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womy, he prescribed to them their duty. . Tlre ap.
proach of the Feast, 1s a particular admonition to-at.
tend to whatever may be amegn of removing our
spiritual indisposition, or of ;mortifying those cor-
ruptions, which, by provdking dereliction and impe-.
ding communion, might defeat the gracious design
of the ordinance. God is every where present, but
on certain cccasions he 1s said “ to come out of his
“ place,” *to come down,”’ to display his presence
more strikingly in the government of the world. It
1s by micans adapted to the purpose he does so, for
he is still the “invisible God.” Similar is his mode
of procedure in the dispensation of grace. Though
ever “the glory in the midst of Zion,” there are
occasions when he “he shines forth illustriously
“ from above the mercy-seat,”’ or propitiatory. Can
preparation be less proper for behclding the goings
of our God, and our King in his ‘sanctuary,” and
receiving his gracious visitation, than for witnessing
the stately steps of his Majesty, ‘“his glorious
“ marching” as the Governor among the nations?
The ordinance of the Supper is calculated beyond
others, for realizing in the most impressive manner
the presence of the Lord, and by the concession of
our opponents, has usually been honoured as the
medium of signal manifestations. Well, ¢ Thou
“ meetest him, that rejoiceth and worketh righte-
 ousness, those that remember thee in thy ways,”
—(Isa. Ixiv. 5. compare lvii. 3—12.) The re-
newed enjoyment of such an ordinance, may also
be justly regarded as worthy some public testimonial
of gratitude to God. Granting that no visible evi-
dences of “a time of refreshing,” should have oc-
curred, we are not thence to conclude that it has not
obtained, for the kingdom of heaven cometh not
usually * with observation.” The blessed cflects
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may appear many days after. Atany raté we have
ever ground: to believe; that urider 4 pure: dispensa-
tion ‘of the ordinance,’ much spiritiial ‘good may be
done ; -abd our faith of this, may well Be a founda-
tion of thanksgiving to God. Such.an-exercise will
testify our belief in his promise of maintdining the
erédit of his: institutions, according to their respece-
tive'uses and ends. It will “put-him in' remem-
t brance,” and shew that we are tiot- anmindful of
‘what he hath given ' grourd to expett. "And -then,
4 day of thanksgiving affords an opportunity of di-
recting the péople by public discourse; how to dis-
play their gratitutde in conduct suited to the holy
profession they have made. Is the return of the
feast anticipated with emotions of gladness similar,
Hay superior, to those produced by the antient edict,
O Judah, keep your solemn feasts i Have we joy-
ed, like the tribes of old, when it was said to us, .
% Go up to the house of the Lord ”’—then surely it .
must. gratify the feelings of the godly, to have an
opportunity afforded of * giving thanks to the name
“of the Lord,” for the rich dispensation of his
grace ; of singing to his praise, “ how amiable are
“thy tabernacles,”-and saying ere they part, for
their friends and:brethren’s sakes, * Peace be within
“thy  walls,” O Jerusalem, and prospérity within -
“ thy" palaces.”—~W ith a view to such’ blessed ex-
perien¢e, and in the faith of a-time of refreshing,
how seasonable the exercise of fasting ! ¢ None,
says a servant of Jesus, while commending the sa-
cramental fast as ¢ a laudable practice of our church,’
—*none, according to the method of grace, stand
* 50 fair for alifting up, as those who are most deep-
‘ly humbled,” James iv. 10. Isa. xi. 4. Matt. v. .
4 When a most striking display of the Atcne. -
A |
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_ment, and of its blessed effect, access to.Gad, even
Anto the holiest, was to. be magda to Israel, a solemn
public confession of sins was required, agtended with
fasting. 4And when.the seal of ‘} redemption through
¢ the blood of .Jesus, even the forgiveness of sins,”
is about to be dispensed, may .pot the people be
called to a gpecial consideration of their ways ! “The
-more extensive. and deeply affectipg the views of sin,
under which they approach the table of ‘the Lord,
the more eager will be the actings of faith on the
crucified Saviour, and the more abundant the cop-
solation -of atonement. The improvement of the
seal of God’s gracious economy, may thus be ex-
pected to suit its design better than otherwise.
Again, would we have a time of refreshing, and is
fasting one way of seeking after the Lord, and ex-
pressing an ardent desire that he would ¢ qlorify
“ the house of his gloryt?” How proper! how
respectful to the grand designs of the Supper !.fors
people to join together in pleading with the Lord by
fasting and prayer, that on such an occasion, as of
old at the dedication of the temple, he would fll the

1+ See the account of Anna, and others who wait-
ed for the consolation of Israel, Luke ii. 37, 38.
compared with Hag. ii. 9. * The glory of this
“ latter house shall be greater,” &c. The account
of the disciples after our Lord’s resurrection, Acts
1. 14. “ These all continued with one accord in
 prayer and supplication,” no doubt for the fulfl-
ment of the promise, “ I will see you again,” viz.
by that effusion of the Spirit, which was to glorify
the New Testament church. And the account of
the prophets and teachers at Antioch, who fasted
and prayed for an incrcase of the glory already be-
gun, Acts xiii. 1. 2,
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- honse with his glory, and accept the sacrifices of his
chosen; or that the Bridegroom may come in an
eminent manifestation of his presence, may see his
-disciples .again, and cause their hearts to rejoice.
Is fasting seasonable and proper in prospect of the
.marriage of a people to the Lord ? Is it a mode of
imploring the divine blessing at the organizing of
.a church, or on the commencement of a fixed
dispensation of grace? (Acts xiv. 23. Then
surely, for the same end, it must be equally proper
inregard to-those occasions, when the seal of that
dispensation is observed among them, when the sym.
bolical exhibition of all gospel privilege, and the vi-
sible representation of the marriage-supper of the
Lamb takes place. In fine, was it intended for the
mortification “ of our members which are on the
“earth?” it must be peculiarly seasonable. With
a view to the celebration of the Supper, we are spe-
cially enjoined to ¢ purge out the old leaven.”
There is a leaven of ¢ malice and wickedness,” or
other unchristian dispositions, which church-courts
who are ‘to separate between the precious and the
“vile,” have it not always in their power to purge
out by judicial procedure. Yet this leaven may
work to the marring of intercourse with God, and of
that Christian féllowship, that plenitude of fraternal
love which ought to obtain. May not these courts
therefore resort to the mean that God has appointed
and promised to bless, for mortifying the members
of the body of sineven in saints? Are they not war-
ranted to call for a public profession of this exercise,
and a genuine endeavour after it, by that people
among whom it is their duty to secure, as far as can
be attained, the proper observance of divine institu-
tions? The amount of their edict for a fast in this
light, is no other than the command of the apostle,
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which it tends to fulfil. ¢ Purge: out the old leaven,
4 that ye may be a newlump, even as ye are unlea-
¢“'vened. For Christ our passover is sacrificed
& for us ; therefore let us keep the feast, not with
¢ the old leaven,. neither with the leaven of ‘malice
¢ and wickedness ; but with the unleavened bread of
- sincerity and. truth.” R T
- What have we:alledged against all this, by the
opponents of our plan?: So far.as the anthor knows,
.only two things. 1s¢, That in-the ordinance of the
Supper, there are no .special blessings represented
and. sealed ; thatis, ¢no blessings appropriated to
¢ special occasions. This is the argument of the
same writer from whom our description of the ordi-
nance was borrowed alittle before. Does he then
mean to destroy inone part of his book ¢ the thin
“ he had built” in another? Yes: while the fabric
shall support the scheme of frequency, it may stand ;
but if it seem friendly to our plan of the days, it
must be demolished. To gain one point, we have
large commendations of the Supper; to gain ano-
ther we find 1t reduced to alevel with other ‘institu.
tions, nay with ‘the craving of a blessing before
¢ meat.’—DButlet us ponder a little his idea. - ¢ Ibeg,’
says he, ¢ the Christian to point out a single blessing
¢ to be supplicated or expected at the holy commu-
¢ nion, which he does not, or at least ought not, to
¢ supplicate and expect in every approach to God
¢ through the faith ot Jesus. Till this be done, all
¢ that has been, and all that can be said about the
¢ specialty of the blessings connected with the Sup-
¢ per, is mere illusion.’” This writer mly not de-
serve to be ranked with those who are “ wiser in
“ their own eyes than seven men who can render a
“ rcason;” but there are instances in his work of
bold assertion founded on the illusions of his own
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-mind,-which-ought to-hagve heen repressed: Who
ever pretended that the .blessings reépresented and
sealed;in .¢he Supper, are different from those ex-
hibited in the ordinary dispesnsation of grace? .But
.is the representing and sealing no special privilege ?
And is it not in various respects * appropriated” to
this ordinance, so as to discriminate it, not only
from the preaching of the. Gaspel, but even from
Baptism 2 On this ground, has:not the same writer
acknowledged, that the Supper is eminently calcu-
lated far promoting intercourse ‘with God, .and .the
fellowship: of the saints 2 1t - bag frequensly :been ho-
noured, suitably to -its mature anil:design, as a spe-
cial occasion of realizing the tlessings of grace,
-when all the goodnedss. of - the Ivord - has beem made
to pass before his chasen; and &:time of refreshing
enjoped.—2d/y, Fasting, it has been said, 1s propér
when there appeats evadent tokens that the. ¢ bride-
“groom is taken away,” Matt.ix. 15. But in pros-
pect of the New. Testament feast,’ the joyfulccomme-
moration of that event on whick-all our hopes and spi-
ritval privileges are - founded, when called to go
forth to meet the Bridegroom, and enjoy the signs
of his - presence, must be like putting “aew wine
“into old bottles,” a thing altogether incongmious,
and detrimental.~~Our Lord’s application of she pro.
‘verbs . aboutinew wine and' new garmentsyiteaches
the impropriety of fastingin seasons of eminent spi-
‘ntual ; enjoyment ; and thus we may grant the im-
propricty. alsa of combining that exercise with the

~ celebrationof an ordinance specially calculated for
manifesting his presence ; but to fast in prospect of
such. seasons, or of such am ordinance, is nowise
condemned, ratherthe contrary. ‘Fhe antient fast
on: the: day of atonement, seems 'to: have been con-
nected with the feast of tabernacles, and it wais helld
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four days before, mot duting the feast. Our faat iy
not kept on. the day:of the dispensation of the:Sap-
per. Had this: been the case, the charge: of iteon-
gruity might lave .bad some: plausible foundation ;

or it might have been supposed, the cheering exer-
cise, and ravishing attainments to be expected on
such. a day, would like the new wine, break
through and. destroy 'the mournful fasting frame, if
attempted. to be super-induced upon them.: But
fasting, we may. remarkfmher, is not always that
sad: or.mournful exercise ‘which they who mal!e ca.
lamities its proper ground seem to imagine.. - Thete
mre diversities:of . fastings, accordingto the object
in view, all of which might be improper while Jesus
was manifest in thé flesh, bodily present with. his
church. . Every one who reﬂects on' the inestima.
.ble privilége then bestowed in the mission of the
promised Deliverer, who considers that in him the
Father had given all.that could warrantably be de.

.sired according: to- the . -age -and the- state . of the
- church, ‘for deliverance, spiritual or temporal, and
who at the same time attends to the wisdom of the
pre-determjned arrangements as to ‘the circumstan.

ces of the Jews, and the success of his ministry,
‘arrangements the best suited to the fulfilment of his
. masmal,ﬁ-acvery' one :whd .pondets. these things,
miust perreivey.that fastng could not.be sanctioned
by Jesus, as citherrexpedient or proper, during the
days. of his flesh, whether for ‘obtaining' a removal
of the subjugated state of the people, or some emi-
nent spiritual interposition, or even greater success
to his labours.. He behoved not to go beyond - the
extent of bis commission, and it had not been ivar.
rantable;to implore an' enlargement of that commis-

sion.. -Bvery thing was:then doing. which waw pro-
.per to. be' done. ior the . benefit ' of the: church,
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aay, for the silvation of the.:Jews from temporal
wraths - :: . ST (AN S Co T
But ¢n prospect of the :Saviour’s coming; fasting
was both suitable and seasonablé. Now this'is spe-
cifically the fasting to which Jesus refers, ¢ Can the
« children of the bride-chamber fast while the bride-
“ groom is with them'?” They may before, but not
when the object is attained, or under the enjoyment
of his presence. Considering the exercise:ds having
a respect to the coming of the Messiah, the oceasion
was removed. Its continuance therefore arhong the
Pharisees, arose from inattention, or rather; wilful
blindness. to ¢ the signs of the time.” Even the
disciples of: John Had not sufficiently clear-views of
the -character 'of * Jesus, otherwise they had asso-
ciatéd with the children of the bride-chamber, and
desisted from fastings (Luke v: 83. vii. 19--23.)
But for the distiples of Jesus to have kept up the
practice, had not only been incehgruous, but a vir-
tual oppesition to the claims of their Master, which
the Baptist himself admitted. * (John iii. 28, 29.)
Is there any thing then in the passage, or application
of the proverb about ‘new wine,” that can be con-
structed as unfriendly to our holding a fast in pros-
pest-of the -Supper?! -Our- Lerd- declares; +“The
“days woild come when the bridegroondshould be
“.takeeri . amayy” .and fasting again become proper.
If the: words: refer- to:-his /bbdily absenge, these
“ days” -will be descriptive of the whole New Testa.
ment-period < -if to spintual withdrawment, they will
be descriptive of one special occasion -of fasting,
without denyang the propnety of the ‘exercise on
other pccasians, : Nayy may we not-from this very
passage argueithe propriety of the-exercise, with a
viow to glarious maiifestations of his pregence, such
a8 the Supper is calenluted to afford, and of - which:

