrines or state-
menéz of Scripture may be, there is no plainer report of them than
we can find there, that can come to us with any authority to bind
the conscience to belicf”

3. Biskop Doane maintains, with Ozford and Rome, THAT TRE
BIBLE CANNOT BE UNDERSTOOD WITHOUT THE AID OF TEE CHURCE.

In support of the position that the
Bible needr an interpreter, Bishop
Doane rayr, * Wes it Romish in 1be
Ethiopisn Eunuch to enswer, and in
8t Luke to record his anewer, 10 the
Deacon Philip—¢ Understandest thou
whet thoe readest I'—* How can [, 2
cept some one should guide me 2’
Acts, wiii, 30, p. 125,

“I mppoal to you whether we have
not bera & tolelly TALox PRINCIPLE a8
serted s to the rule of faith, Iappeal
to you whether thia is nol to magnify
the comments of men above the in-
spired words of the Holy Ghost. I ap-
peal to you whetker, this is not to make
tzadition an iniegral part of the capon
of feith,” p. 310,

The Bishop of New Jersey must be prersed in the service of Ro-
manism to offer -such singular proof. Ib the first place, this Ethio-
pian Kunuch, brought up in barbariap ignorance, was &s yet unbap.
tized, and consequently, eccording to High Churchism, he was under
the condemnation of mortal gin, and therefore unfit to be a teacher
gither to “irreverent disseatera™ or to ¢ Catholic Churchmen.” In

1 It gecurs to Um that the danger might be ma great, perhaps, of wresting the
nets and commentary, as of wresting the text to their own destruction, We
think that of the two modcs, the Bible itself is by xlf mesna the least denger-
oun, sud zapecially for the unlearned and unstable, who would fare very badly
under the guidance of notes encd comments, maile peradventurs by men zs on-
stable, if not an uniearned as themsolves.”—35. 5. Joeurnal.

1 If it be objected that scripture does not suifice for tke settiing of disputes, I
snswer, neither does tredition, neither Joes snything; hence St Paul says to
the Corintbians, among whom iradition was [resk, snd to whom be sent alsp, st
the same time, & scripturs, * If our gospel be hid, it is bid to ibem that are lost;”
and 8t Peter spesks of those who *are willingly ignorent:” in otber words
there are mistakes and delusions, for dispeliing which, not sven revelation will
suffice. I further snawar, that thoogh the providentis] pormission of errors is &
mystory, it is not so great & one as the providential permission of evil: and
there iv no more infallible remedy for error, then thers is for sin; there cannot
be, %0 iong a5 the mind and tke wiil are free, and the due sxorcise of that free-
dom v part of our probation.'"— Biehsp Onderdonk, of Fa.
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the next piace, this Ethiopian does not say ¢ Howean { nnderstand
except some High Churchman guide me 1" but ¢ except some one,”

that is, any one who understends the Bibie.—In the third place, the
Eurmch was not in possession of the New Tegtament, but was read-
ing & prophecy in the Old Testement, which, if interpreied by tra-
dition, binds us to the use of the Jewiah Trlmuds, including Mishna
and Gemara.—In the fourth place, the ignorant Eunuch acted very
wisely in calling Philip, or any one else, to his id ; and it would not
be amiss if some others, who ride in their High-Chureh chariot, would
let deacons get up and interpret Scriptures for them too, semetimes.
4, Bishop Doane, with Ozford and Rome, places the Cfmrc:‘a

even BEFORE {he Bible.

Bisaor Doanx.

It reply t0 a remark that an in-
guirer must go first to the Church and

then -to the Bible, Bishop D. says,
- # And is not this the vyxar arovxrn

on which 8t. Luke commended the
Bereans ag © more noble,” iz that they
sreceived the word " spoien by Paal
and Silas, and [then] searched the
Scriptures daily whetber these thinga
were 90.” p. 12,

Bisgor M'Izvaixr.

« The false principle will go on,
feating as doth a canker,’ The in-
spired word of God will be neglected,
and the traditions of men will take it
place. Traditiona snd Fathera wiil
occupy the first place, as we see in the
sermons of the chief Roman Cetholic
acthore of every ege, and Christ come
pex! or not at all.” Quered, p. 314,

But if inquirers must firat ge to the Church® and to Churchmen
before they go to the Bible, the question arises, which is the frue
Churck 2 1" says the Popel Or, which is almost the same
thing, * WE,” say the Tractariens! ¢ By no means,” affirm the
* mixed multitude™ of dissenters, ** TEE CHURCH IS COMPOSED OF
THE PAITHFUL BELIEVERS AMORG ALL DERoMINATIONS[” So that
the inquirer is more bewildered in finding out the true Church,® than
in discovering the true meaning of the Scriptures. And that this is
really the case, appears from the fact that Christians, though differ.
ing much io ecclesiastical name and order, profess generally the
same fundamental truths. We have always supposed that the Bere-

1 Even granting that the only true Church is the Episcopal, nothing could
more strikingly show tke folty of appesling to the Church for an infallible inter-
pretation of Seripture then the differences of opinion between Bishop Dokne
and Bishop M'Iivaice. The Bible meanz one thing in New Jersey; nod 2 far
different thing in Chic! And yet Bishop D. says ( Church upsn knees, p. 8)°
“ How could the sheep besr His woice, if the shapherds disagreed 1 If thers
were divere voices, which were they 1o follow 1 [A question weil putl]

Indeed ao great and serious are thesz vamiaTioxs or Eriscorscr, that we

- feel strongly persuyaded that Bishop M'Tivaine would not admit to deacon’s
orders & pordon who departed so far from Scripiure 8a to vindicate zud endoree
tke Tractarian system,

2 King James II, toid Bishop Burnet that the reason of his toming Pepist
was that he heard a0 muck from the Englisk divines about * the suthority of the
Chorch, and of ihe tradition from the Aposties in sapport of Episcopncy,” be
considered thet other tradilions might be taken on the word of the Catholic
Charch, a8 well es Episcopacy on the word of the English, apd he therefore
thenght it * ressonable to go over to the Chareh of Rome.” Burnet's Aist, of
own Timew, vol, 1, p, 245, guoted in Bib. Rep. 1830, p, 116,
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ans were commended for their noble spirit in searcling the Serip.

tures.
tradition. .

We never expected to hear them extolied as the advocuies of
Bishop D.'s interpretaiion is probably traditenal.

8, ¢ Cardoric consent is the great standard of Biblical inter-

pretation with Bishop Doane

Brsgor Doaxk.

« The true Catholic paetor, whe thus
tecaives the word of God with the
transmitted witneas of the Church;
who guides himself by the Holy Serip-
tarea, ot a2 Ae undepsfands them, but
arCathelic antiguily has revealed and
Catholic censent has kept their mean-
ing, will be chastised snd schooled,
by this submission of kis judgment?
to the wise and good of every age, inte
shat childlike.epirit which God will
bless.,”” Troy Sermom, p. 23.

(az with Ozford and Rome.)

Bisuor M'Irvaixz.

