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Wire the moat profiund wmensbion, o with the warmoest fockings of
may heart, T vetiurs L0 insoriba this 11ftde Work, with (he wish that it
were more worthy of such dodicstion, to the Mamory of & Man, whom,
in my mingd, T have nniformly cloased wiith thoss dghteons men, who, as
divinaly declared, shall te had 1n overlasting remembranes ; swl whiss
condsecending frimdghip, of the moat stifying Sescription, was bo me &
soores of the porest religlons enjoyment,  His charastier for evary
Christian virtoe was oniversslly sckoowledged, and the recollaghon of it
will erer be an eeelteensnt to msos whole doty. In publlo, his heod
Wil in every good work, dspersioy ahroad, dod givieg Lo ke pote.  Bot
hin priwte momificenes, in chwritica, which, to semre the poviy of his
Lore tu his Savioor, he kept elusely oumeealed from the oye of e world,
Tespt pass with his publls datribudcan.

I wug for yeers, snd yoar witer yoar, goe of hin privatc cbmogers, to &
Freat amonnt, umidsr repested cherge of the strictest serrscy: From
whith, howerer, I now feel mysdlf abaclved by biv lamented death ) agd
which 1 mentlon ¢ flustyete his Uhristian charsotar, and a8 an #a-
couragement ty sthers fo do good, for the ghory of God.

In the pleds recolleotlon of that awbabie worih which T wituesied, T
now, in the lang singre of my maertal His, with homhbla hope in Chrdsk of &
happy re-unisn, tremhling as moh bhops coght W be oo my side, ok
with firm trast Iy thet meredfsl Rodermer, who ie cor anly Hope, pras
wond, {o all heeolllly, bo aaseeints WY Iwhn ol obecurs DRme, With the
oame of ong of the best of Ohristens, wwl most braorelent meo, whom I
bare ever knowa.

Wiih thess warin amotbons of my heart, whioh smbraems most affee-
tioaatrly his whole anmerais Posterity, among whom the smishle ex-
anvple of his virfuss Bas B and 1 pevpetusted o the paths that lsad
to bliss, Tuis VOLTME Iy sOLEMALY IHBMATRET To THE MEMIEY OF SR
Wilssw Foapgn, Bingrer, or Prosscid, wha, with the lameatation of all
who kuew hlin, died fo the yoar 1854,
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PREFACE.

Is ﬂmmhmlnff_&miut.,mmﬂmmmdhumﬂit}'mPrimnq
lessone, Bat in the disputations, which diversity of opinion
with mgard to the Avticles of His religion—in itscll the
parent of love and peace snd unity—hae occcssicoed, thoes
firet leaneme are apt to be forpotten, although both mecknesa
il fimr pre up:unlr commanded o sttend them, {1 Bt. Put.,
fii. 13}, The deteckon of error, on the ome side, frequently
tennaporta men, in their too puswvnate, boweser just snd ne-
cosmATY uPPnE'Lt.inn o it, ing an error on the other extrema.

This hss been particnlarly cxemplified in the deplorahly-
dangerous eontooversice upon the meet eublime Tnefitution of
our divine religion, ordained by Chrigt to commemgrate 1lis
death, the soutee of our life; and to consgn the beacfits of it
to all His fasthful followars, consolidated thersby into the
elogest unity, until be shall come again from heaven to judge
the quirk and the dead.

The Chorch of Rome, in the progress of dark ages, first
dreamed mnd then maintsined the cowrmemoration to be the
substantial repetition of tha mg'u:lal sacrifice, which onpe u;-nl'_!,'
could be offered, and that only by the One Priest Himself,
Uod and Man in one Person. This astonishing doctrine,
which, to the horror of the eulightencd mind, pretends to sa-
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erifice in the Mass the very substantisl fiesh and blood of
Uhrist, & sacrifice in itself, and by its own inherent merit and
virtue, propitistary, which had uanrped the place of the truly
grriptursl and primitive memorial of bresd and wine, repre-
sentative of the hody and blood of Christ, has exorted, In many
very worthy persons, u strong prejudice ngainst the gennine
and troly Oatholie doetrine and practice of the commemors-
tive ancrifice, which the other hud supplonted. Bot this,
while it prevailed, and where it prevails, as it speaks ploinly
m all the apsient Liturgies, snd in the writinge of all the
early Fathers, plants the sirongest bolwark wguenet the ereor
( very sappalling crvor ) which was sbnmped npen the words
of the Romen Litargy, bat which the fivet reformed Liturgy
of the Chureh of England, reterning to the primitive standard,
perfucthy ovarthrew.

T'o show thie, ax well 83 to stata and illostrate the nature
enil gracious purpoas of thoe divinely-inetituted memorial, is
the dem'gn of the fellrwing hamhbla aitetnpt. In the mmentjr
of my hesst, devoding it to the plory of my Divine Redermer,
“wht gavy Hinsddf ou fering aod & Seerffice” for me
and for all mankind, sud, i hope of His acceptance and
blessing, I drew it np, after the best rearch thet 1 could make.
But justly distrusting my vwn jodgment, I reqguested for it
the perngal and opinion of 3 leorued and judicions friend, whe
most obligingly sent me in return & brief historical detail of
the moet remorkable moden opinicns upon the bhead.  This,
vonfidintly presovming upon: his permissicn, T will here sub-
jein, that it may serve by way of prefatory introdaction :