-
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it has; been honourgd as the meanst? By organizing-
a church, or the gift of a gospel-ministry, the Bride-"
groom tmmently cames amongts a people and mar.
ries them to himself|l. Yet welearnifrom the
tice of the apostles, (Aets xiv. 23.) that-fasting;.
thh a view to the realizing of this spmtual mar-
~and its blessed fruits, is not' incompatible
thh our Lord’s discourse on the subject. ‘The re.
lation of the Supper to such occasions has ah'eady
been stated; :
2dly, The preparatorv exercises are seasonable |
and proper, on the ground of the .solemnity of the
ordinance~—The children of Isracl were frequently
,.zlled up-n te “zanctify themeelves,” vthen God
s about fo descend among thevs by the rymwn of
Im: presence, or caise them approach -unto Lim,
We are not.indeed ‘¢ come td the 'mount that aiight .
“be touched, that barned with fire;? thatwhs“ en:
‘“ compassed with--darkness and tempest.”  (FHebi.
Xii. 18, 22.) It will readily be granted that there
was something in all God’s’ manifestations to Israel
in the desart, correspondc'nt to the legal
and that * we have not received the spiritof bon-
“ dage again to fear.” We stil however, as the-
, | |
1 Inthe absence of the Bndegroom fasting was.to"
become seasonable. . Now, when abous to: depast,
- he made promise, “ I 'will see you agdin;” it was.
doubtless to be seasonable, with a view to the fulfil-
ment of this promise. But«one way, among others,
in which it was to be fulfiled, was *his drinking
“ with them of the fruit of the vine new in his Fa.
“ ther’s kingdom ” Compare John xvi. 22. as ex-
plained, ver. 14—1I6. with Matt. xxvi. 29. -
| Isa.lxii. 5. See President EDwARDS’ Sermon
on this passage. ,, -

S
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tle reminds us, “come to God the Judg of all ;”*
and in the Supper there is a special cxiubition of
this character sustained by the Father in ¢ bruising”
his own eternal Son, and putting him to griet.”
Seated at the table of the Lord, we are directly
brought under the verification of all that was im-
ported by the lcgal economy, in regard to the ju-
dicial character of Deity. T ‘here, while ¢ Christ
“is evidently, or vividly, as in a representation of
the objectt, ¢ set forth crucified,” and for our sins,
the grandeur of the eternal Judbc is more impres-
sively and affectingly displaved to our view, thanin
the whole system of sacrifice, or even on Sinai it-
self. The apostle in the passage rcferred to, arter
stating at large the superiority of New Testament
privilege, draws from it a con-lusion very different
from that which would set aside the idea of solem-
nity, or discard peculiar attentions to certain parts
of our worship. * We thercfore,” says he, as if
he had been afraid of the inference, that now we
have no necd to sanctify ourselves, afraid of incon-
siderate freedoms, even with the most disiinguished
institutions of the gospel state, * Vve theretore re-
“ ceiving a kingdom which cannot be moved, let us
have grace, whereby we may serve God with reve.
“ rence and godly fear : For our God is a consuming
“fire,” The allusion is obviously to the case of

T PROEGRAPHE, eorant depictis fuit. The Jews
had only “the shadow, not the very imige of the
“things,” such as the glass on which'we look pre-
sents to faith. Shall the exhnibition made to us, be
accounted less solemn, becausc clearcr, and wnot
like the mysterious shadows, aptto occasion a sere
vile fear?

0
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WNadab and Abihu, Aaron’s sons, who were con.
sumed by fire, for their heedless or presumptueus
eonducte. The apostle would have us remember,
that still God, as he declared on that occasion,
¢« will be sanctified in all them that draw nigh unto
€- him. :

Another example of the divine regard to solem-
nity as a ground cof special preparation, we have in
the case of the passover feast. The solemnity .of
this institution which rendered peculiar preparation
requisite to its observance, seems to have arisen
from its sacramental nature. As a commemorative,
and in its typical references, a sealing ordinance, it
was distinguished from other feasts of the law. For
a stated period God wauld have the minds of his
worshippers abstracted from the world, and fixed
on the grand import of the service in which they
wcre about to engage, ere they ascended this holy
hill. To this end he enjoined the performance of
certain significant rites. Now, en the same prin.
«iple, even abstracting from the relation the one sa-
crament has to the other, special preparation must
be seasonable and proper in regard to the New Tes-
tament feast, It is not less worthy of respect than
the former, nor are its nature and references, such
as to preclude our knowing it in any peculiar form.
The preparation must no doubt correspond to the
present economy. In point of time to be spent, we
need not, we dare notrecur to the yoke of bondage
from which Christ has set us free. And instead of
the legal rites, the sipaple exercises and forms of
Christian worship are the only succedaneum allowed
us. These however, are cqually, nay, in a supe-
rior manner calculated to instruct and direct, to ab-
strac: the mind from wordly concerns, and elevate
the affections to God and spiritual objects. The
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grounds of the paschal-preparation are notto be
ascribed solely to the genius of the law, as if our
having received the atonement, rendered any thing
similar wholly impertinent and improper in regard
to the Supper; for though that preparation in its
duratior-and rites, formed a part of the antiquated
bondage, yvet, correspondent to what was stated in
the preceding paragraph, we may remark the em-
phatic particle used by the apostle on this subjert,
—* EvE~ Christ our passover is sacrificed for us ;"
as if he had =aid, this so far from setiing aside the
propriety of imitating in Christian observances, the
Jewish preparation, should have a contrary effect,
“ Even Christ our passover issacrificed for us,” so
much the more solemn and impressive is the New
Testament sacrament, * therei%re let us keep the
% ‘east; not with the old leaven,” &c.

Farther, in awful dispensat.ons of providence, is
not the solemnity of the manner in which God arises
to deal with men, and calls them to meet him, one
special ground of the seasonableness of fasting and
prayer! We are not surely to be stirred up to these
exercises by the working of servile fear, or a more
selfish desire of temporal preservation. God by his
judgments would i1mpress deeply on our minds, a
sense of our guilty conduct, and thus excite to re-
formation. . If the idea of solemnity may have place
in regard to calamities, as justifying the call, ¢ Pre-
“ pare to meet thy God, O Isracl,”’ may it not also
have place to vindicate a similar call by the over-
seers of the church, along with their invitation, or
rather the edict of providence, * O Judah, keep
“ your solemn feasts?” Zionis still like Jerusalem
of old ** a city of solemnities.”” Such she was pre-
dicted to be in her New Testament state. (Isa.
xxxiil. 20—34.) And we may here also observe,
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that the grandeur of the Judge of all is not less vi-
sible, than in dreadful povidences, nor our ap-
proach icss affecting in an ordinance which comme-
morates the most uwjul display ever made of his
hatred against siu,—against our sins. ) Yes, it
wili still be retorted, ¢ but here the vindication of
‘ his character 1s exhibited as past, and we meet
¢ him as the God of peace, in yhom we may rejoice
¢ through the blood of the etrlasting covenant.’
And may we notreply, Every believer beholds him
in the same light, when he arises to execute ven.
geance on the carth ? ¢ Because thy Judgments are
“ made known, let mount Zion rejoice. The
# daughters of Judah may shout. This God is our
“ God for evermore.,” Psal. xlviii. 11. xcvii
1—8.) The persuasion of faith will not on such
occasions excuse from the duty incumbent. We
must * humble ourselves under the mighty hand of
“ God,” If the view of his character as the God
of peace be more clear in the ordinance of the Sup-
pcr, we have reason to expect our fasting will be less
apt to be tainted with that servile spirit which the
prospect, or the infliction of judgments, often tends
to produce. |

In fine, the more solemn the service, the greater
on various accounts is the danger of mismanaging ;
in case of mismanagements, the higher will be the
dishonour done to God, and consequently the dis-
pleasure provoked, whether paternal or not, must
be peculiarly severe. Sin, we know, is capable of
many aggravations, from the circamstances in which
it is committed. And will any one hold, that there
is no difference between failing in attempts at seek-
ing after the Lord, hearing the gospel while under
the influence of an evil heart of unbelief, or, let us
say, between rejecting the counsel of the Lord, and
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being ¢ guilty of the body and blood” of Jesus, by
a profanation of the Supper? Great caution is need-
ful: Even saints, it wiﬁ be granted, ought to exer-
cise a godly jealousy over themselves. Is there
then no propriety in joining together to ask of the
Lord a right way, and supplicaie his favour by fast-
ing and prayer? The exercise is doubtless both suit-
able and seasonable, such as the overseers of any
people may warrantably call for and expect.

IT may perhaps be said, that, allowing the force
of all that has been advanced on the two preceding
heads, still the preparatory exercises may be per-
formed in private, without the appointment or ob-
servance of any days for the purpose.—This will
not be denied. A reasonable suggestion temperate-
ly stated, always deserves respect. The thought
may occur to a candid enquirer, and it is not with-
out force. Such an one, we would remind, that
the defenders of the days never held them to be es-
sential, never maintained an absolute necessity for
public preparatory service. There are however
considerations sufficient to vindicate the appointment
of this, and which wili also have their due weight
with a person of the temper supposed.. He will re.-
mark, that in the instances from which: we have
argued, public preparatory service, on the grounds
tspgcil'ied:m:‘suzn.lr;"t obtained.. It was iq)poiﬁ:ed by
God himself in the cases of special intercourse with
Israel in the desart, of the passover and of the feast:’
of Tabernacles. The fasting too in cases of ordi.
nation, which are social concerns, orof calamities,
is publicc. The observance of the Supper is both
public and social, discriminated in this character
from baptism, though equally a sacrament. Besides

the personal benefit to be expected, it promises con-
o 2
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gregational, and even diffusive advantage. That it
may be blessed in its bearing on the public profes.
sion of the body, or for the confirmation of brother-
ly love, or as a season of revival to any congrega-
tion, there is, correspondent to these objects, a suit«
ableness and propriety in socially testifying our de-
sires, imploriug the abolition of all grounds of con-
troversy, and preparing for its reception. The.
candid enquirer, will also take into view the many
advantages of affording public opportunities for pre-
paration, and calling the people to improve them.
‘Were it not for these, we have reason to fear, the
duty might be greatly neglected. He will consider
the regard that the overseers of a church ought to
have to the due observance of divine institutions,
and the expediency of their taking order by all pro-
per means to secure it, as far as in their power.
Public administrations, he will allow, are fit and
warranted aid for enabling to discharge aright the
~ preparatory duties, and, as such, when circumstane.
tes admit, ought not to be withheld from the peo- .
ple.—DBut ouy next observation bears more directly
on the publicity of the service, and may therefore
afford farther satisfaction.

3dly, The observance of the usual days both suits
and contributes to the fulfilment of the great desiga
of the ordinance, as to the visible church. It was
one of our conclusions from the institution, nature,
and use of the Supper, that it behoved to be intend-
ed for such fellowship as might display the unity
_ of the body in profession and privilege. (Sect. it
Concl. 3d.) Now the usual days, so far trom mi-
litating against that frequency of communicating
which according to this design is incumbent, are fa-
vourable toit. 1sz, The rich dispensation of the
Gospel for which they afford an opportunity, has
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been found to be an inducement to the people to ga-
ther together into one place. Many are thus pre-
vented from satisfying themselves with communi.
cating perhaps but twice a year, in their own respec-
tive places of worship, and are brought to testify
their fellowship with their brethren in the Lord.
2dly, Take the case in another view: Suppose
church-members attentive to their duty; although
they should need no inducement to seek after the
fellowship of their brethren, yet, if under a spirit of
regard to all the ends of the ordinance, the multitude
. shall gather together, then surely there is a call for
arich.and more abundant dispensation of the Gospel
than ordinary. If we are ‘“to preach the werd in
“season and nut of season,” it can never be more in
season than on such occasions. ¢ When the people
“are gathered together, the Lord will give them -
“water.,” 3dly, By the observance of the days,
and the method of dispensation with which they are .
connected, the communion of the ministry as well
as of the people is attained and manifested ; their
fellowship is publicly displayed, both in the dis-
charge of their functions, and in the solemn act of
communicating at one table, The beneficial effects
of this to themselves and the church must be obvious.
Besides the happy opportunity of profiting each
other in private by taking sweet counsel together,
and in public by doctrine and example, how much
does their joining together in the grand acts of sca
lemn profession tend to confirm the members of the
church, and according to the nature of the feast,
promote the spirit of harmony and love among them }
How striking too, to the world, their joint confes-
sion of Christ in this holy ordinance! But let the
days be dropt, and then perhaps only one assistant,
* amere case of necessity appears; let weekly com-
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munion be adopted, and nothing of the kind shall
obtain. By the communion of the ministry, the re.
ference of the ordinance to the unity of the body is
more completely followed out, than even by the con.
vocation of the people. Besides, the people have
an interest in this communion. Not to speak of
- the results of private counsel, or public example
tending to stir up the gift possessed by each, and all
redounding to the advantage of their respective con.
gregations,—the people have a claim on the occa-
sional exercise of the different gifts God hath be.
stowed on his church. This is a privilege, which,
as far as can be attained, they ought to enjoy. Mi.
nisters are not so entirely appropriated to their pare
ticular flocks, as nct to have a general connection
with the body : * Now there are diversities of gifts,
“ but one Spirit ; and there are differences of admi-
¢ nistrations, but the same Lord, &c. The mani-
« festation of the Spirit is given to every man to
¢ profit withal. For to one is given by the Spirit
¢ the word of wisdom, to another the word of know-
¢ ledge, &c. But all these worketh that self same
¢« Spirit, dividing to every one severally as he will,
¢ For as the body is one and hath many members,
“ and all the members of that one body being many
¢ are one body, so also is Christ}.” Never can
1 1 Cor. xii. 4—13. Though in this passage
there be a reference to some extraordinary gifts,
this does not destroy its application. The case sta-
ted by the apostle is the same as to the gifts which
still exists in the charch. Those of the primitive
age were the manifestation of the Spirit, or sensible
evidence that he was come; and he came for this
among other ends, as they also indicated, to qualify
for the work of the ministry in all succeeding ages.
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the communiop of privilege with respect to the gifts
God has best@®ed on his church, be more fiy dis-
played, than at that feast which is intended to ma-
_ nifest the unity of the body,—a light in which we
- find it appealed to, in the very words which follow
. those now quoted. 4thly, The method of dispensa-
« tion with which the observance of days is connected,
. has ever had the effect of collecting a multitude of
spectators. Now passing the good which may be
done by a rich dispensation of the Gospel, under
differences of * administrations, and diversities of
« pifts,” while the impression of the grand solem-
nity of Christian worship affects the mind, and the
followers of Jesus are seen gloryingin his cross,—
to say nothingof this, the best op[;ortunity is attain-
ed of ministers and people jointly fulfilling that great
end of the ordinance, which lies in publicly ¢ shew-
“ing the death of Jesus.” How grievously, with
respect to this end, did the primitive churches err
in their missa, or dismission of all but communi-
cants, when the Supper was to be held ! Let us not
make even such anapproach to their error as weekly
communion exhibits, or any plan that would nearly
limit the publicity of our conicssion in this ordie
nance, to ourselves. If we waould shew forth the
death of Jesus to the world, if under the banner of
aholy profession we would glory in his cross before
men, let us adhere to that plan, in following which
we may ever expect to be ‘“ compassed about with a
“ cloud of witnesses.” The consequences too on
spectators, which are not foreign to the purpose of
- “shewing the death of Christ,” may redound to
~ the honour of our crucifiert; but risen Lord, and to
the advancement of his kirgdom.
Having disproved the unwarrantableness of the
 sonnection between the days and the Supper, and
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endeavoured to shew grounds fronasthe ordinance
itseli which may justify their appt%nent and ob.
servance,—we add, asa ‘