« 8o, then, we are to scarch the in-
spired Word of God, not an the one,
authoritative rule of faitk, but as the
doeament of what this Tradition (each.
es—we ara io eludy the Scriptures, not
in order to ascertain simply God's re-
vealed will, but to prove tradition by
Scriptural evidence—and the standard
of revelation ia no lopger the Bible
aloe, that is, the inspired word of the
eternal God in its plain and obvious
meaning, but Seriplure and Tradition,

tzken logether, are the joint rnle of
faith " p. 810, '

We ask whether Romanists are not altogether satisfied with Bi.
sbop D' plan of asking the Fathera the meaning of the Bible? The
spirit of blind submission to Church authority,in opposition to con-
victions of the undersianding, (recommended in the preceding ez.
tract) ta the very thing to bring Scripture into disrepute, and of
course to overthrow the foundations of relfigion.—As to ¢ Catholic
consent,” it has been well described by Mr. Goode: ¢ It ig just the
consent of some half a dozen fathers fzlling in with the humor of the
individual quoting them!® 'The Bible can hardly refer to this
# Catholic consent,” when it says ¥ Ssarcu TAE ScriPTORES; for
in them ye think ye have eterpal life, and THEY ARE THEY WHICH
TE8TIFY OF ME,” The reader is particularly referred to the remarks
on # Catholic consent” by Bishop Bherlock, conteined in a note,®

. 1% We hear mack now-a-daye of the submiseion of cur understending to the
dictaticn of our spiritoal inetructors, end io the euperior wisdom of antiquity,
an though the sutrender of our own jadgment and the blind adeption of primi-
tive useges, were only another name for Christien faith, Let it bo at least re-
eotlected, that the humility preseribed by the Goepel extends to every portion
of the homan rece slike; to the tencher no iess than to the pupil, But the
humility, sitempted to be teught by the dictation of aninspired men, inculeating
their owo theories as portions of Holy Writ, if it encoureges the prostration
of the understanding on the eue part, is no lese favorable to spiritpal tyranny
und degmatiem on the sther,” Shutddeworth on Tradition, p. 121,

24 As for expounding Scripture by the unasimous coosent of primitive Fu-
thers, this is indeed the rule which the Couacil of Trent gives, and which their
doctord swear to observe. How well they keep this onth, they ought to consi-
der. Now as to ibis, you may tell them that you would readily pay a great de-
ference ta the uosnimous consent of Falhers, cogld you teli how to know it
-snd therefors in the firet place you desire to know the agresment of how meny
Fathers makes an unenimous conani: for you heve been told, that there hes
boen ¢ ns greal variety in inlerproling Seripture among the ancient Fathers zs
smong our modern intarproters ;' that thers are very few, if any, controverted
texts of Seriptare which are interpreled by an unanimous consent of all Lhe
Fathers. If this unanimous consent then signify efl the Fathers, we shall be
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It may be proper in this connection to introducs the two following
quotations of Dr, Doane, #s being patural deductions of the mya-
tical love of antiquity and tradition, which likewise prevails at Ox-

ford:

Bisuor Doaixe.

[Speaking in reference f2 the P,
E. Theological Seminary at N Y.,
of which he is ex officin a Truglee,}
Hishop D, says: It should be conei-
dered whether tha entire omission, or
casui! notice, of the study of 1he Fe-
thers, in training the seachers of a
Church, which every where eppezls to
4 Holy Seripture and ancient suthors,’
and receiven 83 iruth only that which
ths first receivers witnessed of as trus,
be not & strange and most injurious
omission."i Epis. JAddreas, 1842, p. 9.

Also, + it sahould bs eonsidersd,” {as
to the Neminary) * whether the promi.
nence allowed in the course of sudy
to ke Evidences of Chrietianily, as if
it were an open question, bs mot a lay-
ing again of the foundations, incon-
sistont with the poaition of & Charch,

Brsgor M'Irvitys.

" But what {mitk Latimer) ie 10 ba
asid of the Fathers? How are thay
to be sstesmed T 81, Augostine replies,
givicg this rule aleo, thet we should
pot 1herefore think it tras, because
they say #0, though they sver so much
oxce! in holiness and learning.—The
Fathers have both herls end weeds,
aod papists commoniy gather 1the
weeds, and [eaveo the herhs,” p. 308,

« Henca the stern war of the Oxford
divines against the atudy of the Evi-
dentes of Christienity, as 2 way of be-
coming entgblished in the trath, in-
stond of Aearing rhe Church, and
triasting to so ffneinetive faith’ ip
kar testimony.” p. 194,

which for sighteen buondred years has
been the providential witness of its
trath.,” (1) o, p. 9,

The study of the Evidences of Christianity is certainly quite use-
less in a Church, which traine up her children to avoid ¢ open quee-
tions,” and to rely with iostioctive faith upon Catholic consent as
interpreted by Apostelical succession. 'L'he only wonder is that the
Fathers should be studied at all. Why not sHear the Church1”

troubled o find such a consent in expounding Seripture.  Must it, then, be the
unanimous consent of the grestest number of Fathers?! This will be s very
hard thing, eapacially for unlearned mer to tell noses: we can know the opin-
ion only of thure Fathers who wera the writers in avery age, and whoss wri-
tings have been preserved down to us; and who can tell, whether the major
anmber of thoss Fathers who did not wrile, or whose writings are loat, were of
the same mind wilh 1hose whose writings we have?! And why maust (ks mejor
part bo alweys the wisest and the best men? And if they were not, the con-
sent of a few wise men ts to be proforred before great numbers of other exposi-
tora, Again aisk them, whether these fathers were infallible or iraditionary ex-
ponitora of Scriplers, or whether they expounded Scripture according to their
own private remscn aud judgment. [If they were infellible exposilors, and de-
livorad the traditionary sense and interpretation of Scriptore, it is & littie strange
how they should differ in their expositions of Scripture. , , . If they expocnded
Scripture according to fieir own rearom and gudgmens, 48 IT 18 FLAIN TUEY
11D, then their authority iv no more sacred than their renson in; and’thoms
wre the bost oxposiiors, whether ancient or modern, whose expositions are
backed with the best rensons.’—Goode’s Div, Bule, p. 214-5,

11f the Hoose of Bishops intend to introduce more of the Fathers inte the
Bemicsry, wo most respectfolly suggest, as sn excellont introduction to the
same, “Daills’ vn fhe righl ute of the Fathers,"—a slandard work recently
publisked by ihe v Presbyterinn Board of Poblication,”
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-One more quotation on the Rule of Fuith and Tradition- will be
sufficient for the purposes of this Brief Examination.

Bisaor Douxe,

[Bishop D., when apeviing of the
Rule of Faith, freguently appeals 10]
“ HoLY SCRIPTORE AND ANCIZNT AV-
Taoes,” as in Hricf Erx. p. 182, aad
p. 308, = Troy Sermonm, p. 2., &, &e,,
Again s # The Church coery where spe
penin to * Holy Scriptures and sacient

Breanor M'ILviixe,

“ Not for one moment do we placs
tredition on the same fevel with the ail-
perfect word of God. Nt for ona mo-
ment do we aliow it any share in the
standerd of revenled truth, Scripture
and Tradition, taken together, are xov
the joinl rule of faith,” p. 31%.

suthors'” Convw. Add, 1842, p. 9,

This “‘every where' appeal of Bishop Doane, is only made onge
we believe) in the « Book of Common Prayer,” and then io a pre.
ace to & particular service; and even then in a different sense from

that which Bishop D, ig so anxious it should bear.t Whercas the
ArticLes of the - Protestant Episcopal Church expressly maintein
that the Bible sanong is the rule of Fuith. Read the following words
of the 8th ArTicLE: * Holy Seripture containeth all things neces.
sary to salvation: so that whatsoever is not resd therein, nor ma
be proved thereby, is not to be required of any man that it should be
believed as an article of Fuith, or be thought requisi®, or necessary,
to salvation.” Tha Homirirs of the Church also bear equally di.
rect testimony : « Let us diligently search for the well of life in the
books of the Qid and New Testament, and not in the stinking pud-
dtes of men’s traditions, devised by men’'s imagination, for our justi.
ficaticn and salvation; for in the holy Scripture is fully contained
what we ought to do and what to eschew,”

" If such be the doctrineof the Church in her Articlesand Homilies,
why is it pot also the dectrine of her divines?

