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their exercise of it, when they find an argument against the bus-
Xin of the pldyer, in that it adds a cubit unto his stature,’ &c.—
we cannot but admire the same research as applied to a more
wortthy end, when it discovers a namber of subordinate prophe-
cies relating to the Saviour to come, in passages commonly over-
looked; and we think the preacher would only have the more
attentive cudience, who whilst he did not keep back such pro-
phrcws, ns are the most striking and prominent, as, for insiance,
that of the Miraculous Conception, contained in the seventh
chapter of [saiah; that of his character and office, in the ninth;
et thiat of his person, reception, and end, in the fifiy-thizd ; should
nevertheless senson his sermon with those more sccondary pre.
dictions which Tertullian detects, or thinks he detects elsewhere,
of his being sent by Pilate to Flerod ; of the darkness at noop,
day; of the veil being rent; of the body being missing ; of the
resort of the women to the sepulchre ; and of the charge they re.
ecived on seeing tHe vision of angels;

The observance, therefore, of this rule in the construction of
germons, to presume upon the congregotivn having some ac-
quaintance with the common places of scripture, though much
to learn as to the remainder, would have the effect of relieving
them from that tediousness which naturally attoches to compo-
sitions that enlarge upon what we know well, and keep silence
upon what we know imperfectly ; and though the remark ap-
plics to oll sermons alike, yet the country parson is he who is
likely to offend against it most, being under a temptation beyond
others to reckon upon. the snmple people lovmg snmplucnty over
much, and thus to (hlme his wmny till itis really too small for

bahes. Baxter, whé, ns evi l'y bady must bs aware, is for the|

plainest of nll plin-speaking in the minister, nevertheless cau.
tions him with his characterisiic' good sense, ¢ lest in fearing to
go beyond the present understanding: of the people, he teach them
nothing but what they know already; and thus entice them to
think that he is as ignorant as they, and that they are as worthy
to bo preachers as he, because they can do as much and as well
as he is used to do.” It i3 not indeed in the nature of things
that o class of persons who delight in a pithy proverh beyond
any other, and seldom open their lips without one, can tuke much
pleasure in a thin and throadbare address ; and the preacher who
13 to hold tngether even the most rural congregation for any long
time, must be prepared, with Mr. Hare, to bring out of his trea-
sures things ncw ns wellas old. It nay not be here out of place
to add, that the staple of these sermons is rendered still more
substantinl by their author’s theologicol rendirg, independently
of scripture. 'We can trace in them, for instance, Taylor, Bax-
tor, and, we think, [lull, not always as works which Mr. Hare
was dircetly qioting, though this sometimes, but which he had
digested and made Lis own, and might draw from, without know-
ing it; and it will be found in theology, as in all other scicnees,
that however elementary may be the treatise required, it will he
the best done hy the best informed man ; that the Church Cate-
chism, simpie as it scems, could only have been framed by deep
divines, and that a village sermon will ba most to the purpose,
when written by one who, like Me. Hare, combincs with a
knowledge of village ways, such reading as would qualify him
for a far different audience,
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A CANDID EXAMINATION OF THE DPISCOPAL
CHURCH
IN TWO LETTENS TO A FRIEND.
Levrer 1.
My deor I‘ncnd —

I now proceed, agroeably to my promise, to a vindication of
the Foams of the Church, and I trust that I shall make it appear
to your satisfaction that these are gnod and proper in themselves,
and agreenble to the practice of the Church in all ages. 1 had
heard it (iequently said, that.in the reading of prayers there
coulil Lo littls or no devotion; and without much reflection vpon
the subject, it sceued as if there must be some teuth in the as.
gertion. The custom was so different from that to which 1 had
beon used, and my mind was so hobituated to an entire depen-
dence upon the invention of my minister, that I did- not dare
to suppose that tuzre could bo any such thing ag prayer, where
tho language was premeditated. The supposition even carried
with it the idea of profmnty and 1 was almost ready to con-
demn unequivoeally and wnhout examination,

But when I ottended upan the worship of the Church, and no-
ticed the appearance s0 duﬂ'«.rcnl from that in cnnwreguuonul so-
cietics—cvery knoe bent, and every heart and voice seemingly
engnged, [ cou'd not but think that the spirit of supphcanon was
thrro in n greater degree than I had ever before witnessed in any
other place, and that if the blessing of God was ever granted to
a human petition, it wonld not be withheld from those who ma-

nifested so much nppnrcnt fervency and sincerity.