II1I. Prorosition, That there are intimations of
the mind of Christ and his Spirit in Scriprure, which
favour the practice. We shall not dwell here on
the adaption of various Psalms to our pian of cele.
brating the New Testament feast ; though this has
often struck the minds of the godly, and diffused
through their exerclse a peculiarly pleasing anima.
tion, as if our only sanctioned vnd sacred litnrgy,
had been designedly formed to suit the service, and
express their emotionst.” Nor sha'! we recur as

t We might specify in their order as adapted to
the plan, Psalms cxxii. li. xlit Ixiii.  Ixv. Ixxxiv,
Some single Psalms secm to recognize the very mode
of procedure, as the xxv.. divided into two part- at
the 8th versc; others comprize all that pertains to
the plan, asif writtento de_cribeit, cxvi. But the
opponents of the plan will make no account of all
this ; thev can easily construct Psalms adapted to
whatever plan they may invent. Our mode is ac-
cused of Judaism, and no wonder, they may think,
the Jewish Psalms should suitit. As the Spirit,
however, has not thought fit to provide a new system
of Psalmody, we may conceive he regarded the
one already with the church, as sufficiently adaptec
to everv warranted part or mode of worship in the
New Testament state. Had even the adaption of
the Psalms suggested the plan, (and it probably ha:.
its influence,) this had been no inconsiderable testi-
mony in our favour. The provision in the Psalrs
has certainly seemed to sanction it, and contributed
to its general reception.  In the great Hallel, a part
of which, it islikelv, was sung after the first cele
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we might, en anew ground, to the Passover. In
censidering solemnity as a proper foundation for
preparatory service, we appealed to the solemnity of
that feast, as one reason of the preparation enjoined ;
we might now take up the substitution of the Sup-
per instead of the ="assover, as an indication of the
propriety of honouring it with similar attentions.
We only appeal, however, to some things recorded
in regard to the ordinance itself.

The apostolic injunction, 1 Cor. xi. 28. is well
known, and readily occurs: ‘ Let 2 man examine
« himself, and so let him eat af that bread and drink
« of that cup.” This exercise was to have aspecial
respect to the ¢ discernment of the Lord’s body,”
and that, not merely in a speculative way, but in spi-
ritual improvement, the former in order to the lat-
ter. To enforce the exercise, “the danger of eat.
“ing and drinking unworthily,” is declared ; he
that does so ¢ eateth and drinketh judgment to him-
“self.,” There may be various ways of ‘partaking
unworthily, asto state, exercise, or external deporte
ment ; and correspondent inflictions be dreaded,
“ Far this cause many are weak and sickly among
“ you, and many sleep. For if we would judge
“ ourselves, we should not be judged.” No doubt
the Corinthians had fallen imto very gross abuses,
From thesc sucha mode of observance as obtains
among us, would have tended to guard them.
They would not have been in danger of confounding
the ardinance, even with theirlove-feasts, much less

bration of the Supper, Matt. xxvi. 30. and of
vhich same portions are beautifully suited to that
ordinance, as Psal. cxvi. 11—19. there are vet Ju-
daisms which many cannot digest, and have secmed
¥ ndicule. Sce Psal. cxvii, 27,
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with their collation-suppers, common entertain.
ments. The design of the apostle was to rouse
them to make the necessary distinction, and to re.

the Lord’s Supper as a peculiarly solemn part
of Christian worship. Self-examination he particu-
larly enjoined. To follow up I'is mandate, is ome
design of our preparation service, and of what has
commonly been called Fencing the Tables. The
precept could doubtless be obtemperated in private ;
and the terms used by the apostle, may from the
circumstances of the case, be considered as bearing
on a private discharge of the duty. The teachers
of that church, it would seem, had been guilty of
the same abuses with the people ; all had misappre-
hended the design of the ordinance, and needed to
examine themselves. But it will not be granted
that the words, ¢ Let @ man éxamine himself,” ne-
cessarily describe private performance, much less
restrict the duty toit. They require most particu.
lar and personalexamination ; but this may obtainin
public under the ministry of the word ; and—consi-
dering the wandering of minds little accustomed to
survey their own operations, the defects of know-
ledge, the involvements of perplexing cases, the de.
ceitfulness of the heart, &c. better than in private.
The aid of their pastors, in an orderly state of the
church may well be expected by the people, and
ought to be afforded. When one commits the work
to God, and says, * Examine and prove me, try the
¢ heart and reins,” does he look for some miracue
lous influence or effect upon him? No : his desire
is to be fulfilled by the word, whichisas ¢ a fire and
- ¢ a hammer.” And special countenance is promie
sed to the preaching of the word, for accomplishing
all the ends to which it is suited.—The instruction
of the people in the nature and grand references ‘of
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the ordinance, to guard as much as possible against
all that may be implied in not discerning the Lord’s
body ; the more immediate abstraction of the mind
from the world ; the elevation of the affections, and
whatever may tend to excite to self-examination, as-
sist or direct in it ;—these are the objects in view
by our day of preParation. And we make it a se-
parate portion of time, because to employ the day of -
fasting on these objects, would be to deviate from
its proper designt.

SRR,

1 It cannot fail to be observed, that the opponents
of the days, have adopted what has long been the
Socinian view of 1 Cor. xi, 28—32. This isbyno
means an invidious remark. There is no design of
insinuating, that the ideas of the Supper coincide
with those of Socinians : But in attempting to sim.
plify this ordinance, however strange it may appear,
they have found it necessary to take refuge in a no.
tion of discerning the Lord’s body, and of the judg-
ments threatened against those who do not, which
cannot be better expressed than in the words of the
Bishop of Landaff: ¢ Be not terrified by some ex-
¢ pressions you will meet with in your common
¢ Prayer-book, about being guilty of the bady and
‘blood of the Lord, &c. Then €xplaining the
whole passage as entirely restricted to the miscon.
duct of the Corinthians, he adds, ¢ You see how lit..
‘ tle reason you have to fear you will receive the Sa.
¢ crament unworthily, in the sense in which St. Paul
‘ uses that word ; or that you will iacur the guilt
‘ that was incurred by the Corinthians ; for you will
‘ not commit intemperance at the table of the Lord,
‘nor will you irreverently consider the Sadiment -
‘as a common entertainment : but yoa will with

p ,
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Letus next attend to our Lord’s procedure at the
time of institution. There were no days observed,
It was impracticable. Jesus passed directly from

S - — IR
¢ great piety and gratitude remember the death of
¢« Christ; you will eat bread asa memorial of "his’
¢ body which was broken, you will drink wine as 3
¢ memorial of his blood which was shed for you,~
¢ and in doing this, you will discern the Lord’s bo.
¢ dy,; for not discerning of which the Corinthians’
¢ were punished with divers diseases and sund
¢ kinds of death.” ~ Address ager'Canfrmatim, d.
1789. p. 26—29. Unless then we be liable to the
same gross abuses which prevailed among the Co-
rinthians, it seems there can be little negessity for
self-examination, or for serious concern inregad to
the Supper, But the great body of Protestant di-
vines have hitherto considered much more_as incl,
ded in discerning the Lord’s body, than the Bis,h.qg‘
of Landaffand some others are disposed to admit;.’
Believing all Scripture to be givén by 'inspiration,
and profitable, they have been unwilling to fritter
away or set aside large portions of the New Testa..
ment, as bearing merely on the state of affairs at
the commencement of Christianity, and of no far
ther use in the church than a faithful record of facts:
they have viewed the Spirit as embracing the oppor-
tunity“afforded by the evils that prevailed at Corinth,
to furnish general direction and instruetion to the
church in future ages, and particularly, about the

g proper observance of the Supper: they have consi
| dered the directions about external observance, as
given in order to spiritual improvement, and re-
garded-gRis last as chicfly in view. Though they
allow that the New Testament is not a mipistration
of death and serror like the Old, and that tempora

"f‘»@‘
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the celebration of the Passover to that of the Sup~ .
per ; his disciples could not fast while he was with
them, and no day of thanksgiving could succeed,
since “ that same night Jesus was betrayed.”
Though the observances had been practicable, yet
unless our Lord had intended they should be essena
tial to the celebration of the New Testament feast,
itis not to be supposed he would have sanctioned
them even by exeémplification. We have various
things however in the history of the institution, suf-
ficiently evidential of the mind of Jesus as to the
propriety . of preparatory exercises, such as we are
wont to connect with the ordinance : |
1st, Our Lord made the time previous to institu.
tion a season of solemn inquiry. The disciples, it
will be conceded, did not know that any such ordi-
pance as the Supper was about to be kept. But
their Master knew, and in what we are about to
state of his procedure had a respect to the intended
institution. He made a declaration which ’Pmduced
« great thoughts and searchings of heart,” and he
made it manifestly with that design; ¢« Verily, ve-
“ rily, I say unto you, that one of you shall betray
“me.” Is there no danger of treachery still among
judgments are less frequently inflicted, yet they
‘L'ave' held, that, according to the very spirt of the
New Testament, we ought not to need the influence
of severe sanctions to excite to our duty. Christis
ans are not to be scourged into obedience like chil.

dren in a state of minority ; but are they therefore - *

to be ‘_leés studious to please God? Shall the fami-
liarity. to which they are admitted, diminish from
the veneration ever due to the Lord, and which the .
solemmities of our Zion are intended to call forth in
an eminent degree ?
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professed disciples? Let serious self-examination
have place even on this head. Among the multi.
tude of communicants there may be some one who
shall ¢ betray the Son of man thb a kiss.” Mark
the effect of our Loid’s intimation; the dxscxplcs
were deePlv concerned, and began to say, * Lord,
‘The sincere friends of Jesus will ever ex.
ercise a godiy jealousy over themselves ; they will -
not only merely consult.together, as Luke mforms
us the disciples did, (Luke xxii. 23.) nor only put
home the question to their own consciences, they
will bring it to their Lord, and embrace every op-
portunity of being tried by him|, according to the
meaus still existent ir the church. To haye known
that treachery was among them, and yet have want-
ed the opportunity of applying for a discovery from
their Master, would doubtless have added much to
the grief of the disciples. Their application was
most particular ; * They began to say to him one by
“ one, Is it I?” (Mark xix. 19.) It would seem
they cxpected «n affirmative answer, Notreceiving
this, as Jesus for a time kept them in suspence,
* Peter beckoned to the disciple whom Jesus loved,
‘ that he should ask who it should be of whom he
“ spake, He then lying on Jesus’ breast, said,
“ Lord, whoisit? Jesus answered, He to whom I
“ shall @vc a sop, when I have dnpped it.”  Still this
answer seems to have beenonly secretly communicat-
ed to John. John xiii, 26. compare 28, 29. *“ When
“he had dipped the sop he gaveit to Judas Isca-
“ fiot.” This man suspecting he was pointed outby
the action, was instantly impelled by Satan to fulfil
his purpose. On our Lord’s saying farther, * That
“ thou dost, do quickly,”—a sentence which the
other disciples interpreted very favourably, Judas
- supposing he was no longer hid, came out at length
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with the question * Lord, i8 it I? Jesus answered,
Thou hast said.” (Matt. xxvi. 22—25.) Ofall
things, genuine disciples are most afraid of disho-
nouring their Lord: The fear of betraying hirn,
will often sadden ih some measure the mest joyful
occasionis, and this holy concern will be ntost apt
to gngross their minds in prospect, or on 'the eve of
solermm professions. , It is the will of Jesus, we per.
ceive from the account now stated, that it shiould.
The hypocrite, like Judas, will be the last to in-
vestigate the case, to apply to Jesus for a discovery,
orresort to the proper means for attaining it. ,
Mg, Our Lord previous to the administration of
the Suopper, performed a very siguificant action ;
“ He washed the disciples’ feet.”—This action took
place after the Passover; for we are told, “ Jesus
“rose from supper,” when he ¢laid aside his gar-
“ ments and girded himself with the towel,” Jolin
xiii. 2. 4. But the materials of the Passover were
not removed, since it was after the washing “he
“ dipped the sop for Judas;” the actiom therefore
took place before the administration of what is sty-
led the Uord’s Supper. Among other things, it
might intimate the commencement of a new feast
about to take place, as it was usual to wish the feet
before sitting down to an entertainment. Pt it had
another reference of a more appropriate’-Xkind, to
the ordinance of the Supper. That we m#&y not
seem to stretch the import of the transaction he-
yond the design of our Lord, we shall state shor?‘.
the purposes it was intended to serve. 1st, To
testify our Lord’s love to his disciples, amidst all
their failings, though he knew there was a traitor
among them, and had full in his view the scenes
both of his sufferings anlc’l glory,~—was one design,
2