Wse agree most sincerely with Biskop M Ilvaine, thet in regard
to the doctrine of tredition, * OxroRDISM I3 THROWING 1TSELY
INTO THE BAME DEFENCE, A3 RoMANISM, FOR THE sAME PURPOMES,
IN MAINTENARCE OF THE SAME ERRORS.” p. 308,

I The Preface to the * Menner of tnaking Deacons " haw these words, upon
which Biehop D. lays s0 much atresa: = It iy syidenl usto ail men, diligently
soading Huly Scripiure and ancient Authors, thet from the Aposties’ lima
there have been three orders of Ministers in Christ’s Church—Bishops, Prioets
sad Doscons.” These words, a0 frequently guoted by the Di of New
Jersey, Wb prove thet his Church mekes tradition fhe tnterpreter of Scripture
fall many degrees short of the Oxzford mark, &s we 1hick any candid mind wiil
sdmit. As this is the only pasange in the Acticies and Ritval of the Church
to prove the {ranscendant muthority of tradition, it is not sirsnge that it is seized
wiih the fresh Jdeligh! sttending w gremt diacovery, and qguoted and se-quoted
until its origiual end bumble meaning is quite obscured in ihe splendor of tis
glorification, We havs to doubt that mont Episcopalians, would be willing to
uny, that the passage simply implied the toncurrence of sncient authors in the
wotuai existencs of the Episcopacy whith Seripture at first sapctioned,

Faor ourselves, we confoss that the passsge bas always seemed to admit that
Diocessn Episcopacy was very difficult to be foand in Scripture.  This intar-
pretation derives a presumption in its favor from the fact ihat so eppenl is no
whore clie mede to “Ancien! authors,”” If this be the mesniag sttached to the
pusasge by Bishop Duane, we rejoice heerlily over cur matasl rgreement.

T




Ho
XXIiv. @pogtolic Kuccession. Figh-Ehurch Elaims &¢.

Tha doctrine of Apostolic succession was one of the firt points
taken up by the Oxford Tractariens, s appesrs from Mr. Percival's
letter. We deeply regret thut Bishop M'llvaine has not exposed the
ebsurdity of such clains. Indeed we czn hardly eccount for his
silence on thig point, vnless, from prudential considerations, he wan
induced to avoid an additional exciting topie, when he had already
thoroughly overthrown the foundationa of the false system. Even a
calm exposition of High-Church claima might aiso, perhaps, hava
been conaidered 100 personal towards some in the « House of Bi-
shops.”——In our remarks under this head, we propose to show
that the T'rectarians and Bishop Doene agree, [ with the Pepists)
1. In the necessity of a regular Apostolic Succession of Bishops,
through which channel alone, grace is transmitted. And 2d conse.
quently that they agree in unchurching other Protestant Churches,
ard in abusing the Reformers. We shall alsc show, 28 we proceed,
that these ¢ Catholic peculiarilies™ were not entertained in the early

petiods of the Englisk Church.
1. TheO

rd Tracts and Bishop Dogne agree in maintaining

the necessity of a regular Apostolic succession of Bishops, through
whom alone, a3 in & channel, grace descends.

Cxronn Wrrtins

«The points we ought to put for-
ward are the following :

1. The doctrine of Apostolic ancces
sion, as a rule of practice, .

The auccessore of the Aposties are
those who wre descended in = direct
fine from them by the imposition of
bapds.” Percival's letier,

[This doctrine is coniinaally taught
throughout 1he Tracts. Bee parlicu-
Tarly Tracts I, 4, 7, 10, 17, 24, 38, 62,
54, 60, 74, Tt in one of the well-
knownfundamentalsof Traclurimilm.’i

“The participation of the body an
blood of Christ is essentinl {0 the main-
tenence of Christian life sand bope in
sach individosl; and it is conveyed to
tndividus] Christisns snly by the hands
of the soccessors of the Apomties and
their delegates.”” Percival.

LY

sgres with

Bisnor Dosxx.

#The office which Timothy hefd
and exercised by the Isying on of
Paul's bands, in tranemitied in sn un-
broken line, entire and perfect to onr
time,” Offce of u Biskop, p. 11.

“ They committed it to other  fsith-
ful men,” whe should come after them,
end they sgein, in an unbroken line,
to us.””  Leede zermon, p. 19,

# Yes, could [ swell my voice, till it
slogld remch from Cenada to Mexico, -
snd from the Atlantic to the Pacific
ahore, it should be lifted vp te sntrest
#l! wha henrd it, not te be contant with
the word of God, without that miale-
try and those sacraments, which are
egually hisordinances, and rquatly es-
sential to salvation,” &e. Qffceofa

" Bithop, p. 26.

+Episcopel authority is the very bond
which unites Christians to each other
eod to Chrisl,” Tvact 10, # None but
fhe Aposties and their deputies could
be arid to Bave Christ’s warrant for
blessing that bread snd that cup. And

= Episcopacy is the Charch’s living
bond of enion with Christ ; the chsa-
nel in which the grace has been trans-
mitted through the kands of the Apos-
ties, which lends their virtae to her
sacraments, and gives to penitent wnd
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this {8 & matler pertaining fo sach faithful boarts nssnrance of aceeptance
man's ealoation,” Tract 62,p. 7. and salvation through the purchase of
- the blessed Crous; spart from which
ngimapncy] it fthe Church] could
ave oo connection with the Apostles,
and could claim Do piomise made to

them.” Burning Bueh, p. 28,

" Quotations might be indeﬁni!e?i multipiied, but it is unnecessary,
1a order to show 1he uncertainty hanging over the Apostolic succes.
sion, we quote, ae a specimen, the following, from the 9ih lecture in
Smyih's admirable work on this subject:

< Hooker admits that ordinstions hed offeniimee been effacted withount u Bi-
shop to ordain, ‘ and 1herefore,’ he sags, we are not simply, without exception,
to urge s lines! descent of power from the apostles, by continusd saoccession of
Bishops in every effectusi ordinution. Stiltingflver dectaren, that * by ke Joss
of records of the Britiah churches, we cannot draw dewn the succession of bi-
shopa to the aposties’ times.” There is, iz fact, oo reckoning for the Srat five
hundred shd ninety-aix yoars, until the lime when Augusiine was senl from
Rome to re-establish christianity in Britain, Nor is the record of thess five
hondred and ninsty-six years, any bettet Ropt st Roms then in Britsing for if
we come to Rome, seya Suillingfleet, < here the succession is ax muddy as the
‘Tiber iteslf,’ * and what shall we say to estricate ourselves out of this labyrinth 1
‘Who aan tell the dute of the consecraiion of Augustine, about which a jate pre-
laiic advocats differs from himuelf in the smail amount of fifty-four yoars, and
in refarecce 1o which we find Beronius contredicting Bede, and Dr. Inett mak-
ing confusion worse confounded 1 . The archbistopric of Canterbury, aaya Dr,
Inett, in bis Origives Anglicsns, had been void from the yesr 1089, in xli, sbont
four years, and the dishoprie of Linceln sboot u year, Towards the end of the
sighth crntory, this atme see was dividled into two parts fur several years, Dr,
Inett kimself sffirms, that * the difficulties in that see bHetwizl the year 760 snd
the yesr 800, were invincible." Speaking of the desb of Dunaten, this writer
further siates, that Ethelgar *succceded (o the chair of Canterbury the yeer
following, but dying the sxme year, our historiens are not sgreed who succeeded,
sume confidenMly pronouncing in fevor of Biricivs, und cthers of Eifricun.’ ”