“In the early part of the laet cenfury, strong prejudices
were excibed against this decirine Gy the intempersooe of




FREFACE. ix

tontroversy, and by the suepicion that the wupporters of it
were renlly symbolizing with the Church of Rome. Of
Hoadley, and his Plain Aeconnt, I need sny nothing; for I

beliove he bas few fllowers in Bogland, end his suthority -

1w of little weight. The pressiling notion in the Chureh of
Englend at present, 1 beliave to ba that of Pr. Cudivorth in
hin Drincourse comosrming the drue modion of the Lovd's Supper ;
which is,  thot the T.ord's Suppar 18 nut = sscrifice, bot a feast
opon & Baerifioe,” Thia opinion ia obly msivesined slso by
Dr. Waterland in bis Review of the Docirine of the Eucharist,
ar laid dounm in Seripturs and dAwkquity ; by Bisop War-
burton in o Discourss comosrwang the satwrd and md of dhe
Sacrament of the Lovd's Supper, presched hefore the Univer-
sty of Oxfurd.

% Johnpon, in hin Tebloody Saevifics, maintwne, that the
Lord's Supper is o eaerifico an well o 5 swcrificisl fesst, &
sarrifice, mdeed, of no valoe m itself, bet anceptabla to God,
s representing, ot repasting, Christ's one Secrifioe for the
mms of the world, While bhe ably and lemrnedly maintaing
thig ]:nm'.ﬁlb:l:l, lia proves fncontestibly, thet it {s uﬂarly TepugE-
nant to the doctrive of Tronmubstontiation, sud to the Popish
sacrifice of the Mase. The same opinion jw with gruat clowr-
ness and brevity maintained by Glowessier Ridley in The
Clhristian  Pagsover—fonr sermons—in which the doctring of
the Lord's Supper it laid doum gecovding o the whold fewor
af Seripture and fhe gensrol consend of entiguity, ]:mm'hr.ﬂ
in Lent 1738,  Bes aleo his Ldfe of Biskop Ridley, Book i
noct, B,

% Dw. Hickes 18 suppoeed even by 1r. Waterland to have
been the first, after Mr. Mede, who muintsined the dectrine

L ey TN



X FREFACE.

of the Sucrifice ; and Dr. Hickes was 3 matked snd cbooxious
man, wgainst whom, os well ss his sssociabes, prejudics was
in that age almost, werwhdm:ing. Yet at the VECY S
time, D, Potier, afterwarde Archbishop of Canterbury, main-
tained the very sums doctrine withoot reproach. But Hickes
was oot the first after Meds ; while we have from the Hafor
mation downward, the moeat illuatrious names both hefore and
aftor Mede, whi maintained the mme se the truc and genuine
doctrme of the Chorch of England, agreaahiy to all antiguity ;
ach ae Poinet, Jeuwell, Dilton, Andrews, Hooker, Morton,
Cosing, Loud, Wake, Patrick, Bull, wd Potter, with Meds,
Hammond, Comber, Nickols, Bingham, Grabs, Hickes, Brett,
Wheatly, Joinsim, Seandaret, Bowyer ; to whom may be
sdded, Archbighop Hrombell, Rishop Fiell, Bishop Beveridge,
Mr. Thormdite, and inony otherw, whe all mointained thisopinion
ot only withoot offence or censure, but with spprobation, with
the simple exception of thede, who, ke D, Hickes, were por-
sonslly obmoxions men. DBishop dwdress pointedly says,
* Bome ndeed to eeoid Eef, in the Church of Bome's scnse,
fall & be all for sgwifeat, wd nothing for s ot oll; wed
whatever goes Burtler than ngnifest, they take to savour of
the caranl presence. But this is the doctrine of Zuninglivs,
und not of oor Choreh.'

4 It hag been asked, and the qnestym iaw-tainlyimpurhnt,
how can there be a fenst upon & eacrifier, if there s no sacri
fiee evem in gymbol . They who contend that it 18 o Feast
upon & sacrifice, awd w federnl act, withoot recognising the
ujml:u]ic.u.]. gacrifice om which the feast ix made, !}Ert.li.‘l:l]r take
un imperfect and macourate view of the subject, which is in-
consatent evem with the Ianguage which they uee, to which 1
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am persuaded that they are induced by a dread of the perni-
ciouz errora of the Choreh of Rome  He, who n the most
solemn serviee of the altar, {where prevarication would be
hideous impicty) acknowledges, that ' Almighty Gud, oor
bheavenly Father, did piva Hip only son Josue Chriet to suffer
death upon ths cross for our redemption, whe (by His own
oblation of Himself ones ofered) mede o full, perfect, and
sufficient saerifice, oblation, and sutisfuetion for the sing of the
whole world,” cannat ensily be suapested of believing the per-
nicious impivty of & sscrifics Fm'pitisburyintha pemse of the
Romich Mags, however strennonsly he moy maintain, as the
Chorch of England maintsine—' But, beforn all things, this
we must be e of capecially, that this Bupper be in eneb wise
done and minigtared, 5a oor Lioed did, and commanded te be
done, a5 Hig holy Apostlea used ity and the good Fathers in
the primitive Church frequemtad it.—DBut this mock we must
be sare to hold, that in the Bupper of the Lord, there is ne
vain ecremony, no bare sign, bo entrue figuse of o thing sbecnt,

S—Homily of the worthy recziving and reverend ertestaing of
the Szorament of the Body and Blood of (hrirt.”
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