7’
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ver.'1, 2, 8. 2dly, Another might be, to exhibit
before them his own voluntary abasement for their
sakes, particularly that servitude in which he en-
gaged for their purification, and the last scene of
which they were soon to witness. Of this, the se-
veral actions he performed, laying aside his gar-
ments, putting on the servile habit, &c. as stated
ver. 4th and 5th, are fitly descriptive. After he
had performed the service dictated by his love, he
took his garments again and sat down, ver. 12,
See Heb. x. 10, 11, 12. A 3d end he had inview,
was that of settingan example of charity and hospi.
tality, particularly of humility in all the offices of
brotherly-kindness, ver. 13—17. It was foreign
to the Jewish manners for a teacher to wash the feet
of his disciple ; it is contrary to the manners of any
country for the master to act such a part to the ser-
vants. -But what a Teacher and Master was here!
The humility displayed in the transaction was wholly
without precedent or parallel. Our Lord therefore
proposed the example in an argument from the
greater to the less, ¢ Ye call me Master and Lord,
“ &c.” But, 4thly, The seemingly incidental op-
jtion of Peter, ver. 6th, brought out a discovery

of something more couched in our Lord’s procedure
on this occa$ion ; * What I do,” said Jesus, ¢ thou
¢ knowest pot now, but thou shalt know hereafter,”
ver. 7. There was a mystery in the transaction suf-
ficient to vindicate its propriety, something of which
Peter had no apprehension. This our Lord did
not mean to conceal. At some future time, proba.
bly by the descent of the Spirit, it was to be fully
disclosed. For we learn from what follows, that
the mystery he referred to, did not lie wholly in
JPe example, which Jesus immediately explained to
& e disciples. Peter not conceiving it suitable for

5
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his Lord to perform a service so humble, continued

to oppose, and in terms that seemed to reflect on
the other disciples for quietly allowing their Master

to wash their feet, ver. 8. On this Jesus unfolded |

a little of the mystery ; and though Peter acted free-
_ ly according to the natural warmth of his temper,
his opposition appears to have been wisely ordered,
for affording to our Lord an opportunity to disclose
the reference his conduct had then to the character
and state of the disciples, as well as to the sacred
observance about to take place. His discourse and
detection of the traitor, previous to the institution
of the Supper, as recorded ver. 18—30. threw far.
her light on the transaction. Two things pertain
to the mystery it involved: (1.) The washingof his
disciples’ feet, might be an emblem of the BLESsED-
xEss they were to experience in their future labours.
It intimated that he would be kind to them, would
solace and refresh them under all their fatignes in
his service, and abundantly compensate for the hard-
ships they might undergo in following him throuﬁ‘h
good and bad report. Hence in allusion to what he
had done, he describes them ver. 20th, as ambas-
sadors, his missionaries. The emblematical trans.
action was most apposite to the character; for as
the feet of such are the members most aptto be wea-

ried or beat, the washing cf them, especidlly consi.

dering the mode of travelling in castern countries,

is most grateful and refreshing. The disciples then,
were not only to comfort one another after their

Lord’s example, but practically *to know thereaf.
“ter,” his kindness in verifving what he had emble.
matically taught them to expect. It was at the close
of his pcrsonal ministry our Lord thus, as it were,
refreshed his disciples for all their toils in following
him. And we find him clsewhere describing the

ER
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future and final reward of compensation, by an al.
lusion to something of a similar nature. Blessed
¢ arethose servants whom the Lord when he com.
“ eth, shall find watching; verily I say unto you,
« that he shall gird himself, and make them to sit
« down to meat, and will come forth and serve
“-themt.” But this emblematic instruction does
not exhaust the mystery ; for, 2d1y, We find from
his add:ess to Peter, it lay chiefly in the necessity
of attending to PURITY both- int- individuals and ec-
clesiastical societies.. With mpect to- individuals,
the particular address to Peter, intimates the neces.
sity of spiritual purity as manifestative of interest in
Jesus. ¢ Except I wash thee, thou hastno part in
¢ me.” The inconsiderate reply of the apostle pro-
duced an explanation, by which we learn, that the
transaction as to him and others did not bear on re-
generating influence, but on the necessity of purifi.
cation even after conversion. * He that is washed
« peedeth not save to wash his feet.” The
. .saed can mever fall so, as toneedtobewashcdamw
ﬂncia;pnm, the sign is not to be re-administer-
much deﬁ!ement may be contracted in the
walk and conversation. Personal purity, however,
was not sofely in our Lord’s view: The transaction
was desliyed to intimate that eccleszasiical societics,

+ Luke xii. 37. He does not speak of ¢ wash-
%ing their feet,” because then all their labours will
-ended ; they will no more need such refreshment
and solace as he tauﬁht his disciples to expect during
the'n' sojournings in his service on earth. The idea
in this passage quoted from Luke, is, that whate-
verhis servants may lack here below, a sumptuous
~ entertainment waits them, to be served up by their
Master. Sec also Luke xxii. 27—30.




[ 180 ]

even the purest, will require purgation. This is
evident from his extending its reference to the <as-
ciples as abody; “Ye are clean,” said he, “ but
“not all.” ‘The evangelist explains, ¢ Forhe knew
“ who should betray him;” that polluted member
who was a devil, a calumniator and covetous,
« therefore said he, ye are not all clean,” ver. 11,
A society or church once ¢ washed” or reformed,
may not need to re-commence the work, or engage
anew in reformation, but may, as to its general cha-
racter, be * clean every whit.” Yet still there are

in the purest, as among the disciples, unworthy .

members who need to be purged outf.

Consider now this mystery in its reference to ke
time of the transaction. It was immediatcly before
the institution and observance of the Supper, our
Lord washed his disciples feet. - As the administra.
tor of that ordinance, he prepared them for its re-
ception, and immediately proceeded to verify what
he had done ina mystical form, ver. 18—35. As
the apostle of our profession, he also set before the
disciples the necessity of personal purity, and of
sanctifying the people with a view to solemn service,
What they might not know fulfy at that time, they
were to know thereafter, when called to direct and

T The view given may appear too xgcxpan.
ded. There is a fulness of meaning in. the afficom-

mon transactions of Jesus, worthy of being tradegd -
out, as far as we have lights afforded to guide us™ -

with certainty. The design of enlarging, however,
' was to prevent any from supposing, that by proving
one or two of the ends designed by our Lord, (ax

for instance the exhibition of an examge,) they had

set aside the application of the tran

ction to the
point in hand.

*



1
&

$§%=f!

[ 181 ]

thanage the service of the Christian church, to which
the Supper belongs. The modes‘of preparation for
the Passover, were not suited to the New Testa.
ment feast, they could never be connected with it,
Even at the time of institution, the ceremonzal fit-
ness of the family of Jesus for the typical ordinance,
was not to stand for the sanctification required in
order to the observance of the Supper. Jesus ac.
cordingly set about a peculiar preparation, the mean-
ing of which he soon exemplified in the cases of Ju.
das. Ard it was such a prepdration as taught the
necessity of amoral or Christian sanctifying of indi-
viduals and bodles, in order to similar service.
The transaction, it may be remarked, does not pro-
perly point out the duty of courts, or of the over
seers of a body in their judicial capacity. They
ought, no doubt, to put a difference- between the
clean and the unclean. It is incumbent on them to
exclude the vile from the table of the Lord ; but i
we attend to the history, we shall find that ]udas was
g::cludcd by any act of what might be called ju.
authgrity, on the part of Jesus. Some come
mentators liold was actually present. The
accoumts of the ists placed together in their
harmony s¢em to be unfavourable to the ideat. But
1 Laf™s the only evangelist who seems to re-
presciith éi as present. But itis well known, Luke
s not write according to the order of time ; he
en connects events by their similarity, or coinci-
dence in other respects. 'This accounts for his men-
tzahe celebration of the Supper immediately
after that of the Passover, and connecting the declas
retion _ about the traitor, which, as appears from,

* Johm, intervened, with that about the ambition of |

the disciples, whxch .according to Matthew, was,
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whether he was present, or absent, is by no means
material. In following out the purport of the trans-
action, something was done by Jesus to detect and
expose him, that a pure communion might obtain.
This was done by Jesus rather in bis ministerial ca
pacity, than as one sitting in judgment on a charac-
ter. And though the ministerial procedure of our
Lord was not always attended with success, it is like=
ly it bad the effectin this instance, through the ope-
ration no doubt of the evil passions of Judas, who
could not bear to be exposed, ver. 30—35. As Je-
sus sustained no office connected with the legal eco-
nomy, (Heb. vii. 13.) sohe did not exercise any mi-
nisterial authority in regard to the due observance

RS S eug

before the Passover, and that about Peter’s denial,
which by the consent of the other evangelists follow-
ed upon the Supper. The words of Luke, chap.
xxii. 21, ¢ Behold.the hand of him that betrayeth
“ me, is with me on. the table,” are to be explamed
by Matt. xxvi. 23. or Mark xiv. 20. as refe

to his * dipping with our Lord into the dish,” whi
must obviously be understood of the Passovesfeust.

This was not the specific exposure of the person.
Neither Matthew nor Mark mention his s

when detected ; but we learn from John,
receiving the sop, and the intimation to Yo
what he was about, which, it would ses, bmuj
out the question, * Lord, is it I?” and the ex o
declaration, *Thou hast said,™ recorded bf I\Iat-
thew and Mark,~—* he went" nut immediately,”

* Now this detection, according tqghe two last evana
gelists, was before the celebratiog-of the Supper
The sop scems to have been taken from the . mate-
rials of the Passover, which had remalhed on the ta. -
bl during the w ashmb r of the feet.

' on his
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of the Passover ; but it was his province to see to pu-
rity of communion in the Supper. Judas had a
right in the eye of the church to partake of the an.
tient feast. A similar right he might be supposed
to have to sit down at the New Testament Table,
since the purposes he had formed were not yet ripen-
ed into scandal. But in the eyeof God, who seeth
not as man doth, he had noright, and therefore our
Lord in his ministerial character, by an expressive
action, declared to the disciples that they * were
« not all clean,” and shewed them the necessity of
a purgation, which he soon took means to accom-
plish, by detecting the hypocrisy of Judas.

May we not conclude then, from the solemn pre-
paration for the first communion, from the instruc-
tion it was intended to convey, and from our Lord’s
procedure according to it, that it is his will a spe-
cial regard should be had by individuals to personal
purity, and by ecclesiastical bodies to the state of
their members, in prospect of the Supper, no less
than under the law in prospect of ascending God’s
holy hill? (Psal. xxiv. 3—6.) And does it not ap-
pear #fs0 to be his mind, that even supposing a so-
ciety * clean every Whi:i” so that there are no

rounds for judicial procedure agwinst' any, yet all
lgnreans ought to be used mz'nz'str:r'l’uglf:ts ¢ sgnctifying

!

certainly countenances our recourse

gfastingﬁn other warranted means of prepara-

.%¢ the pgpge ” If these conclusions be admitted,

;—3%0‘ not only in privgte but in public, while it must

Y
2z

be unfriendly to the -plan that reduces the Supper

~ to a level with th% usual parts of Christian observ-

ancet.

+ During the 2d and 3d centuries we find the prac-
tice of washing the feet, an appendage to Baptism.
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IV. The mode of observing the Supper among
us, is farther justified by the present state of the
church, and the character of the age in which we .
live. : o : .

What is contained in the two preceding proposi-
tions, forms a defence of preparation ; and of fast-
ing and thanksgiving, from the nature, import, and
design of the Supper itself. Preparation cither in
public or private, can atno time be dispensed with ;
and we have endeavoured to shew, that fasting and
thanksgiving, with the public performance of special
preparatory duties, when otherwise expedient, ad-
mit of sufficient vindication. While fasting and
thanksgiving, however, are not decmed essential to
a due and valid celebration of the Supper, much less
the public performance of these exercises, or even
of any preparatory service, we allow that the cir-
cumstances of particular congregations, and the geq
neral state of the church, ought to be considered,

and to have influence in determining the expediency -~

of appointments. They to whom the power of ap~
pointing days of public worship and calling the peo-

This, besides the absurdity of taking the command,
ver. 14th, in aliteral sense, was au iraproper coa-
nection. What cur Lord did, referred not te the
first and complete washing of a person, but to the
future purification which saints or churches require,
and to which any solemn service may be c.:onsigeg_ >

as a special call. It had been better for the Chris3
~ tians in these primitive times, to have takenup the
- import of the action performed by our Lord, and
adopted, .according to its Spirit, some such plan of
observing the Supper as is followed by us, instead of
superstitiously adhering to a rite of bodily exercise,

Q .
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ple together, belongs, will act according to-% the
¢ Spirit of wisdom and prudence. ?  As we might
specify various circumstances in'the case of particu-
lar congregatxom, which will merit their attention,
so ‘we may conceive atime when the power of god-
¢ liness will be such, that professors will not need te
“ be put upon preparation and thanksgiving exercises,
¢ by being called so often to public wership before
¢ and after the sacrament of the Supper; and when
¢ they will of their own accord employ much more
¢ time in these exercise¢s, on such a solemn occasion,
¢ than they do at present by our days -of public wor-
¢ ship.” (AxDERsON, p. 313.) Whatever grounds
the ordinance itself may furnish to justify the exer-
cise of fasting in all common cases, we may conceive
a period when the reign of grace, or the grand ope-
rations of Providence may be such, that, as in the
- «days of our Lord, fasting would be altogether - im-
roper,—such, that the exhortation once addressed

ﬂy the priests and Levites to God’s antient people;
would become the ministers of the Gospel, ¢ This
4 geason iholy, mourn not, neither weep, nor be
s grieved.” Let the church go forth with mirth on
every side, to behold her King adorned with that
crown, or those * many crowus,” acquired in “the
‘ day of the gladness of his heart.” In such pe.
riods the public profession of fasting, asit would be
psToper, is usually less needful than in times of 'a
Berent description. ‘The youth of Jesus atterd
“Him ¢ in the beauties of holmesa, as the dew from

¢ the womb of the morning.”