As another specimen of the difficultics of hereditary transmission,
we may mention the historicu! fact that, for a number of years,
there were two Popes, each claiming supreme jurisdiction, and the
treasury of apostolic succession. Bishop Doaage, in denying that
Rome is the  essentini centre of unity,” argues as follows againat the
Bishop of Arath: “The essenrial centre of unity ! A pretty figure,
doubtieas, were it true/ Bor nHow was IT WHEN THERE WERE
Two Pores? Wgere THER® THEN Two *ESSENTIAL' CENTREs?
Oz wuicnt was whicn 1" (Bf. Ez. p. 213.}) Now we ask also,
kow waz it when there were two Popea 7 cro there then Two pE-
rosITONIES OF APoSTOLIC oRack T or wulon was wuicn?  For our.
selves we do not care which was * whick ;" for we abjure this eccle=
sinstical witeherafl, which professes to delineate the only course of
the regular minisiry and the operations of God’s Spirit, But how
our {riend, Dr. Doaune, is to decide between *¢ which and which,” is
a point which we are very much at a losa to determine. We should
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not advise any one to risk his salvation apon the right solution of
this historical puzzle.! ,

In regard to these extravagant and absurd opinions, it has beea
well remarked:

“ Wa sincerely pity the man who believes them. His chanee of heaven, if
we may use such lenguage, is on bis ows principles, tlender indeed. The man,
whoase titls to his eatate depends upon hie being abie to prove that there hos
been no invalid marrisge in the line of bis ancestry for two thoussnd years,
woulld be weil off, compared with him whose hope of raivation reats on 1he
assumption that thers has been no invalid ordination in the ecclesiastical pro-
genitors of hia parish prisat since the duya of the Apostien. Let il be remem-
bered that one invalid ordination (or consecration) weuld, in the cogrse of &
fow generstions, vitisis hundrede, and then thousande. Alas, for thoss whbo
have no hope but ou the uninterrupted succession ! Princclon Review for
1841, p. 154,

Branor Borxer remarks to the same purpose :

“ The condition of Christians were very hard, if private pemsors muat certsinly
know how #ll ministera bave been ordained since the Apostes’ days; for if we
will raive scruples in this matter, it is imposribls to satialy them unless the
authentic regioters of oll sges of the Chureh conld be showed, which is impus-
aible; for though wa were satisfied that ali ihe priests of fiia age were duly

18oms of the High Chureh have Intoly sttempted 1a trace their gensalogicsl
table through the early English Chorch up to 51 Panl, On thia effort, wo
maks two remarks. 1. Tbe existence of the early English Church 5o ona
doubis ; bot # is not an estebliabed historical fact that Payj ever visited Britein.
Wa quote from Burfen's Cliurck Histery, nzed ot 8 Mary's Hall, with o re-
commendntion by Bisleps lleane, 1 We need not Leliere the traditions con-
eerbing its Bret conversion [by 8t Psull; aud it is right to add that the sarlient
wiitor who apesks of Britein ss having Leen vivited by any of the Spostler is
Eusebive, who wrote ai the beginning of the fourfh century; snd ihe enrliest
writer who names 81, Paul is Theodoret, who tived 6 century Luzer” 7 2 7 Thum
what was unknown, or indefinite, in the first centuries, wan probability in the
fiftk, and eertainty in the ninetscath I—R. Our aecond remark e, that notwith-
wanding the existence of the early British church, the Apostolie line of suc.
cession was long since diverled from that chonrel, snd now runse through the
Porisg ordioations.  Avogusiine, whth 40 monks was s hy the Pope from
Rome to England, where he landed in 536, and marched 1o Usnterbury in ec-
clesinsiical style with & waving benner and & siiver crucifix ! T'wo years after,
Le was made Archlishop of Canterbury and Primwte of ail Engiend; the Pope
sending the Arcbbishop a pall, with presents for tho new Cathedral, including
Aely relice, &c.  Auguetine did much to set the Chureh in Bomen order; wnd
hence he ie truly called * the founder of the Englivh Church wa dintinguished
from the Bitish ” and » the great Aposilo of Eugland.” ( Blunr, p. 27.) After
bin densh, great confusion prevailed, 20 1hat 60 or 70 yeas ufier, there was only
one canopical Bishop in sil England, Wa now quote from Blwnt'e Hint, of
Eng. Ref., which has a recommendatary letter by Bisiiop Doane: T'wo of the
prorincisl kings, * consulted logether on tho sctuzl conidition of the charch, end
came to s determination, in which the cburch itsell concurred, to send & priest
of their common choosing to Hous, tv be there coneecrated Archbiviap ‘;f
Canterbory, who might henceforih supply the tcct of Englund canenically
und sed in order ity ecclesitical rites.  ‘Theodore. & monk of Cilicia, was ace
eordingly designated by 1the Pope Archbishop of Canterbury, [about the yenr
670] end despatched to Englend.” (p. 31, 32.) This Popish Monk wan the first
Archbishop of Canterbury, * to whom the univereel Church of Englasd sabmit-
ted.” He ordained bishops, re-orduined those whose commission wae irreguiar,
dnd reduced the scclesiasticsd atfaira of the istand to sowce order. The St Gve
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shlsined, yet if wo be not as sure that all who ordeined them hod ordersrightly
givan them, and so upward 1tll the duyse of the Aposties, Lhe doubt wili etill re-
main."  Quoted in Ch. Obs. *38, p. 857,

Nothing can be more certain than that the grentest uncerieinty
and obscurity exist in regard to various links in the chain of Apus-
tolic succession § and thal the most vile doctrines of Anti-Christ and
the most disgusting immoralities——such as cunnot belong 1o a true
Church—have thovoughly defiled the line of ancestry, which pre-
tendsy to exclusive fetlowship with the Aposties—Nor is cven the
new American succession cntirely frec from all eznonical douby,t—
In short, this theory, unsupported by Seripture, nnd unsupporteble
by fact, is a visionary idea of Popery and High-Churchism. [t waa
never incorporated in the sysiem of the Reformers, who framed the
Articles of the Church of England, and ixid the foundationa of its