This, with some other circumstances, soon cflaced my previous
impressions in regard to the reading of prayers, as the effect of
early prejudice, and lcd me to consider the assertions which had
been made as the ebullitions of ignorance and bigotry. T found
that there ware some congregational ministers who were always
in the habit of using a form; that whole associations united in
publishing and recommending volumes of written prayers for the
use of theirpeople; and that family devotions in many instances
wore cavricd on i this way; and upon reflection, I ¢suld not
consider tha singing of psalms, as usuvally practiced, and with-
out any doubt of its prapricty, to be any other than praying to
God und praising kim by forms. Theso are pre-composed in all
congregations ; and if a general union is intended in the part of
worship which they compose, as they pariake in a great measure
of the nature of prayer, it seemed to me that what was right in
the one onse could not be wrong in respect of the other. Besides,
1 found that extersporaneous prayers on the part even of minis-
ters generally fell at last into a form ; and that indeed such they
must always be considered in regard to those who join in the pe.
titiona they contain. Public prayer, whether pre:composed or ex-
tempore, iz unaveidably aform to all by whom it is not origina-
ted, inasmuch as they receive words which are dictated to them;

and if they are intent only Jupon their devotlons, it is 1mpuss|ble
for them to determins wheiher the minister invents at the mo-
raent, or vepeate from momory. [ knew also that as respected

EPc €Yureh.

myself, 1 had too generally been a hearer of prayer, rather than
a devout worshnpper, and the appearance of a greal portion of
the congregation intimated a similar condition on their part. 1
found that they werc ready to criticise the language and styie of
prayer in the same manner as they did the sermon: to admire
every beanty of expression, and to applaud all the minutie of
detail to which the occasion led.

With these views, which satisfied me at once that there could
be no rational ohjection to forms, even on the part of those who
rejected them, I proceeded to consider whether they were not from
the nature of prayer, and in order to the suitable edification of the
people, far preferable to the extemporanecus mede. It is the de-
sign of public worship that the united wants and feelings of a
whole congregation should be expressed. And how is this to be
done unless some method be adopted of which there may be a
previous general knowledge, and in the form and order of which
oll may agree?

There is, I think, a great advantage in having a form of
prayer for the whole Church, as it constitutes a bond of union
which cannot be broken, and tends to the preservation of the
faith in its purity. Not only the members of one society or con-
gregation unite in their prayers and praiscs to one common Fa-
iher, but the same petitions’ and thanksgivings are ascending to
the throne of grace from the Church Universsl.  And if Christ
has promiscd to hear the requests of two or three when gathered
together in his name, how much more will he grant their peti-
tions when presented in - the same way by lhc thousands and
millions who kneel before his al:ar?

That forms of prayer are of ancient and divine institution, is
to me evident from Scripture; The first piece of solemn worship
recorded in the Bible is a form—the song of Moses and the chil-
dren of Isracl, after. the destruction of Pharaoh and his host,
which wes first repeated Ly the men, and afterwards responded
by Miriam and the women.—Forms alse were given to Moses
and Aaron in the wilderncss ;-one in relation to the atonement’
to be made for the expiation of an uncertain murder ; another to
be used when the ark rested, and when it set forward, and
thir¢ for the blessing of the people by the priest. Besides,. the
whole book of Psalms are forms of prayer and praise, which
were used in Jewish worship, and are still retained in the
Church. ‘

1f we come to the Now Testament times, we find Christ pro-
viding a form for the use of his disciples, even as John also had
taught his followers the manner in which they were to pray.
He always altended the worship of the Jewish synegogue,
which was carried on ellogether by forms, and had there been
any impropriety in the mode, be certainly would not have with-
held his reproof. I'rem the time of Christ and his Apestles,forms
in public worship were universal in the Church until the six.
tcenth century, and the same arguments are 1o be produced in
their favour from ccclesiastical history as in regord 1o the Epis
copncy.