But is the da} in which we live such a * day of

# divine power,” orof the glorious reign of our Re-
deemer? So far from perceiving in our times, any
thing to controul the expcdlencv of our plan, or ge-
¢ure suflicjently without the provisions it makes, the

Y
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regard due to the Supper, we find on the con
in the presentstate of the church, and in the chae
racter of the age, additional grounds of vindication.
These too must be the less liable to exception with
our opponents, as they pertain directly to the scheme
of Providence. |

Many an eulogium has been bestowed on the pie-
ty and purity of the primitive ages. Whether the
Christians of these ages deserved the indiscriminate
commendations so liberally lavished on them, parti-
cularly in regard to their weekly and daily communi-
catings, may be questionable. The aposile John
has inthe epistles directed to the seven churches of
Asia, and which exhibit ¢ the things that then were,”
(Rev. i. 19, eomp. iv. 1.) delineated a scene very
different from that held up to our view by the advo«
cates of frequent communion. In one place, the
Christians had ¢ left their first love.” In anathgy
‘ the things that remained,” wete “ ready to Bie, Y
and there were but ‘“a few names whb had not d¢é '+
¢ filed their garments.” In anather, lukewarmness
prevailed to a remarkable degree. Jesus had some-
thing against all these churches but one; and yet
these were the churches which enjoyed the inspection
and labours of him who outlived all the apostles,
The fears expressed by Paul in regard to- his be-
loved Ephesians, and other highly favoured church.
es, began it seems to be realized ere John departed
tothe joy of his Lord. In his catholic epistle milas
ments the tokens “of the last time,” or predicted
period of degeneracy, which even then began to
appear. Many unworthy spirits had shewn them-
sclves in the church. Antichrists were abroad ;
apostacres had taken place to such an extent as to
discourage the faithful, (1 John ii. 18, 19,) and
among them brotherly-love seemed to be rapidly de-
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clining. 'The venerable apostle found it necessat,
to adduce every toplc by which charlty might be en-
forced. -

Allowing, however, that much of the praise be-
stowcd on the primitive age 1s just,—the character
of the Christians then, while, as delineated by our
opponents, it differs widely from that of Christians
in the prescent age, so far from furnishing the con-
clusion drawn from it, founds an opposite cenclu-
sion. Instead of saying, the first Christians were
sviritual, heavenly-minded, and charitable, and they
celebrated the sacrament frequently, and without
the observance of attendant days, therefore we ought
to do the same ; the statement must be—the body
of Christians then, were of a difterent cast from
what they are now, and therefore much may be re-

qudsite in this last time for securing a proper observ-
(. apce of that holy ordinance, which could not be
Mheedful with them. slinder the zenith of apostolic

t mnstratnons, “ihe faftii"ﬁd love of the saints” af-
" forded copious matter of thanksgiving, was * spo-
“ken of throughout the whole world}.” We need
' not therefore be surprised, if the apostles did not call
" upon them to observe days of fasting, or give public
attendance on preparatory service, to secure among
them a proper celebration of the Supper. ¢ A pecu-
¢ liar mode of dispensing the ordinance of baptism

¢ obtained, duringthe ministry of the Baptist: The
¢ exercise of solemn fasting and mourning for sin,
¢ with an humble acknowledgment thereof,.accom-
¢ panied the dispensation of that ordinance by this

. N "

.t See particularly the high commendations of the
Thessalonians, in the two epistles to them ; and,

in gencral, the introductory parts of the Apostohc
Letters.
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¢ messenger of the Lord to the people’ (CourTas
Lett. to the Old Dissenters, 70—72.) The circum-
stances were such as to attach to it the name of the
baptism of repentance. Now though repentance
could not be dispensed with, the solemn austerities,
and severe discipline of John’s ministry, would have
been improperly transferred to the administration of
that sacrament after the effusion of the Holy Ghost.
We find less required by the apostles, under the evi-
dences of that plenary éffusion, inorder to baptism,
than by the prophet of the desart. But his mode of
procedure was suited to the state of things in the
church when he appeared.

¢ We may conceive a time when e power of
¢ godliness will be such, that professing Christians
¢ will not need to be put upon preparation and thanks-
¢ giving exercises.—But who will say that this is the
¢ case at present? Many are forward to seek tokens
¢ of admission, who make no secret of their back-
' ¢ wardness to spare the time nec for suitable
¢ preparation, from the hurry of worldly business.
¢ And yet while people make no conscience of suit=
¢ able preparation, communicating will not only be
¢ unprofitable, but bring on fearful plaguest.’ Gur’
mode, .then, as we have seen it is lawful, is highly
expedicnt for securing as far as attainable right ob--

t ANDERsON, p. 313. “ It appears a little enig-
% matical to me,” says the author of the Letter to

the Old Dissenters, * that persons in such a dege-
“ nerate age as this, and so decply immersed in pub-
“ lic business, that they cannot spare a day once or
“ twice a year, should yet be so habitually prepared
“ for cclebrating the sacrament of the Supper every
f‘ Sa_bbath,” p- 76, —nen

Q 2 |
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servance, and preventing the divine displeasure that
might cthcrwise be incurred.

ir is calculated, farcher, to secure the credit of the
ordirance in a degencrate age. * To persons, or a
¢ church, such as the apostolic, most eminently un.
¢ d.rthe reign of grace, the ordinance being viewed
¢ by faith as a holy and sublime institution, and they
¢ thus affected with the highest love and veneration,
¢ in which, connected with the holy and sublime na-
¢ ture of the ordinance iwself, proper solemnity con.
¢ sists ;—to these persons, frequency could not be
¢ supposed to diminish the solemnity.” Proceeding
on this supposition, such persens, or such a church
might be capable of a more frequent dispensation
than usually obtains among us, and, unaccompanied
with our public services, without the credit of the
ordinance being destroyed. But among a very dif-
ferent: description of persons, in a degenerate age,
¢ many weak and sickly, and many, possibly very
¢ many, possessed of no more than a mere outward
¢ profession ; faith and its evidences low among the
¢ best,” the case must be otherwise : Recourse must
be had to the means of impressing with awe, and
awakening reverence, or maintaining it on the spirit.
And such aplan of observance becomes proper, as
may best guard this sacred institution from being
abused by nominal Christians, or contemned by
an ungodly generationf.

1 Courtras, p. 72, 73. Afier stating the utility
of solemn public certifications, and of those disco-
veries which the word of God may make even to the
resson of mnatural men, he adds, * To adopt the”
supposcd ‘¢ apostolic tfrequency,” and, (we may in-,
sert,) lay aside the putlic preparatory services, *in
“ a degencrate state of the church, would infallibly
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In fine, if in a period of prevailing immorality and
defection, a body of people shall be associated toge-
ther, to keep shemselves free, as far as can be at-
tained, from the evils that surround them, they are
associated to bewail these evils, and testify against
them. To the profession of such a body, fastings
necessarily belong: They res-mble those “ men
« who sighed and cricd for the abominations done in
“the land;” of whom Jehovah expressed his high
approbation, and ata time when he gave commission
to scal them, or set amark onthem, to secure them
from approaching calamities. (Ezek. ix. Rev. yii.
xi, xiv. 1.) When can such a body of Christians
more properly observe days of fasting, than when
about to avow solemnly their discriminating profess
sion, and their fellowship in it at the table of the
Lord ? Their very-existence as a separate society,
indicates, that matters are not well with the church
of God, that the purity, fervour, and faithfulness
supposed to characterise the primitive ages, are not
the distinguishing ornaments of the present genera-
tion. Abstracting from all other reasons which
might justify fasting in prospect of keeping the Sup-
per, they may perceive in the very grounds which
occasioned, and still require their separate existence,
enough to vindicate the practice with them. In a
period of corruption, it is specially isicumbent on
“ destroy that external solemnity, (by which he
“ means the awe produced on the minds of nominal
¢ Christians) with its advantages, I have now men-
“ tioned. The consequence would be, a more open
“ contempt of God’s institution by the wicked, and
“ disregard of his law. In this opinion I am sup-
“ ported by the common experience, and commoa
“ sense of all mankind.”
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them, according to the character they bear, to mani-
fest a sacred regard to the pure and devout observe
ance of divine institutionst.

~ To what has been stated under these four propo-
sitions in vindication of our mode, we subjoin the
following ebservations :

1. The authority of appointing such days of pub,
lic worship as are connected with the Supper, be.
longs to the office-benrers of the church.—Had there
been stated periods for fasting and thanksgiving of
divine institution, the necessity of exercising a de-
legated authority had been superseded ; nothing had
remained but to see to observance, as in the case of
the Sabbath. Public fasting and thanksgiving, how-
ever, are only declared to be warrantable on fit oc-
casions, or on such grounds, as according to scrip-
ture examples and deductions from them, appear to
render the duties seasonable and proper. The ca.
non of revelation is closed, and we cannot expect a
voice from heaven to fix the specific times. The
power of judging concerning these, and of appoint-
ing accordingly, must thcrefore reside somewhere
in the church.—-But the New Testament code ac-
knowledges no ecclesiastical power as invested in
any but those denominated rulers. (1 Cor. xii. 28,
29. 1 Thess. v. 12. Heb. xiii. 7, 17.) These are
declared to be the elders, whether they labour in
word and doctrine or mot. (1 Tim. v. 17.) To
them it belongs to ma:.k the seasons, to judge of the
occasions, and determine the expediency of all pub-

1 The author of the Letters of Communion, who
has so eagerly contended for the new measure, is
connected with a society, or societies of this descrip-
tion. They are the last from whom opposition to
the present method might have been expected.




[ 192 ]

lic voluntary observance. (1 Tim. iii. 1. Tit. 1. 5,
7.they are overseers and stewards.) Anditistheir
province to order in every warranted mode, for the
due celebration of divine institutions. (Acts xx.
18. 1 Tim. iii. 5. 1 Pet. v. 2.)

2. When the days are appointed, they ought to be
kept.---The authority by which they are appointed
is the very same to which an immediate respect
must be had in ebserving a day of fasting or thanks-
giving on any emergency of providence. It may
be thought that in such cases the providential call is
what chiefly requires respect. This will not be de-
nied. Butof that call the people are no€the consti-
tuted judges, so as to determine and appoint the
correspondent public services. They have, no
doubt, what has been denominated a discretive or
private judgment, in regard to the emergencies of
providence, as well as the doctrines of the gospel,
and according to this, may petition their overseers
for a day of fasting and thanksgiving. They may
in various other ways endeavour to excite their ru-
lers to a discharge of their duty, should they seem
negligent or inattentive. Nay, without transgres-
sing their province, they may, ina prudent and be-
coming manner, say even to a faithful pastor, ** Take
“heed to the ministry thou hast received of the
“ Lord, that thou fulfil it}.” But still the autho-
T Col. iv. 17, The faithful in that church were
desired to read ¢ the epistle from Laodicea.” See
preceding verse. If an inspired epistle be referred
to, it was probably the first to Timothy, said to be
written from Laodicea. In that epistle directions
for the fulfilment of a ministry received of the Lord
are laid down. The faithful were to express their

’
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ity to which an'immediate respect must be had i
the observance of uninstituted times of worship is
that of the rulers: nor is this authority less worthy
of respect when exercised in cases of voluntary sa-
crifice, provided the appointments be warrantable,
and have enough to justify their being made, than
when controuled by providence. Let us instance a
case of the choice and ordination of deacons. The
office of deacons is warranted, but it is not so es.
sential that a congregation cannot be regularly or.

ized without them. They are denominated
¢ helps,” and where their assistance is needful, or
might be useful, may be created. God has provi.
ded, by sanctioning the office, that their being ems
ployed. as assistants to elders in certain duties, shall
not be an unwarrantable addition to the oxder of his
church, nor placed on a level with will.worship,
Now, they who are the judges in such matters, may
act, not only. on the call of necessity, but even of
propriety and expediency, inrequiring the people to
look out among them such as they may reckon fit
for the office. - The authority exercised in this case
ought notto be disrespected ; nor may those whe
are chosen refuse ordination, though the persons by*
whom the choice was appointed should not be able
to shew them a call of absolute necessity.-—-The di
vine command to the people is express, ¢ Obey them

# that have the rule over you, and submit vour-
« gelves; for they watch for your souls.” They
may be said to watch for the souls committed to their
charge, when they endeavour to secure the cclebra-
tion of a solemn ordinance in the manner best suited
to its nature and design.—-Since then, as we have

ahestag > et

desire that Archippus should follow these directions
among them.
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proved, the connecting of certain days; or public.
exercises, with the Lord’s Supper, is not unwar-
rantable, and since there is enough to justify the ap-
pointment of these days, or of the exercises to which.
they are devoted ; thie overseers of any congregation.
have a right to require the observance of these days.
when appointed.
8dly, It is proper that an uniformity of worship,
particularly of the mode of celebrating the Supper,
should obtain in a religious body. The. establishs
ment of uniformity in Britain and Ireland was once
the object of a very laudable and solemn engage-
ment. Acts have been made to secure uniformi
in the dispensation of the Supper. Although much
be left to the regulation of Sessions, who are the
~ best judges of expediency and propriety in particular
~ circumstances, as indeed'the whole Lusiness of ap-
pointment ought to rest with them, instead of ever
being - determined by a general ecclesiastical law,
yet Sessions ought to study as far as possible an uni-
formity of method. The want of thisis often atten-
ded with serious comsequences. It may occasion
. unnecessary offence, a thing iarly disagreeable
in regard to the ordinance of communion. If the
Supper be, as we have seen, designed to maintain
the fellowship of the diffcrent congregations which
constitute a professing body, a common understand
ing as to the mode of procedure will be requisite,
and the overseers of one congregation, while acting
m the sphere of their own jurisdiction, ought te
manifest a proper regard to the rest of their other
brethren in the Lord. The common grounds of
vindication, stated in our propositions, are a suffi-
cient basis of uniformity, and while acted upon will
ever produce it. They pertain to the ordinance
ftself, and the present state of the church. Any
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great alteration of affairs, which we have supposed
may controul the plan now followed, will be gene.
rally felt. The direction it may give to the mode of
observance will not be confined to one congregation ;
it will establish uniformity while its influence lasts,
And where particular circumstances may now inter-
fere, no offence can be warrantably taken.