Arehbiahops of Canterbury were Jigliuns. Bloot further sialea, “ T'here is much
in cur [wubsequent] bislory that is durk, indricete and uncerfein, Many early
church records have perished in the frea”” {p. 43.)-~such as those whirh can.
sumed the documents in the « Osthedral of Uanterbury soon after the Normea
conguest,” and 8t Paul's (athedral with ba chapier-house and the wiitngs
contutnued s it during rhe great fize in Landon.—Su that the Englich ordius-
tions were thoroughly Papisk, and are mureover not & little vdark, intricute snd
uncertain.” Between the Pope and tha Gres, English ordinstions ara very far
frum realizing 'in medio tutiusimus ibis.”
v'Thy chain of the « Scote-nglican” or American specession js by no means:
perfect, bot soma of s linka are certainly cracked, if not broken. Fur example,
wccord:ng to High-Churchism, Baptivm ja the instrument of justificalion; orss
Bishop Doane expresues it, “fie priufis them in by holy buptism into the Hving
gine,” (Troy sermon p. 25.) Now 1wa of the eatliort Bishops of the Ameris
cuen Episcopal church were never “grafied in"—unever received thiv “ sxcrament
of sulvativn”—were never canonically baptized! But can en unjsalified persoa,
who has not sebmitied to the ordinanuces of the Church of Chriat, mand in the
lace of the Apostles? Bishop Wairssays » If the prejudice siiould preveil, it
18 very unforiunate that iwo of our Bishops [Dr. Provoost end Dr, Jarvis)
never roceived baptism from the hand of an Episcopalian administzdor. So
thai who kinows whal scruples Lhis may cccasion, ss to tho validity of many of
oar ovdinations?, . . There would bu no certainty of a Biabop in Christendom.”
{Mem. of Ep, Uh. p. 282.) Now inasinuch as these two unlbuptized Bishops
wied in the ation of Bishops Hobart and Griswold in 1811, the whole
of the present House of Bishops bave « shadow of douby over their glory, Fur
Bivhop I admite that *un ordinetion which is merely prohuble, or unly pro-
bably sufficient =nd walid, ocly mnkes e probuble Bieinp, o1 one who
is merely probably & Bishop . . . True and walid Episcopu! vovution ie not
merely probahle, but cestain sal undoubted,”  {Briel Ex, 1. 228, Now lha
fact thel variowe ways have iven devisnit to prove that consecration without
baptiom is not'defeciive, shows that tliere is some “deubl” on this sulject, If
we tuke one of the salutions, viz: that * baplism hy a layman is veiid, if the
sesonligls sre preserved '—why may not ordinalion by o layman be valid, if the
sssontials are preserved T Eepecivliy mv Uishop D). teils us - the commissivn lo
feuch, being also the commission (0 buptize,” (I'roy sermon p. 14.) If we take
another wolution, viz: thet * these is a poauibilily of transmitiing the Episcopal
succession through persans wle are not menbers of the Church” —why awmy
ot ordination be thus tranemitted ! Whatever solution ia inede, it must equaily
benefil Prasbyterian ordination, bee *ihe iun to baptize is #lve the
commission to teach.”” Dut huvaver this may be, it is very unforiunele thai auch
sa.eveot as the consacration of Bishops who ware pever * grafied in,” should
have occorred in o Chorch, whers svery thiog is claimod te be AresTorye,
Bxt what adda still suotber shade 10 the shadow is the consecration of 1811,
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glory. The men of that age were ton intent upon tha grent work
which engrossed their hearts, to embrace a dogma of Popery, at
variance with Scripture, reason nrod history- Says JArehbirhop
Whately : + Those who framed the Articies of our Chureh elaimed
no sacraments| virtue for the ordinonces which they edministered,
on account of possessing the Apostolic chain of suceession, which, if
one link be broken, the whole is destroyed. They merey claimed
for themselves the title of being regularly ordained ministers of &
scripturally constifmed Church of Christ: Those who put forward
any other ciaim wers attempting to remove the foundation of the
Church from the rock on which it had beea buiit to plree it on the
sand. The Relformers put forward no exciusive claims."'——on
This will more {ully appear as we proceed to the remeining topic of
consideration,

when Bramor Wartz (we ho himeeif teils the story) #in the imposition of hindy
on sach of the two Bishepe elect [Hobart and Griewold] omitied the worde Jn
the name of the Fulther, and of the Son, and af the Holy Gheat” The officint-
ing Biskop was unconscions of the omission; and the firat intimstion of i te
bim, was by Bishop Jarvis in the way from Church.” (p. 287.) Now inasmuch
as great stress in fuvor of Episcopoey in isid upon the text “As my futher hath
#ent me, cven a0 sead I you,” it ts certain that thone, who make every thing of
forms, must feel a Hitle uncertsinty and donbt sbout this consecration, in which
no mention is made of the Bishops being sent either by the Father or the 8on.
Would baptism, with no mention of the nsme of Ged, be considered free from
canonical doabtsaT Why then otbe;wise with s eonsecration which bas zlio =
set form, the #rubric being seripinral 7 T'hie omiesion of Bishop White
made oo amsit stir at the lime in New York; and led to much discuseion in
shte newapepers, and in & pamphiet by an Episcopaiisn. The med of & Choreh-
man of the siraites! sect, may well be slarmed at the omission of any words,
especisily such important words, in one of the establichert forms of the Church.

But the Jdifficubty is increseed by thefact that both of the errurs, or varintions
from Episcopacy aHuded to, were unfortunsiely concentrated upon the scme
two Bishops, Hobart and Griswold, tho tatier of whom is now the respected
presiding Bishop. For niot only did Bishop White nmit the name of the F'rin-
ity, bul the other two Bishoys who assisted wt the ion, were the very
two {Provoost and Jarvie) who liad never leen canonically baptized! Each
omission by itsetf might well cauns doubt in & cosacieniious edvucate of forme}
but when the two sre blended, assurance of no invelidity ia very far from being
s doubly sure.”

There is still another uncertainty in the case of Bivhop Seabury; who fail
ing to abtain ordination in England, was oblige:d 10 seok it in Hcotland, where'
ke obtcined it. But inasmuch ne severai Covenanters, who hail never received
sny other then Preshyterian baptisrn end ordination, wers consecrated Beateh
Bishops, how is it known thst this bar in ths channel did not prevent Episco-
pul virtae from reaching Bishop 8.1  Morcover, even FPerceval, in his ** Apose
tolical Succesnion,”” admits that the consecration of Mickes, the aon-juror, wras
# jrregular and schismatical,” p. 133. But the present Scaiti<h suecession is
derived thrnugh buth of thees scurcen, ncconding 1o Perceval, pp. 186, 187,
through the Buotch and English non-jurcrs; and as loth are corrupt streams, it
follows of couren that sv far re the American succession is * Beoto,” jt in woill,
Bishop White (Memoire, p. 166.} snys that + Bishop F*revosst was npposed 1o
keving any 1bing to do with the Scotch euceession : which he did nat hesitate
to pronounce irregular’’  Ho that hero we have very consilerable doubt shout:
the first American Bishop, who of course has communicetad grent ecclesinatical
preertainty threughout the Diocese of Connecticnt, and thus throughout the
whoie Church?
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2, The Tvactarlane and Bishop Doane agree in unchurching
other Protestant Churches, and in abusing the Reformers. This
ia the catural result of their pretension 10 Apostiolic succession, as

the only chaansl of grace.

Ozvosn Warirzng

" The privilege of the visible Church

i{s to ba herein like the ark of Nosh,

that, for any thing we know 10 the con-

trary, all without it ere iost sheep,”
TFract 4.

“ The English Church claims to be
merely Refarmed, nat Protestant, end
it reprictiaese any fellowship with the
mired multttucde, which crowd tngeth-
or, whether at home or abroad, under
w mere politicat benner’" P'ract 71, -

“8p far frem its being & strange
thiag, that Protesiant sects are not *in
Chrint,’ in the same fulpese lhat we
wre, it i more accordant 1o the scheme
of the world, that they should fie be-
# ur and k Tract 47.