When I had satisfied myself of the superior excellcnco of
forms over extemporancous prayers, and become convinced. that
they had prevailed in all ages of the Church, and been sanctioned
by the cxample and precept of its great Head and his Apostles,
as well as by Moses and the prophets, ! procceded to the con-
sideration of the Episcopal Liturgy, which I found so rational, so
comprehensive, and so well adapted to the expressions of public
wants and feelings, that I could not for a moment withbold my
approbation. 'I'he languuge is scriptural and solemn, the or-
rangement excellent and instructive, and it may well be said that
in the Prayer Book, the Bible:is discovered in a devotional form.

(To be concluded in our next)
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Upon the spirit, if not upon the literal tenour of the Constitu-
tional Act, as cited in our last, Churchmen, as we have often
said, might be content to rest their cause ; and they are not With-
out o hope that even lhe dictates of cxpcdxcncy, apart from the
possible return to a ‘respect for cquity and law by those who
should be its legitimate guard;ans, may yet accord them the jus-
tice which has been denied thém solong. Whosoever peruses
the several clauses of this Act, without the prejudice of sectarian
jealousy or of intcrested oppdsition, cannot fail to come to the
conclusion that in allowing it to be the subject of a doy’s litiga-
tion, is an injustice to the Church of England only "to be ex-
plaincd by the degenerate and fickle charncter of the times.

And this, as we shewed i m a former number, was a construc-
tion of the Act from which, bntil within a few years, there was
neither at home nor in the Colonies one dissenting voice. What
had been the universal impression here, is sufficiently evident
from the various provincial enactments, alecady cited, w hich are
expressly predicated upon this interpretation of the Act; and that
such was the persuosion also of the -Imperial Governmem is
manifest from the establishment of the Bishopric of Quebece, from
the subsequent division of the Provinces into Archdeaconries,
from the tenor of the Instructions tothe Governors of the Colony,
from the uncquivoco) reply of Earl Buthurst to the first memo-
rial of the Scottish Clergy, and above all from the establiskment
of the Corporations—composcd cxclusively of clergymen of the
Church of England-—-for the ‘management of the Reserves them-
selves,

The only ground upon which the shadow of a pretension from
any other quarter can be made to rest, is the apparent vagueness
of tho term *© Protestant Clergy,’ for the maintenance of which
these lands aré specifically appropriated; but as this was intend-
‘ed to embrace one body, in contradistinction to another body for
whom provision had antecedently been made, it was the simplest
and weost natural term which, under the circumstances, could
‘have been adopted ; -—Pnorssmu'r as distinguished from Ro-
man Catholics,—and CLERGY, as distinet from the ministers of
all other Proiestant sects and denominations: For the word
‘ Clorgy,’ it ought to be recollected, is a term purely legal; and,

in the Enghsh ‘Statate Book, ‘it never has a referencs to any

other than the ministers of the Established Church. None but
a ‘clerk in orders’—in other words a °clergyman’—can, ac-
cording to Blackstone, hold a benefice; but to whom can a refer-
ence to the holding of a benefice in England apply, unless 10
the ministers of the Established Church alone? Various statutes
can, in short, be adduced where this distinctive application of
the term ¢ Clergy’ is most decidedly maintained; and in the 41
Geo. HT. c. 63, the difference is upheld, in martked terms, for ex.
ample between *“a clergyman of the Church of England and a
minister of the Church of Scotland.” o
How strange, too,—if any other religious body than the
Church of England were meant,—that, when in the 38:h and
391h clauses so specific a provision is made for the endowment
of Rectories and the presentation of lncumbents ordained accord-
ing to the rules of that Church, not a word of sllusion should be
made to any other Protestant denomination! Laws are usually
superabundant rather than sparing in the number of terms em.
ployed; and it is from a multiplicity rather than a paucity of
words that legal ambiguity most commonly arises. But here
there is no room for ambiguity : all is perfectly comprehensible
and clear; and the consccutive clauses of the Act preserve their
due and natural connexion. In the 36th clause, provision is
made for a Protestant Clergy in contradistinction to a Romish,
provided for in & previous Stalute:—the 37ih clause, allots the
‘rents and profits’ of this reservation exclusively to the said Pro-
testant Clergy ;—and the 38ih clause, in providing for specific
landcd endowments, defines who this Protestant Clergy are.—
When endowments are alluded to, then, according to the obvx-
ous spirit of the Act, Rectories are introduccd, and of conse-
quenee the Church of England is mentioned by name. This
clause, therefore, and |hat wbnch follows it shews, with suﬂiclent
clearness, who were meant by the term * Protestant Clergy.’
And to shew that this was the meaning of the framers of the

‘Act, let us observe the langunge of Mr. Pitt on that occasion..