4. While there is so much in the nature and de-
sign of the ordinance, and in the circumstances of
the church to justify the present mode of observance,
it ought not to be laid aside on grounds of personal
inconveniency,—

(1.) Because the days are not cambersome to the
people who are required to observe them. They
do not too frequently recur ; no more than what are
barely proper are appointed, and only one half of the
Saturday and Monday is set apart, constituting with
the Fastbuttwo entire days. - -

(2.) Because we ought not to yield to the world-
ly-minded. Men devated to the: world, anxious to
retain on all occagions what God has allowed for the.
concerns of this life, may grudge even half 3 day
from their six., The principle by which they are ac-:
tuated, would appropriate the Sabbath itself; did not
civil authority interpose. The prevalence_of this
principle, and its opposition to the usual sacrifice of
time, as well as of substance, on sacramental occa-
sions, ought not to ovérrule regard to a plan which is
calculated to testify against it. o
¢ (3.) Because the godly ought to be more enlight-
ened than to refuse compliance, and are not to be
expected to oppose on grounds of personal inconve-
niency. No individual who pleadsa case of neces-
sity for himself, if but a reasonable man, not to say
a genuine Christian, will be disposed to set up that
case for a directory to any court of Christ. Because
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on some oceasions he may have found the observ-
ance of the days inconvenient, or perhaps may have
such an allotment in life, that while certain circum-
stances remain, it must ever be impracticable for
him to observe them, he will not therefore wish the
plan to be accommodated to his situation, much less
tobe laid aside ; nor, which would amount to the
same thing, but discover less illumination and great-
er perversity, will he strike out against the autho-
rity of his overseers to appoint the observance of such
days. It must ill comport with the fervour of piety,
to grudge the small sacrifice of time claimed for
more necessary purpoess than any the world can ever
place in competitiom, purposes too far superior to
the mere dispensation of tokens for which a modi-
cum, it seems, would be alloweg) by those who are
for discarding our plan. -

Upon the whole, the arrangements in the Presby-
terian method will be found, it is hoped, among the
v gold, silver, and precious stones,—work” that will
stand every trial by fire, and survive even the judg-
ments designed to demolish and consume the whole
structure of superstitious inventions.-—~May God
shew kindness to Zion, then shall the righteous of-
ferings of his church and people be accepted of him ;
- the meek shall eat and be satished, and give
« praise to the Lord.”

THE END.
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SHORT REVIEW

OF
Mr. MASON’s LETTERS oxn COMMUNION.
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OR the abilities of this author, the writer of the
present review acknowledges great respect.

In the compilation, quaintly entitled, * First Ripe
“ Fruits,” there are peices which do honour to the
powers of his mind, to his eloguence, and to his
piety. The ¢ Letters on Communion” come in for
their share of this just tribute of praise. Itistobe
feared, however; they have served the cause of In-
dependency beyond what Mr. Mason himself either
apprehended or would have wished. If we may
judge from their tendency, they have produced in
some, and cherished in others, the idea, that ac-
cording to the plan hitherto followed, the rulers of
the church have been tyrannically infringing on
Christian liberty, and imposing on the consciences
of the people ; they have thus encouraged a spirit of
insubordination, notonly inimical to the peace and
order of the church, but to the interests of religion
in general. The fervour of piety which glows in
almost every page, must have greatly conduced to
these unhappy effects. Had Mr. Mason, before he
adopted the style and manner of writing employed

- ———
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in his Letters, locked to the probable consequences,
pondered these in his mind, and considered at the
same time, that he was striking out against what de-
served to be respecttully treated,—a plan very gene-
rally approved and received —-he would doubtless
have proceeded with greater caution. There were
other mcthods to which he might easily have had re-
course, and methods more worthy of a Presbyterian
pastor. The reformatiom dcsigned, if it did not go
all the length of establishing weekly communion,
was not so very important as to warrant his attempt.
ing to expcse to public odium the practice of the
Presbyterian churches, or represcuting that practice
as in fact a reception of the * bequests of Rome,” an
imitation of “ the precedents she had set.” Bold-
ness inthe cause of truth, or of what we apprehend
to be so, is commendable: We must take care,
however, lest by our boldness we stumble the bre-
theen, and cause many to offend. - “ A prudent man
dedleth with knowledge.”

But passing these consequences, the very spirit of
the Letters, and the plan they would establish,
seems in various respects unfriendly to Prcsbyterian
communion. In them, the design of the Lord’s
Supper in regard to the visible church and the holy
profession of Christians, ¥ greatly overlooked, if
pot entirely set aside. The chain of reasoning em-
ploved, gocs to support and vindicate weekly dis-
pensation ; and the author, feeling the tendency of
his argument, hasnot, in scveral instances, conceal.
ed his disposition to acquiesce in this plan. These,
however, we may regard as but a species of involun.
tary concessions which could not well be avoided,
for the object of the Letters was not to recommend
its adoption. They were obviously designed only -
to bring about a more frequent dispensation than at
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present obtains. Were we induced to judge from
the elaborate discussion on the observance of days,
we might suspect that the main drift of the work
was to have these days, so uerighteously ¢ wedded
¢ to the ordinance,” discarded ; and that the argu-
ment of frequency was chosen as best suited to ac-
complish the end. If so, it was natural for the mind
to be ingrossed with the idea of spiritual utility, and
it would be unjust to charge the author with wilfully
neglecting, or keeping out of sight other ends for
which the ordinance was expressly designed. He
meant not, neither came itinto his heart, to sap the
foundations of Presbyterian communion, or intro-
duce sueh a plan as would change at length the face
of the church. Whatever was his origional purpose,
he would certainly deplore the effect, were every
vestige of that diffusive demonstration of unity abo-
lished, which has so long been kept up by means of
the Supper, and for which the ordinance was evi-
dently provided.

In the exccution of the work, there are two grand
fallacies to be marked ; a few reflections on these
may shorten our review of the Letters.

First, The author all along confounds frequent
communicating with a frequent dispensation of the or-
dinance :n the same place. It may be uncharitable
to ascribe this to desngn, but the argument certainly
required 1t ; for should it appear, or even be allow-
ed to occur to the reader, that though the Supper be
not frequently dispensed in the same place, yet there
raight be (as there is in fact on the plan presently
followed), abundant scope for frequent communica-
ting, the argument is lost. The reader must think
with himself, what does Mr. Mason mean by fre-
quent communion ? If it I{‘:fcr to the duty of Chnsu--

s
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ans, there can be no objection against stating the
obligations to it, and awakening to a sense of its im-
portance. Butthe title is ambiguous. If it bear
on the plan of procedure in ecclesiastical administra.
tion, the reasoning ought to run in a different chan-
nel ; it ought not to be that sort of dealing we would
employ with the careless and supine, to rouse them
to embrace every opportunity of shewing the Lord’s
death ; but argument drawn from the nature and
ends of the ordinance, to shew that sufficient regard
is not had to these in the present plan, and that there-
fore the plan ought to be changed. Unless it can
be proved that the infrequent dispensation of the Sup-
per in the same congregation, lays an embargo on the
duty of Christians, and prevents a due regard to the
ordinance, declamation on their duty from the topics
of love, gratitude, &c.should have no place in the
controversy. . But even as matters stand, there are
sufficient opportunities for frequent communion.
How often would Mr. Mason wish the Supper to be
kept ? Four, five, or six times a-year? The mem-
bers of that congregation with which the reviewer is
connected, tho’ the ordinance be dispensed it s only
twice, ‘have opportunity of communicating, all of
them, four ar five, and some of them nine times a-
year. There are other congregations much more
happily situated. Frequent communion, then, in
the sense to which Mr. Mason’s reasoning chiefly
applies, and frequent dispensation in the same place
are quite different things. Nay, I am convinced
they are so very different, that the latter would be
most unfriendly to the former. What was the con-
.sequence when’ weekly dispensation obtained in the
primitive ages? Tomark it, we have only to recur
to that passage in the Institutes of Calvin, of which
such advantage has been taken, “Seldom, if ever,
\
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¢ did all the members, even of the same assembly,
“join in the celebration.” This Calvin allows to
have been the case, and therefore defends Zepheri-
nus as having consulted the interests of religion in
ordaining aless frequent dispensation. Suppose the
Supper dispensed six, eight, or ten times in the
same congregation, would there be no danger of
christians neglecting the fellowship of their brethren
in other congregations, and (to use the words of
Calvin on annuel communions), “ conceiting they
“ had fully discharged their duty, giving themselves
“up for the rest of the year to supimgnss and
“sloth.”, (Lett. iii. p. 43.) By frequent dispensa-
tion they might be more easily accommodated with
their priviledge, but it would be at the expence of
one great design for which the ordinance of commu-~
nion was appointed.

The 24 fallacy is the native result of what has just
been remarked. The author, confounding frequent
commnnicating with frequent dispensation in the
same place, probably because he considered them as
mseparably connected, and essentially dependant on
each other, sothat without the latter the former
could not exist, has all along, in pleading the cause
of frequency, confined his own attention, and that
of the reader, to the spiritual utility of the Lord’s
Supper. ‘I hisidea, and this alone, will be found to"
pervade all the views of the ordinance brought for-
ward in the second letter. He proposes to detail
the ends for which it was appointed, and which be-
lievers will find it calculated to serve, but he ever
keeps by the single thought of spiritual advantage ;
and the detail is, in fact, only a diffuse dissertation
on one design (od had in view ; excellently adapted
it may be for animating Christians to their duty,
and encouraging the faithful in their holy service,
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but very defective if intended to prove, as the title
should have borne, and is meant to bear, that ¢ fre.
¢ quent dispensation in the same place is indispensi-
‘bly requisite. The first position may seem to be
an exception, and it is the only one where the author
had nigh stumbled on something else than spiritual
advantage. Butitwas a position that could not be
passed, and itis happilv placed in the front, since
when once got over, the way was clear for descant.
ing at large on the favourite theme, and thus leaving
the intended impression on the mind. The position
is this, ¢ ’i\ acrament ofthe Supper, (the obser-
¢ vance ‘Ltﬁe anthor surely means) is an 1mpor-
¢ tant part of our practical testimony to the cross.’
If so, it miglitseem to demand a publicity, .o which
even frequent dispensation in the same place would
in due time be found to be fatel. But in the illustra-
tion, the author runs directly into the notion of spi-
ritual advantage ; ¢ This holy ordinance contributes
¢ as much, if not more,” why this tardy concession,
but because it is expedient to reduce the Supper as
nearly as possnble to a level with other institutions?
---¢ it contributes as much, if not more than any o-
¢ ther, to keep alive in the earth the memory of that
¢ sacrifice, which, through the eternal Spirit, our
¢ High Priest offered up unto God. In a powerful
¢ appeal to the senses, it arrests attention and
¢ strikes with awe, while the scenes of Gethsemene
¢and Calvery pass along in review.” This last sen-
tence is of a piece with the commentary which oc-
curs but a little before on the words of Jesus, * Here
¢ is the symbol of my broken body, and here of my
« streaming blood.” But these are only the slips of
pathetic description, for the author certainly does
not consider the ordinance of the Supper as a re-ex-
hibition of the crucifixion of Christ. So soon,




[ 204 ]

however, as heleaves the idea of spiritual advantage,
he is off his ground, and has to walk with great cau-
tion ; ‘In this holy ordinance’ we proclaim to sur-
‘rounding spectators, that weare not ashamed to
‘confess the despised Jesus before 'a crooked and
¢ perverse generationf &c. The publicity that
would here press forward is immediately guarded
and limited, that it might not interfere even with
weekly administration. The observance of the Sup-
per is allowed to be public, in disinction from family
worship ; social, in distinction from baptism; and
discriminating in distinction from other services of
the sanctuary. But farther he does not proceed on
this head. ™

The view of the ordinance is car‘donns follows,
‘It is, 2dly, an affecting representation of the com-
‘ munion believers have with Christ Jesus; 3dly,
¢ An exhibition of their union and communion with
‘one another.” Here something relafive to its use
for the manifestation of unity in visille profession,
might have been expected. But this had been fo-
reign to the drift of the letter : it might have sug-
gested thoughts unfriendly to that limitation of visi-
ble fellowship to single congregations, which must
be produced by frequent observance in the same
place. The utility of the ordinance as visibly ex-
pressive of the spiritual communion of all saints is
alone brought into view.” ¢ It shews that they be-
‘ ing many are one body.” In what respects? Why
¢ —-partakers of a common salvation, heirs of a com-
‘ mon inheritance, havitg one faith,’ (the principle
or grace appears from the connection to be meant),
‘one calling, one hope;’ it is thus allowed to be
¢ the communion of the body and blood of Christ,’
and celebrated as a ¢ thrice blessed nrdinance, which
* clothes“spiritual principle with visible form.” See



[ 205 ]

on this subject our remarks, Sect. II. conclus. 3
The author goes on, © 4¢hly, The death of Christ
¢ commemorated in the Supper, is a point in which
¢ the leading doctrines of revelation concentrate their
¢ rays, and where they shine with united lustre.
The illustration, however, has no respect to that
glorying in the cross of Christ according to the idea
suggested, which belongs to the Christian profes.
sion ; but solely to the spiritual bencfit we may reap
from contemplating ¢ the infinite evil of sin, the jus-
¢ tice of God in the punishment of it, the riches of
¢ the Father’s grace, the Love of Christ, and the
¢ harmony of the divine attributes in the recovery of
¢ sinners.” A proceed, we meet still with the
same prospect 6F spiritual benefit held out in other
views. For, ¢ 5thiy, The death of Chriet has a
¢ mighty efficacy in quickening the graces, and mor-
¢ tifying the corruptions of believers: And, lastly,
¢ In the holygSupper they are admitted to near inter-
¢ course withthe God of the spirits of all flesh.’
Here however the author again finds it necessary to
qualify his commendations: ¢ Not, says he, because
* the Supper is more Aoly than other ordinances, or
“ because access to God therein is in itseif more
¢ near, but he will put a special honour upon it, and
¢ upon them who love it, because it is that ordinance
¢ which in a special maaner puts honour on his Son
¢ Jesus.” How dificult must the author have found
it, so tocommend the Supper as to produce the in-
tended impression, and yet guard against elevating
it above the ordinary institutions of grace ? We con-
tend for no peculiar holiness, which is but an ambi-
guous term liable to great miscontruction, but for
peculiar design and the obvious requisites to fulfil it
in the mode and times of dispensation. To parody
the author’s address, which hc has put in the mouth
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. of the apostle Paul on supposition he were now to
appear, we may with equal justice conceive the apos-
tle posing the friends of weekly communion with
such enquiries as these ; ‘ How do you observe the
é great ordinance of communion? Do you use it ac-
¢ cording to the mind of the Lord, for displaying to
. ¢ the world your unity in holy profession and attach-
¢ ment to the doctrines of the cross, for visibly attest.
¢“ing this unity among yourselves, confirming and
¢ sealing it throughout the body ? Have you, wholly
¢ attentive to your own advantage, neglected that of
¢the church, or the general interests of religion,
¢ and overlooked the respect that your Lord had to
¢ these ! Have you, on pretence of seeking spiritual
s benefit, and mindful of this alone, defeated in a
¢ great measure one special object he had in view,
¢ established a disconnected plan of observance, and
¢ thrust the celebration into corners # Is there not at
¢ Jeast the appearance of selfishness here? Lay aside
¢ these partial views, and restore the sacramental
¢ feast of fellowship to that mode of celebration it
‘ requires.’ (See the peroration with which Lett. ii.
is concluded.