“ We are of *fhe Cherch,” pot ¢ the
Episcepal Church 3 to call ourselves
Episcopaiinna, is to imply ther we dif-
fer from the mass of diseenters mainly
Iz church-goverament and form, in
matter of doctrine merely, and not of
fuet, whereas tho difference is, tbal we
wre here and they there: we 7% TRX
Cagnen, and they our or 17." Br
Crit. 26, p. 341,

3 repest, the Bishops wre Apostles
to us,~The mzzrixezns have no
hesd, thoy nre wll mized logether in a
confured way” Tract 10.

« Whatever be our private differen-
ces with the Roman Cathoiics, we may
joie with them in condemning Socini-
anwe, Beptists, Indepondents, Quakers,
and the like,” Tracie, vo!, 1., p. 608,

Py

These quotations sufficiontly indicete the spirit of the

agres with

TNlisror Deawe.

#Thots trumpet wards of Pagl 1o the
Ephesinns + Ons Lord, ons Feith, ona
Beptism," ere shrunk from as disconr.
teous to {he great Diana of our Ephes
sz, which rejoices in that deacriplive
titls, ** ather denominatione p. 161,

© The simple feith has been conced-
¢d, sa the price of penca, of through
the fletlery of smoalk words, to the
miwed mulisinde of their [Lother and
Calvin] discordant followers.”™ p. 151,

4 Aye, ‘there's the ruk ' Bot really
it eannot be wvnided. The * Proresi-
ant denominatinns’ complained of, as
unichurched at Oxford, may go farther
{to Geneva) snd fare worse.” p. 26,

# The aceming harshness of the in.
ference, the ronelusion that the lows of
salvation must follow the failure in
aby of these cesentisls, may be snfely
left to the deplh of the riches of grace.”
Office of Bishap, p, 28.

I shrink from the suspicion of n
more profound respect for schism b a
Geneva cloak then in s Roman vest.
ment” p, 189,

1 lock with equal favor on the
schismatic of every form.” p, 189,

“The very heat snd wogrinsss of
Protestant divisions are bul the sscape
of acrid homonrs, which relicoe she sye-
{em.”— Church upon kneer, (1) p. 18,
xford

Tracts, and of the Bishop of New Jersey. It is & epirit of aliena-
tion from Protestant Churches, and a rejection of their title to the
fellowship of Christ.

Now, any one acquainted with the history of the Reformation,
knows that a stroog unity of feeling existed between the Reformers
in England znd on the Contisent ; so much so that the laiter were
cobstantly consulted by the former, in matiers pertaining to the Re.
formation in Englacd. John Knox, the father of Presbyterianiam in
8cotland, was ope of King Edward’s Chaplains, assisted in revising
tbe Liturgy, sod in formiog the Articles;* end was offered o Bish-

M'Crie’an Life of Knos.
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oprie, which he refused from conscientious convietions, Through
the agency of Archbishop Cranmer, Bucer and Martyr, both foreign
divines, were eslied to the theoloyical chairs of Cambridge and Ox-
ford, during the reign of King Edward; and on the nccession of
Queen Elizaheth, (snys Strype, chapt, 21) ¢ Peter Martyr, the great
divine, was ardently invited to come again hither,” Re-ordination
was not considered necessary to ecclesiastical preferment during the
reign of Eiizabeth, for maay divines who had been ordained abroad
exercised their lunctions in the established Church, Brsuop Burner
on the 23d Article snys, + We are very sure that not onty those who
penned the Articles, but the whole body of the Church, for above
half en age after, did, notwithstanding these irregularities, acknowl-
edge the {oreign Churches, so constituted, to be true Churches, as to
all the esscntials of a Church.” In 1581, when collections were
taken up in the Bnglish Churches toussist Gewrva in defending her-
nelf ugainst a Popish armny, the Queen and her Council, in their let-
ter 1o the Bishopg, call this ¢ a needful service to the Church,” and
admit that vthat poor lown (Geneva) haih served in this atter age,
for a nursery unte God's Church,” (Strype’s Griudal, p. 278.) And
Grindal, Archbishiop of Canterbury, in his Ietler 10 Lhe metropulitan
clergy, commenda to them this effort ¢ for the defence of so NoTa-
BLE AXD arNCERE A Cuurcn.,”  (Strype’s Grindal, p, 280.) Lord
Buaeon also weites “Yea, and some indiscreet persons have been so
bold as to use dishonoreble and derogatory speech end cenmsure of
the Churches abroad ; and that so fur as some of our men ordained
in foreign parts have been pronounced to be no lawlul ministers.”
Ia 1608, when the Scotch Bishops were consecrated, a question was
raised by the Bishop of Ely, whether they ought not first to be or-
dained Presbyters, as having received no ordination frem & Bishop.
Buncroft, Archbishop of Ceaterbury, who was’ present, maintained,
s that thereof there wayg no necessity, seeing, where Bishops could
not be had, the ordination given by the Presbyters must be esteemed
lawful, otherivize that it might be doubted if there were any lawful
vocation in most of the Reformed Churches.”” So likewise Arch-
bishop Usher, although he thought non-Episcopal Churches defect-
ive, declared: « yet for the testifying my communion with those
Churches, which [ do love and honor as true members of the Church
universel, I do profess that with like gffection I should receive the
blessed sacrament at the hands of the Dutck ministers, were 1in
Holland, a3 I should do ot the hands of the French ministere, if 1
were in Charentonre.” 1t is moreover well known thst, at the Syped.
of Dort, 1618, five English divines, including three Bishops, tosk
their seats officially as the represenislives of the English Church,
and though they defended their own Church, they did not unchurch
others. Even Archbirhop Sancroft, who was a non-juror, enjoined
it upon his clergy, in 1680, to pray “for the universul bleased union
of all Reformed Churches at home and abroad against our com.
mon enemies.  Archbishop Wake, ia 1720, says that be would not
have the ‘ iron heart” of * certain raving writers,” whe thought
that ** the Reformed Churches have no valid sacraments, and s
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pronounce them scarcely Christian.”” But it is useless to multiply
loatimonies. The London + Christian Obaerver® says it cannot
be denied that foreign Presbyterian ordination was practically, how.
ever inconsistently, reckoned valid during the reigns of Edward, Eli-
rabeth, the Jameses and Charleses.” Although Lpiscopal ordination
since that timo has been always necessary to preferment in the En-
glish Church, we do not believe that the foreign Protestant Charches
bave ever besn disowned by any considersble number of the En.
glish divines, The present Archbishop of Canterbury only reitera.
ted the sentiments of hie predecessors, from Crenmer downwards,
withthree or four exceptions, in his recent reply o an iovitation from
the « Church of Geneva™ to attend the jubilee in honor of the Res
formation, Dating from Lambeth, 1835, he acknowledges on be-
half of his “ brother bishops™ as well as himself, their + high re.
spact for the Protestant Churches on the continent, and sincere con.
corn {or their weifare.” He also ailudes to the ¢ illuatrious men,”
who were the means of < rescuing your Church {Geneva] from the
shackles of Papal domination.*” Dr. Whately, the present Archbishop
of Dublin, also maintains that « those whe framed the Articles of
our Church, clearly recognized the claim of every Christian com.
munity, who hold the great fundamental doctrines of the Gospel,
and administer the ordinances instituted by Christ, 16 be called a
Church of Christ.” —Such expressions of fellowship with other Pro.
testant Churches have been generaily characteristic of the Church
of England. 'I'hey appear in strong and scriptural contrest with
the unfriendly exciusiveness and alienation of certain Tractarian and
« Protestant Episcopal " divines. i

Let us now briefly exemine the particalar cases of LUTHER
and CALVIN,

OxeoRD WRITENS agres with Biswor Doaxrx,

“ Reslly 1 hate the Reformation and
the Reformers more and more.”
Freude, p. 389,

% The Reformation was & Yimb badly
sel—it must be broken aguin in order
to be righted.”” do, p, 433,

# Proleatantism in its eesenice and in
ail its Bearings js charscteristically
tha religion of corrupt human nature,
~—The Protestant tone of doctrins and
thought is cesentially snti-Christian,”
Br. Crit, 1841, p. %7, 39.

