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‘U eonfess that I do not understond the frame of mind that would lead
a teacher of veligion to profest against the Nicene Cread, and at the same
Hme'to join i a solemn service of which that Creed wnd ity doctrines form,
Jrom the beginning to the end, so prominent @ part.  Neither cun Funder-
stand any one feeling # right 20 ineile lo owr Commiunion Service o leacher
of the Unitarinn body which 30 protests.™

. —Lire oF Ancupizmor Tarr, Vol 3, p 70
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. PREFATORY NOTE.

This letter would have been printed long ere this had I
not waited to see whether the snggestion of his iriends,
Wi!len they were urging the confirmation of the Bishop-eleet
of Massachusetts, on the ground that when he became a
Bishop he would improve and show himeelf a different maan,
would be verified in the event.

I have waited in vain. This assurance of his friends, so
monstrons in iteelf, that one who has proved disloyal in
subordinate positions would become faithiul and true when
advanced to n higher office and entrusted with preater
responsibilities, generated a hope,‘ which has proved otterly
fallacions. The Bishop of Massachusetts has not improved,
and the Boston press has in effect told us “we knew as
much all along, when hiz friends were urging Dr. Brooks’
confirmation under the assurunce that he would muke a
change in his teaching and conduet when he was conse-
crated a bishop. Dr. Brocks is not the man to alter his
convictiona or his conduct. We knew as much all along.”
Buch is the smeer with which the friends of Bishop Brooks
comment upon his acts and words of anomia now that he
is the Bishop of Massachusetts.

I have not been deceived. I knew full well what was eoin-
ing. But it was wise to wait, since it wight have been
claimed by the same deluded friends of the Biskop of Massa-
chusetts, who were loud and persistent in saying, “make
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him a Bishop and bhe will cease to utter and do what

shocked the Church when he was a Presbyter,” it might
have been claimed by them and others, that I had printed
my letter before he had time or opportunity to show his
character as a Bishop iu the Church of God.

Ten or eleven months have elapsed since Dr. Brooks was
consecrated, and by word and deed be has cndorsed all
that he said and did as a Presbyter. )

Apain it may be snid, why not present the Bishop of
Masgsachusetts for trinl? I answer, because in his ease it
seems to me utterly useless, since on the authority of &
Bishop, who has befter opportunities for knowing whereof
he affirms than most of his brethron enjoy, two-thirds of
the Bishops of the Protestant Episeopal Church in the
Anited States gave consent to Dr. Brooks' consecration.
They knew full well Dr. Brooks' position as a fautor of
Tnitarians, as an avowed Pelagian, and one who repudi-
ated with something of scorn and pity for those who
beld it, the doetrine of the Bacred Ministry as embodied
in our Ordinal. They knew all this, and yet the Pregiding
Bighop, and with him a majority of the Bishops say,.as
io the presence of God, and awaiting the just judgment of
God, “let him be made a Bishop, we do not consider these
scts unrepented of, these words unretracted or unexplained
inconsistent with his making the promises of the Ordinal
and taking the Episcopal oath.”

Is there any hope that these Bishops, possibly two-thirds
of the American Episcopate, who say in. 1891, let him be
made a Bishop, will in 189% consent to his eondemnation?
It would be stultification pure and simple.