Letter I1L takes up the first expected objection,
—Innovation. Here we admit his position, ¢ That
¢ if the measure proposed (by which surely must be
‘ meant frequent, if not weekly, dispensation in the
¢ same place,) be oyr duty, itis high time the inno.
‘ vation was made.” But it will not be so easily ad-
mitted that ¢ he has proved,’ as he affirms he has
done, that measure either to be needful or duty, by
the partiai and irrevalent view of the ordinance pre-
sented In the preceding letter. He would now shew,
however, that so far from being an innovation, the
adoption of the measure proposed would be only the
restitution of ¢ what was the order of the church from
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‘ the beginning.’ To this purpose he appeals to
Acts x:gl 7. And from his remarks on this passage
we learn for the first time what we are to understand
by the measure proposed: ¢ Weekly communions
¢ were the constant practice of the primitive Chris
¢ tians.” How does he make thisout? ¢* The words
¢ intimate that sacramental communion was a prin-
* cipal, if not the principal object of their meeting.’
No doubtit was, in the instance and on the occa-
sion referred to. They came together that Sabbath
the apostle was with them, expressly to éreat bread.
But what then ? ¢ Prayer, praise, and the preaching
¢ of the word were their stated exercises, but of such
¢ moment was the Supper considered, that in record-
¢ ing their employment on the Sabbath, the sacred
¢ historian mentions nothing else,—they came toge.
¢ ther to break bread.” Mr. Mason found it neces-
sary to account for the historian’s specifying so par-
ticularly the breaking of bread, and has exerted his
ingenuity to cpavert it to his own purpose ; for in fact
that very specification, since prayer, praise, and
preaching, were the stated exercises, Intimates
something peculiar in the occasion referred to. The
disciples at that time came together to break bread :
It was to be a sacramental Sabbath. Had theSupper
been one of the stated ordinances, the historian
would naturally have mentioned only the ¢ meeting
« on the first day of the week,” and the notice of
its dispensation as a thing of course, would have
occurred merely in the account of the exercises
which took place,—-* Paul having preached, and bro-
« ken bread, and discoursed a long while after, even
« till break of day, departed.”

To the remarks already made, Sect. IV. on this
passage, and on the other, 1 Cor. xi. 20. which
are the only ones produced by Mr. Mason to ascer-



[ 208 ]

tain the practice in the apostolic age, the Reviewer
has nothing to add. Nor does he think it necessary,
after what has been stated in the same section, to
trace the history of communicating down to the age
of Reformatlon, or enter into new discussions on
the opinions of the reformers.
In the next letter the objections, ¢ that frequent
‘ communicating would banish reverence, and pre-
‘ vent preparation,’ are attacked with considerable
success. Various considerations exceedingly just,
and happily expressed, worthy the attention of those
who would excuse themselves from their duty by tak-
ing advantage of the Presbyterian plan, are here
brought forth. We allow them all their force im -
their direction against * the formalist, the hypocrite,
the Pharisaic Christian. ¢ One hour, one minute of
¢ genuine humiliation, one tear of gracious coutrition,
¢ one groan unutterable of the Spirit of adoption, is
‘ of more value in the sight of God, than the most
¢ splendid round of formalities.” The formerindeed
are of no more value as a ground of acceptance in
the Lord’s Supper, than the latter; but if there be
any who plead preparation {from the impracticability
of observing the days usually appointed, as a reason
for not joining with their brethren in other congrega-
tions, or for dispensing with that frequent commus
nicating for which opportunities may be afforded,
they abuse the Presbyterian plan, and expose the
very form of preparation they mean to support.
Such Christians seem to indicate, that they consider
preparation as restrictcd to the round of external for-
malities, and by their conduct defeat the purpose of
a circulation of fellowship throughout the body.
If however the reasoning be meant to prove that
there is nodistinction among divine stitutions, as

[ ¥
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is obvious from the argument brought forWard,
¢ that God is not more holy in one than in another ;’
if it also go the length of subverting the necessity of
a regard to warranted means of preparation, because
the bare observance of these belongs but to the form
of godliness, then, onthe first head we have endea-
voured to detect its absurdity in our second section ;
aud "n the other, it is only needful to remark, that
the power of godliness is by no means inconsistent
with the form. Are we to discard days of fasting
m every mstance, because ¢one hour, or minute of

¢ genuine contrition before God, is of more value
¢ 1n hissight, than a round of formalities ?’ . On this
priiaciple, the observance of the Supper itself might
be entirely set aside ; one spiritual act of gratitude
in remembrance of Chri 1st, is.more pleasing in God’s
sight, than the most frequent participation of sym-
bols. The argument ought to have been guarded,
but had it guarded it would have failed in its
application to Mr, M.’s purpose. We are the less
concerned with the objections discussed in this let.
ter, as they are not much connected with-the prin.
ciples on which we defend the Presbyterian plan of
observance. But however ¢truly astonishing it may
¢ be that they should ever be brought tforth by a
# living Christian,” Calvin and other reformers,
though they do not make nor sanction the objections,
yet allow that they must be attended to, in settling
the plan of observance, The question is not what
Christians ought to -be, but what they really are,
and may be expected to be in this 1mperiect state.
And we 'have seen that God himself in diversifying
his system of ordinances, was not unmindful of
their state. ¢ He knoweth our frame.” Mr. Ma-
son appeals to tact. ¢ Do other duties grow contemp-
b tible by their frequency,—prayer dor instance !’
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- 'We may appeal to facts more pertinent ; ZEPHERI-
Nus found that weekly dispensation produced, not
only nreverence, butdisorder; CaLviwn allows that
he consulted the interests of religion in altering the
plan ; he biinselt was afraid of weekly communion ;
WiTsius was ¢ not without apprehension that such
frc1ency mi,ht depreciate the ordinance ;> none of
the icformed churches found it expedient to ordain
such frequencv. But expediency is not the ground
on which we support the Presbyterianmmethod ; and
that method is so favourable to the frequency of
comamunicating claimed by the ordinance, that Pres-
bvterian pastors, in exhorting their people to their
duty, find abundant scope for taking off the force of
the very paliations and excuses referred to in the
objections. |
Having dispatched the subject of frequency, that
of the observance of days is next introduced. Here
we meet with an elgborate discussion. Though the
subject is brou@‘gl:n merely as a fourth objection
against the measure proposed, yet it is protracted
through no less than four letters, and occupies near-
ly the ha!f of the book. A final blow to what he is
pleased to call ¢ the customary appendages to the
¢ Lord’s Supper, the redundancies of human fancy,’
was doubtless intended. One reflection naturally
occurs on reading the title, ¢ Of the customary ap-
‘ pendages, particularly public Fasts and Thanks-
¢ givings, no word of Preparation-days; why are
they overlooked ? Is it because they may be bone
with? One would have thought the very idea of pre-
paration had been offensive to the Author. Isitbe-
cause the topics of declamation against the Fast and
Thanksgiving days are more numerous, and afford
the most spacious reasoning? To charge him with
such motives might be uncharitable. On looking
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into the Lewers we find that he has no objection a-
gamnst at least a preparation scrmon ; he even at.
tempts in a note an apology for 1t. Bemdes, some-
thing of the kind is allowed to be proper in certain
Contessions and public deeds, which he would have
us to believe are wholly on his side, and utterly hos.
tile to the practice of others who adhere to them.
Yet his very argument, ¢ that the Church of Scot-
land from the dawn of the Keformation till 1638,
indulged but onc sentiment as to the administration
of the sacraments, v/z. that it was not to be en-
cumbered with any rites contrary to, or bes:de the
¢ written word,’ (P. 83.)—this argument militates
equallv against a Preparation sermon, or day, as
against the Fast and Thanksgiving days. The for
mer as really as the latter are ¢ deside the written
* word,” in the sense affixed by Mr. M. to the term ;
and emhraciné'. the view which depends on that sense,

- & &+~ =

he must di -the one as well gs the other. The
fact is, the 7rtes opposed, were, Sir. M. allows,
the Popish and Prelatical cere n the form of
administration and reception. the acts he has
quoted, lay dggvn an universal rule against * the im-
* position of rites and observances which have 7o
¢ foundation in the word ¢f God, 1s readily granted ;
but then in the same sense in which he apprehends
this applies against Fast and Thanksgiving days, it
must apply against all forms ef preparation ; even
a sermon jor the bare purpose of distributing tokens,
is beside the written word ; and if solely intended
for that purpose, more so, than any observances ia
the usual Presbyterian method.

A 2d remark is suggested by the length of the dis-
cussion.  Mr. M. having introduced the subject as
an objection which weighs much with conscientious
people against lus measure, evidently takes it up,
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not according to the truc principles on which the
days in question are defended, and capable of de-
fence, but according to the absurd and perhaps su-
perstitious views which some who would be religious
over-much, or have a zcal not altogether produced
and directed by knowledge, entertain. This gives
him an easy advantage, and furnishes matter for
many pages that might well have been spared. (P.
61—67.) ‘The ¢samples of inconsistence and con-
¢ tradiction,” he professes to exhibit seem to be fa-
brications of his own mind ; and the charge he
brings agamst the supporters of da ys, of ¢beating
¢ the air,” may well be retorted on himself. He ap-
proaches the point onlv when, page 68. he comes
to consider the prOpnety of fasting ‘in view of
¢ some special duty, or in expectation of some spe-
¢ cial blessings.’

3dly, In managing the objection, he seems to rea-
son in a circle. The objection imports, that the
measure proposed requires such frequency as would
be incompatible with the observance of the usual
days. One part of the answer is, that this observ-
ance of days ‘isattended with- great and serious
‘evils” (P. 60. 95.) To prove this, we are told,
that among other evils, ¢ the multiplicity of week-day
* services is incompatible with the frequency inten-
¢ded (P. 99.)

Owing to the indeterminate form in which he has
taken up the subject, it would be tedious to follow
him through all his discussion. A fair statement of
its substance may be sufficient to expose its almost
perpetual deviation from the point. The FIrsT
part of his method is to shew, ¢ That sacramental
¢ fast and t‘laangxnr‘g days have no warrant from-
‘ the word of God. Ig by warrant he means ex~

b
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press appointment, it is granted there is none ; but
in this sense, there is no warrant in the New Tes-
tament for any fast, or thanksgiving days whatever.
Had the exercise of fasting been, by divine institu-
tion, appointed to precede the celebration of the
‘Supper, it had been as essential to the right obser-
vance of that ordinance, asit was on the day of an-
nual atonement among the Jews; in no case could
it ever have been dispensed with, nor could any in-
dividual who had not opportunity of joining with his
brethren of other congregations in their sacramental
fast, have warrantably communicated with them in
the Supper. Divine wisdom hath laid no such bar
in the way of that fellowship for which the ordinance
was expressly designed ; and since we have never
pleaded for fasting or thanksgiving as essentially re-
quisite, we are not confounded by the wonderful
discovery, that there is no specific ordination of such
days, nay, not even a passage from which we may
infer an Inseparable connection between them and
the holy Supper. Mr. M. manifestly perplexes the
question, while he professes to state it in the most
accurate terms. ‘It is not, says he, ¢ whether
¢ fasting is a divine ordinance ; but whether it is a
¢ divine ordinance preparative to the Lord’s Supper 2’
(P. 66.) From what has been already observed,
it must appear, that this never was, nor can be the

question, unless the notion of fastings being abso-
lutely essential were held. The point at issue is not,

as the statement implies, whether fasting has been

specifically ordained as a part of necessary prepara-

tion for keeping the Supper ? for there is no divine-

ly instituted ritual of fasts or thanksgivings enjoined

to the New Testament church ; the appointment of

these rests with her courts. 'The question therefore

is precisely in the first instance, what Mr. M. would
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set aside, ¢ whether fasting be a divine ordinance ’
He seems indeed to suppouse that there are texts
which exhibit general warrants for fasting, without
respect to the circumstances in which it ought to take
place ; and alludes with no little indignation, to ¢a
¢ l]arge column of these’ he has somewhere seen rais-
ed up against his proposed measure. I know no
general warrant for fasting, or texts which exhibit
it as a duty in general, without bearing, one way or
another, on the circumstances in which it either
may or ought to take place. Were there any such,
then fasts referable to no special occasion would be
warranted, and it would be needless any farther to
debate whether the sacrament of the Supper be a
special occasion or not. By the nature of the war-
rants, however, the question is narrowed to this
point, Is fasting suitable, seasonable, and proper,
before the eclebration of the Supper ? That it is we

have endeavoured to shew in Sect. V. and also that
" on this ground Sessions are so vindicated, or have
such sufficient warrant for making the appointment,
that obedience is due by those under their inspec-
tion. Mr. M. apprchends that our warrants ¢ will
“ equally prove the necessity of fasting before bap.
¢ tism, betore the Sabbath, before family worstip,
¢ or craving a blessing to our meat, as before the
¢ sacrament of the Supper, unless they can be shewn
‘ to have been coupled with the latter, and not with
¢ the former.” (P.66.) Baptism is a sacrament as
really as the Supper, and from this consideration
the inuendo of its being dcgraded by the want of a
previous fast, may be apt to impose on some. But
as baptism is not a congregational nor general con-
cern like the Supper, it would be improper to ap-
point a public fast in prospect of its administra.
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tioni. Ifihe person shall choose to seek the Lord
bv fasting and prayer, with a view to the reception
of this ordinance by himself or his children, he
would not certainly act an unwarrantable part, not
even though as patriarch in his own house, he ap-

inted a family fast. Mr. M.’s own reason for dis-
carding the fast with a view to weekly communion,
is sufiicient to expose the absurdity of ordaining such
preparation for the Sabbath. ¢ It would be a burden
¢ to wirch no congregation either would or should
¢ submit. T'he tribute of time which would be with-
¢ drawn from their ordinary occupations, would be
* much too great for any who eat their bread in the
¢ sweat of their brow.” As for fasting before cra-
ving a blessing to our meat, it is only brought in to
caricature the subject, and is therefore utterly un-
worthy of notice.