He—in the House of Commons, May 12, 179k —declared that
“the meaning of l%e Act was, to encble the Governor to endow
and to present the Protestant Clergy of the Es/ablished €hurck

.to such Parsonage or Rectory as might be constitutcd or erected

within every township or parish, which row wasor might ke
formed; and to give to such Protestant Clergyman of the Zs-
tablished Charch, a part or the achole, as the Governor thought

- proper, of the lands appropriated by the Act.’”” He further ex-
:plained that “this was done 1o encourage the Established Chirck,
-and that possibly hereatter it might e proposed o send o Bishop

of the Established Church to sit in the Legislative Couricil."—
This is a comment upon the Aet=—if it needed any comment-~s~
which no ‘one can misepprehend.

We would add a few words upon that clause in the Aet which
makes provision for thie repeal or variation of the lawthat cs!ab~ '
lishes the Clergy Reserves.” We cansot, upon a re perusal of
this clavse, repress our astonishment that, aficr all the discus-
sion which hastalkien place upon this sulijeet, the fact should
have been overleelsed or so little dwelt upon, that this pewer to
vary or repeal the law cannot possibly have been meant (0 ap-
ply to past reservations, and cannot possnbly have reference (o
any other than fulure sppropriations. Tlxe meaning of the
clause is, surely, simply this,—A' certain ‘reservation is made
in.a stated . proportion  to. the amonnt - of lands in a country, but
the time may .come when it shall be found- -cxpedient either to
vary the amount of proportion, or to eease from making it at all; .
and thercfore, to mect this contingency, a provision is econtained
in the Act for such variation or repecl. For what sense
or pertinency could the term f vary’ be thought to have, if it did
nof apply merely to the power of changing the proportion, for
example of the scvenih to the lenik or the lwentielk, as circum-
stances might require ? ‘And considering that every title-decd
issued from the Crown contains a specification of the allotment of
this seventh in rclation to the amount of the grant, what -repeal
—without involving contradictions and confusions innumerable
—could be meant other than the power, after a certain amount
of reservation had been made, of stopping all further appropna~
tions 7—Without pretending to advance any other view then
what common-serse secms (o dictate upen this point, we shal}
venture to soy that if the meaning of this provision to * vary or
repeal’ should be submitted to'the fwelve judges of England lhey
would come to the ‘conclusion” for which 'we eontend.’ :

But we shall drop the subjcq:t; upon which, for the prescnt at
least, our readers may have. heard enovgh. In the progress;,
however, of the discussions which have taken place vpon it, we
are forcibly reminded of the process of reasonirg by which per-
sons who, in the first instance, bazard a position merely as o
subject of speculation, come at last to adopt it as a matter.of con-
science and conviction. There was a time, for example, -when
Episcopacy was the universal tenet of Christendom, and it was
so. as being supported by Secriptural precedent and Apostolic
ussge. A period arrived when a continental church were, from
the force of circumstances,—perhaps not altegether insurmount~

‘uble,—driven to a deviation from this established medium of the

ministerial commission. In the first instance, the deviation—
uncquivocally deplored even by those who felt themselves con-.
struined to it —was the subject of numberless afologies and at-
tempted justifications. In process of time, however, the long
habit of irregularity, not merely reconciled to its introduction, but
as is not unfrequently the case, the czception was attempted tobe
converted into the rule, and the upholders of the rule came to be
stigmatized as the innovators which, in a more ingenuous-age,
was the title frecly ossumed and with reluctance justified by those

.who adopted the exception.—But we hope there is virtue enovgh

still in_ the present age to rcject the unsoundness and the disin-
genuousness of this style of reasoning in its application to the
question of the Clergy Reserves.

In all our remaiks upon-this subject, we ltust we have. ad-
vanced no argument that ig unfair, and have uttered no language
that is offensive. 'We propose it not as a topic for agitation,—
not as the theme of stormy debate or political controversy,—but
for calm consideration in the social circle and by the domestic
fire-side. 'We propose it as the subject of deep and careful reflee-
tion at those moments when the fond parent looks round upon
his little ones, and in bopeful eontemplatlon of ‘the’ eternity to

which he is himself fast hastening, casts about—often alas! in