«They will see that the ery of * Po-
pety’ is Lot & feint, devised by tho
nrch-enomy of the Church, whereby to
harry men down the steep of uitra-
Protestantism to ita uniform end,—~the
*denial of the Lord that bought them." ™
Tvact 77, p. 38,

» The simple faith has suffered com-
promise, through an uadue respect for
Marrix Lortaxa and Jogxs Carvix,”

. 160,

“ While the Gxawiw and Gexzvax
Flerees sre rejecied, &r., the Catholic
doctrine which Paul preached, wili be
prociziznml again-—proclsimed a9 st the
firet ar:d owned in that oxx Crozean,”
&c., p. 182,

“ There is no ground for euxiety ! It
i but the sjoction from tbe Church of
the malign influcnces of cant and
Culuviniem, that now disturbs it ery.
ing with & lond voice, as of old, when
they coma forih.” p. 182,

« Whole Babylon is down; unroofed
in Luther's Reformation;

The weils Jobn Calvin overthrew;
B 3 ‘he A Aatian

Bome, # no doubt would stop the do-
molition st the middle of tho second
fine. But it is Band 1o jump but half
way down & precipice.” p. 157-8,
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Ozxroun wrirzas . agrae with

4 The perverse anti-ecclesiasticsl
»pirit, to which the Reformation on the
Continent gave birth.” Br. Mag. 9,
p. 359,

“‘Than many a achism o'erlespad the
bauks,

Genevess, Lutheren and Scotch diver-
sities.””

Quebed tn Br. Mag. 9, p. 31,

* (Zod forbid that we should aily our-

Bisaocr Doaxn.

« From the work of smiv-wirnsp
Geaxax hands, meking wmore haste
than apeed, there have proceeded count-
lesa forma of errar, heresy and schism.”
Elizabethtoren Sermon, p. 17.

“ 'Then many a schism o'erlenped the
banks,
Grxxviez, LuTnzasx nnd;Scotch di-
versities.”
Quoted by Doune, do. p. 38.
« S0 the German Reformers take the

wmlves with the offspring of heresy and  first step with Lorexe and Carvin,
sthistm,” Tract 24. -~ and the last witk Hegel and Stragsat
. Quoted by Deane, do., p. 18,

This language and spirit, so studicusly derogatory 1o the Contiv’
nental Reformers, and especially to the great names of Luther and
Calvin, are the more remarkable, when we consider the influence of
these two eminent men in {raming the Articles and the doctrizal
opinions of the Reformed Church of England.

As to LUTHER, we request the reader io attend to the following
statements given by Bishop M'llvaine. Al the English Reformers
were wont to speak of the grave and excelient judgment of Marlin
Luther, that most singular and chosen instrument of sefting forth the
Gospel of Christ.” (Pref. p. 6.) **The ArricLrs oF THE EncLism
Causcd chiefly derived their origin from Luraerax formularies,
Snme of them are drawn from the Confession of Augsburg, others
from that of Wittemburg, known as the Saxou Confession.” wI1f
any person could but sit down te the perusal of our Articles, in utter
forgetfulness thet Europe had ever been seriously agitated by the
Calvinistic dispute,® and with nothing in his mind bu! the controversy
between the Reformed Churches and the Church of Rome, he would
then clearly perceive that those ArTicLEs were construeted for the
most part on the LurHERAN system, aod principally as a rampart
against the almost unchristian theslogy of the schools. Thus we
bave two very important auxiliaries, in case of any difficuity in vn-
derstanding the precise meening of our standard compositions; (1)
the writings of Luruer and his associates, especiaily of Melancthen,
together with the Augsberg Confession, which the latter composed,
from materigls prepared by LuTnen ; and (2) the doctrines of the
Charch of Rome.  (See Bishop M Hoaire, p. 321.)

From these remarks it is evident that Luruez ought to be held
in high esleem, by those who profess any attachment to the ArrIicLke
of the Episcopal Church

L Bivhop Bavenant obsorves that Melanethon # for the snbstance of doctrine,
acknowledged his agreement with Calvin,” And Bithep Burnel is obliged to
admit concerning Lutherthat " it wes no wonder if e, without a stzict examin-
ing of the maller, espoused all Auptin’s opinions.”” (17th Art.)

Teplady saye « The plain truth is, Luther himseif was an absolyte predesti-
narian : and was as able and resolute 4 defender of God's elerml, irrespeclive
decrees, sa Calvin or any otber.” (614,} : .
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 Asto CALVIN, hie influence upon the theology, and even Litur.
gy, of the Churchof England was perhaps greater than that of La-
ther—certainly it was very extensive. The first Liturgy under Kiog
Edward, containing a number of things at variance with the opinions
of the Continental Reformers, Calvin wrote to Somerset, the Lord
Protector, ohjecting to prayers for the dead, chrism, and extrems
unction,—which were accordingly expunged at the revision of the
Liturgy in 1551, FEwen Heylin, a High Churchman of the strictr
esf zort, admits: < Here the bosiness might have rested [without be-
ing revised) if Calvin’a pragmaticai spirit had notinterposed.’ *The
firgt Liturgy, being disiiked by Crlvin, was broaght under revision,?
: This was done to give satisfaction unto Calvin'scavils,”” Aad again,
asys Heylin: ‘The great business of this year was the taking down
of Altars by public authority ; the principa! motive whereonto was
in the first place, the opinion of some dislikes, which had been taken
by Calvin against the first Liturgy.” 8o high was Calvip in King
Edward's {evor, that Archbishop Cranmer wrote to him, saying that
he could not do any thing more profitable than to write often to the
King. Indeed no writer speakas disrespectfully of Calvin, until the
rise of Armintagism 60 or 70 years afler his death. Inasmuch as
Calvin’s Form of Church government, differed from that of England,
the ground of the respect entertained for him must have been his doc.
trine.* Certainly the great body of our eariy Reformers were predes.
timarigns. The martyrs, Tyndal, Lambert, Bernes, Patrick Ham-
ilton, John Rogers, Bradford, &c. were ail predestinarians in doc.
trine. So were Cranmer, Ridley, Latimer, Hooper, Bucer, Martyr,
&c. The 39 Articles were drawa up by men who very evidently
professed Calvin's doctrine. Birkop Burnet, who was himself ap
Acminian, says {or the {7th Article} It is not to be denied but that
the Article seems to be framed according to 5t. Aastin’s doctrine.”
*t {1 is very probeble that those who penned it menat the decreeto be
absolute.” '+ The Calvinists have less cocasion for scruple [than the
Arminiens;] since the Arlicle does seem more plainly to faver
them. The three cautions, that are added to it, do {ikewise intimate
that St. Austin’sdoctrine was designed lo be settled by the Article.”
p. 228. If any doubt existed a8 to the theology of those who framed
the Article, it would be dissipated by reading Nowell's Catechiam,
a thoroughly Calvicistic production, which was sanctioned by the
same Convocation that decided on the Articles, and which [accord-
ing to Bishop M lleaine, p. 413.] “may be received as a most au-
thentic voucher of the dectrines ;I} the Church, as understood in the

reign of Queen Elizabeth.” Heylin himself admits that « it was

t Jewel, in the reign of Elisabeth, writicg to some of the Continental Re-
formers, afier regrotling that the Queen would not sanciion a more thorough
Reformation, adds, 25 to doctrine, we have gons to the guick, and are pot s
nail's breadih from you therein,”