What has been observed, may be sufficient to take
off the force of the remark made with critical acute-
ness on the words of the Directory, p. 88. as well
as of the bold sssertions, p. 105. while it suggests
also a solution of the problem considered in the note
at the foot of this last page. ¢ There is,” says Mr.
M. p. 88. ‘asmall letter in one of the places cited
¢ from the Directory, which completely ruins the
¢ cause the citation was intended to support. It does
¢ not say zn the administration of the sacrament, but
¢ sacrainents, including baptisin, and making this to
¢ be an occasion no less special than the Supper.  So
¢ that if the argument, shape it as you please, prove
* any thing, it proves that the Directory prescribes

1t Mr. M. admits the distinction himself, and
has expressed it with sufficient accuracy, p. 18.
* In holy baptism our profession is separate and pub-.
*lic, but not sacia/, at least very imperfectly so.”
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“a public fast as often asa childis baptized. Un-
¢ less this be admitted, the foundation is swept away,
¢ and the fabric of xtself tumhbles to the ground.

The Directory was never appealed to as prescribing
any fast in the one ease or the other, but merely as
admitting that the sacraments are special occasions ;
and therefore not ¢ hastile’ to the propriety of seek-
ing the Lord by fasting and prayer in prospect of
them. The exercise pertains to the persons parti-
cularly concerned ; Sessions may call to it in pros-
pect of the Supper, but they have no power to ap-
point personal or family fasts. Instead therefore of
¢ establishing a pernicious distinction between the
¢ two sacraments,” p. 105. while Sessions fulfil what
belongs td their province, their appointments inree-
gard to the Supper, rather tend to inspire a proper
respect for the other sacrament, and intimate the
exercise to be suiiable in private for those who are
concerned in its administration. If the fact be
otherwise, as Mr. M. complains, and with too
much reason, p. 105. we can only deplore it. The
wisest regulations are liable to abuse. Because pa-
rents cannot reasonably expect a whole congregation
should be called to seck the Lord by fasting and pray-

er, wiih a view to the baptism of their thldren, it
would be absurd and impious for them to conclude,
that therefore bantisin is a trivial matter. Let them
learn what account to make of this ordinance, which
they know ta be equally a sacrament, from the man-
ner of the church in observing the Supper, and be
admonished to discover in its zphere the same sa-
cred veneration. As for the mighty problem,
¢ How many communicants are requisite to a pubhc
¢ fast ¥—Just as many, we leplv, as may constitute a
public communion. Whether ¢two’ can do so, as
well as ¢ ten thousand,’ is left to Mr. M. to deter~
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mine. Were fasting essential to right observance,
or coupled with the Supper by positive institution,
which had been very strange, then no doubt 1t be-
hoved to have obtained, however small the number
of communicants. The problem is constructed on
the supposition, that we hold it to be thus essential.
Now we only maintain that it is warrantable, and
that Sessions must judge of its expedicrcv. There
may be cases in which it would not Le proper.
Suppose the very small number ot communicants to
be one of these, yet where is the similarity between
this case and that of baptism, in which though there
be only a parent and clikl, the adminiscration is as
full, as that of the Supper would be it honoured with
ten ‘thousand communicanis. Let the parent there-
fore treat the ordinance with the same sacred regard,
as is shewn to the Supper inall ordinary cases.
Mr. M. should have remembered, however, that
though in the way of his proposed measure’s being
carried into effect, such limited communions, as he
supposes for the sake of the difficulty, may occur,
they are not likely to be met with while the present
Presbvterxan plan is followed out, nor would they
long puzzle any church-court even if they were.
We are not tied down by the view we entertain of
¢ sacramemntal fasts and thanksgivings,’ as they are
styled.

The seEconD part of our Author’s method was to
shew ¢ that sacramental fast and thanksgiving days
‘are contrary to the judgment of almest the whole
¢ Christian church.’ This was an arduous task.
How is it executed? Part of it lies in setting the
Confession and Directory to rights, for they seemed
rather to grant too much en the opposite side.
Most unquestionably he has failed to shew that the
days in dispute, are eontrary to their doctrine or
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prescriptions. ‘Toprove his pointhe ought to have
shewn,—not that the days had no existence in fo-
reign churches, nor athome till of late, (Some time
after 1645.) for this might well be the case, and yet
the church entertain no judgment contrary to them ;
not that no mention is made of them in the different
Confessions he has appealed to, for how was it tobe
expected, if they were not existent when these
Confessions were written! not that no law has been
made by the church about them, for such a law
would not have been made even though the church
had been favourable to them and engaged in the
practice, because it would hawve been beside the
written word, would have seemed to constitute
them holidays ;—but he ought to have shewn that
the prineiples hitherto maintained by the reformed
churches, and published in their Confessions, are
contrary to the practice. Some specimens of the
little that bears on this point we have already remark.
ed, particularly his attempt to support the proposed
new measure, by the doctrine of the "Westminster
Confession about ‘ ordinary parts of worship,’ and
to reconcile with this doctrine as explained by him,
the words of the Directory, where the admlmstra—
tion of the sacrament is allowed to be ¢ a special oc-
*-casion,’ and classed with public fastings and thanks~
givings. ¢ The term special) he observes, ¢is.in-
* definite. When applied to the Lord’s Supper,
¢ (as in the Directory,) it merely distinguishes this
“from other duties. (Lett. p. 87.) He should
ave told us in what respects.  Perhaps that sacra-
maent 1s 0 verv special as even to warrant a previous
fast. The distinction he refers to, cannot surely
mean nothing more than the notice of a difference
between the Lord’s Supper, and preaching for in-
stance, as cne ordinance js distinguished from ano-
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ther by its name or form ; were thisall, the craving
a blessing to our meat might alsobe denominated
special, to distinguish it from sacramental service.
Other passages in our own and foreign Confessions
to which he has appealed, are granted byhimself to
have been framed solelv against the Romish rites
and superstitious appendages to the  sacrament,
which arc utterly unawarranted by Scripture.  (Lett.
p. 82.) Though Mr. M. had succeeded in proving
that our fast and thanksgiving days are on a level
with such rites, he could have brought out the judg-
ment .of the church against us, only by inference.
¥t was too-much then to set out with a bold assertion,
that thede days are contrary to the judgmentof the
Christian church, as if ¢ the whole current of pub-
‘lic sentiment expressed in solemn enactions, &c.
‘had been diametrically opposite to them.” He
found itexpedient to soften down the contrariety
first intended to be proved, into ¢ it was not the judg.
¢ ment of the church for a long series of ages, such
¢ days shnuld be observed.” By this he has shelter-
ed himself alittle ; for the fact is, during these ages
the church gave no judgment on the subject, nor
any that can by implication be made to apply.

The THIRD part of our author’s method, was ¢ to
¢ exhibit the great and serious evils with which sa-
¢ cramental fasts and thanksgivings are attended.’
Most of the supposed evils have already fallen under
consideraticn, Sect. V.in the objections against the
Presbyterian plan, which are adduced chiefly from
Mr. M.’s work. Under the four propositions of that
Section, the Reviewer conceives he has sufficiently
repelled the allcgations, ¢ that these days are an un~
4 warranted addition to the ordinance of the Supper,
¢ —that they involve us in self-contradiction,—and
# that they tend to banish the principle and practice
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¢ of scriptural fasting and thanksgiving.” A little
attention to the observations subjoined in the Secti-
oa, may correct the mistake with which Mr M.
sets out in specifying the evils, ¢ that. ‘the Qays n
¢ question establish a term of communion which bas
¢ no scriptural sanction.” -Enough has been said also
on the ¢ pernicious distinction’ supposed to be ¢ crea-
ted between the two sacraments,’ by our plau.
Whether the observance of days of fasting and
thanksgiving be ¢ unfriendly to pure and evangelical
¢«devotion,” can scarcely be determined by reasoning.,
The legal disposition will endeavour to convert eve-
ry thing, of which it can take advantage, to its pur-
pose. And does Mr M. apprehend no danger of
an abuse of weekly communicatings by that disposi.
tion? These, one would imagine, might furnish it -
with the plea of even warks of supererogation. But
due care may be taken to guard Christians from sup-
posing, that our preparatory services mean, ¢ we
¢ must work the harder in order to our acceptance in
¢ the Supper.” Evangelical ministers are not usually
so inattentive to the legal spirit, as to neglect the
requisite cautions. If, however, that spirit be so
predominant in the present age, as Mr. M. seems
to insinuate, there is the more need for previous
fasting to humble ourselves before God, for serious
self-examination, for all that public aid and direc-
tion by which, under the blessing of ‘God, Chris-
tians may be enabled to set forward ¢ in the strength
“ of the Lord, making mention of his righteousness
“ only,” in an observance more explicitly declarative
of faith in Jesus, than attendance on the common
dispensation of grace. One of ihe evils specified,
we have shewn to be a special advantage of our plan.

T
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It is the communion of the ministry. ¢ Our nume.
¢ rous services,’ says Mr. M. ¢ render the dispen-
¢ sation of the Supper almost impracticable to any
¢ minister without the aid of his brethren.” See on
this subject, Sect. V. prop. ii. 3d. At the same
time it ought to be recollected, that we are not so
tied down to the plan usually formcd as to be bound
y it in all cases and circums ;ances. Where exten.

ve fellowship, or ministerial aid, can seldom be
attained, the sacrament may be raore frequently
dispensed than would otherwise be proper, and even
though the public services should be abridged, and
on some occasions laid nside.

In his letter, Mr. M. brings forward the Apvax.
TAGES of his proposed but undetennm\' measure,
—frequent communion. These we might disimisg
with the single remark, thatif the measure be wrong,
“ we must not do evil that good may come.” On
surveying however the advantages held out, we are
at a loss to conceive how he would appropriate them
tothis plan. Some of them seem to be equally, if
not better attained by the mode we defend. It is
certainly better calculated *‘for promoting and con-
¢ irming brotherly love,’ than the scheme of weekly
dispensation. But in general, more of the divine
countenance may be expected to a mode is which
suited to the design of the ordinance, than to one
which either overlooks or counteracts any of its
ends. We too might specify advantages, and some
that are peculiar to our method. Besides the ¢ con-
¢ solation we have’ of treating the ordinance with
due respect according to its nature and ends, and
of endeavouring to secure right observance in a
degenerate age, a proper interval is allowed by our
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plan for the manifestation of regard to vows, or fol.
lowing up and verifying the solemn profession made,
The period during which the ordinance may be con.
sidered as producing its fruits, and displaying itg
effect, is not needlessly prolonged. While none
will pretend that constant observance would keep
alive a spiritual frame, solemn dispensation recur-
ring at intervals may be expected to rouse the lan.
guid, to re.ive attention to the state of the soul, tg
excite pec ‘iiar intercst, and lead to beneficial reflags
tions on past conduet. But instead of enlarging on
advantagos, a theme apt to blind the mind to juss
views and solid reasoning, the true supports of any
mode of religious worship, we conclude by specify-
ing two disadvantages under which the Independent
plan obviously labours, and of which ours is happily
clear. By weekly communion, the Chri®tian Saby
bath is converted into a constant festival. Some.-
thing is thus added to, or superintended on the
Lord’s day. Itis made the stated memorial at once
of his death and resurrection. There is a change
effected upon it, at least beside the written word.
To this the judgment of the reformed churches is
manifestly hostile. They allowed that fasting was
not improper on Sabbath, and in various instances
actually kept the first day of the week as a fast.
But a iast, and a festival or feast never can be come=
bined, and to the friends of weckly communion pare-
- ticularly, fasting must appear utterly incapable of

combination with the observance of the Supper. In
fine, ii thatordinance was intended to be kept every
first day of the week, it will be difficult to free Paul
from granting some kind of allowance to neglect it,
or at least supposing it might warrantably be omit-
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ted. Were the same language adopted with'respect .
to the Sabbath,—* As often as ye keep the first day
¢ of the week,” &c.—who would not instantly con.
clude that stated observance was not expected ?