13 is bardly necossary to stele that the Presbyterians prefor a different form of
Church government from that contained in the Articles ; and. of courde that
they take exceptions to thoee Articles which relete to this aubjest.
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safer for any man in those times to have been looked upon as an
heathen and publican than an anti-Calvinist.” Parker, Grindal and
Whitgift, the threa Archbishops of Canterbury during the reign of
Elizabeth, were all Calvinists. The celebrated LayseTn ArTicLrs
put forth by Whitgift, were rooted and grounded on Scriptura! Cal.
vinism ; and “ whenever oceasion offered, Whitgift labored to coun.
tenance his own wrilings by those of Calvin; and eapecially out of
Calvin'a |nstitutes, yielding him the tile of a famous and learned
mant’  Strypes Whitgift, p. 683, This Archbishop of Canterbiry
boldly says of the Calviniatic Lambeth Articles, #1 know them to be
aound doctrine and uniformly professed in the Church of England
and agreenble to the Articles of Religion established by authority.”
Do p. 462. Under James |, who was himasell & Calvinist, the
Church of England continued to adhere 10 the principles of the Re.
formers; and the divines who represented her at the Synod of Dort
were Culvinisty, Laud, however, at this time began to broach Armin-.
ianiam ; but even in the [oHowing reign of Charles L., the greaf ma-
jority of the clergy had not swerved from the Articles. Every Arch.
bishop of Canterbury, up to Laud, was a Calvinist; the Puritana and
their supporters had still a large majority in Parliament; and the
Court faction of Arminians was very incoosidarable in numbers. An
Arminiae elergyman was refused his degree at Cambridgeas late as
the 10th year of Charles L.  Onxford also continued to teach the doe-
trines of the Reformation, Indeed the Univeraities teught Calvinism
from the days of Eiizabeth unti] the civil wars, Heylin says: it
canuvot be denied but that, by the error of those times, the reputation
which Calvin hed attained to in both Ubirversilies, and the extreme
diligence of -his followers, there was a general tendency unto his
opinions.” He also adds that « Calvin’s Book of Institutes was, for
the most part, the foundation upon which the young divines of those
times did build their studies,”” Heylin's Hist, 626-7. Evenaller the
Reutoration, under Charles II., Bramor Sanprrsox (who wrote the
Preface to the English Prayer Book) saya «Calvin’e Institutes were
recommended 1o me, os indeed they were generaily to all young
scholars in thore times, 2s the best and perfectes: system of divinity
nod the fittest to be Jaid &s the groundwork of that profession, And
indeed my expectation was not at ali deceived, in the reading of thoss
Tustitutea,” In latter years, we do not doubt that Arminianism be.
came the prevailing religion of the divines of the established Church.
So that the celebraled saying of Lord Chatham hay much truthinit,
that the Church of England had # Calvinistic Jrticles, a Popish
Liturgy, and an Arminian Clergy.’” Dr, Sooth, also, in allusion
to Bishop Burnet's principle of interpretation of the 89 Articles, which
opened the door not only to the Arminians but to Arians and others,
declared that that prelate had given the Articles  {orty stripes save
one.” Notwithatanding the general decline ioto Arminianism which
haa taken place sioce the Restorution, & large number of the most
pious aud learned divines ip the Episcopal Chureh, both in England
spd Americe, revere the name of Calvin as & great theologian and
noble Reformer. :
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Such being the influence of LUTHER and CALVIN upon the
Reformation in England, {(es well as upon the revival of religion on
the Continent} is it not singular that some Christian men and Church-
men should be found in the 19th century willing to unite with Papists
in reviling their characiers, depreciating their services and disown-
ing their Churches!?

gonclugton.
Having now exhibited the doctrines and the spirit of Oxfordism,
we shall make a few concluding vbhservations, .

1. OxFoRbIsM 1§ A FIRE BRAND IN THE HOUSEROLD OF FAITH.
it is & system which commenced its operations with open hostility
to the Protestant churches. Iis flaming dogma of Apostolic suceces-
sion was hurled against the temple of the « Diana of Ephesus, to
overwhelm all » other denominations™ with ecclesiastical fire, The
apirit of the whole * movement,” both in England and in this coun.
try, is mertinl and aggressive. It is & epirit that provokea contro.
versy, that engenders strife even in its own commupion, that arrays
Bishop agsinet Bishop, clergy against clergy, periodical against peri-
odieal ;—=a spirit that casts out of the pale of Christian feliowship the
Churches of the Reformers, and builds itself up by the promuiga-
tion of doctrines, adverse to the principles and charity of the Bibie.
Such a ¢ movement” must do incelculabie injury to the cause of
Protestantism in general. And among its a&lmost necessary re-
sults is the repronch it brings upon the Episcopal Church; exciting
among other Churches hostility to her institutions, and a suupicion
of their legitimate tendencies. Nor can we doubt-~from the rising
opposition among all denominations in our laud to High-Church
Episcapacy, an opposition which is the antagonist of 1he uvafriendiy
exclusiveness that gives il birth—that the Oxford, High-Church
party are engsged in an enterprise injurious to the interests of true
religion. A system which foments so much discord in its own
Church, and so much resistance from other Churches, presents fow
scriptural claims for its adoption.

2. OxFoRDISM I3 DIRECTLY CONTRARY TO THR ARTICLES OF THE
Cuurca or Enoraxo, No Church in Christendom contains. within
20 small a compass, such a complete protesiation against the Oxford
doctrines as is conteined in the 80 Articles, The Articles were
framed with an especial reference to that corrupt sysiem, overthrown
by the Reformers, which the Traciarians are now leboring with en.
ergetic persoverance to rebuild, The doectrines of grace, beginning
with justification by frith—al} drawn directly from Scripturealone-~
are in irreconcilable opposition to the doctrines of the Tracts. All
the errora of Oxfordism, from Baptismal justification to the end (not
of the chapter, for that is not yet ended) of the present movement,
receive from the Articies tha most authotitative and uncompromising
condemnation. Whilst the Articles urge the sinner to go to Christ

1Bes p. b, right band column,
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for justification, and to exhibit a holy life aa its evidence, the Trac-
tariens poiot to the Baptismel Register and to the List of Church
communicents, The whole sysiem of Oxfordism is, in the lan-
guage of Bishop M'livaine, ® the very reverse of that which we
heve learned from the Scriptures, and which our Fathers have de.
clared to us;"—+an abandonment of &l we have been taught by
our Church to beliave, 10 be the true, the narrow, the only way that
leadeth unto life.” Whatever may be claimed in favor of Oxford.
ism from certain passages in the Liturgy, it requires a stronger op-
position than No. 80 vs. 39 to bresk down the AnT