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vain, ‘that God would fill her with all truth, in all
truth with all peace; that where she is corrupt our
heavenly Father would vouchsafe to purify her; where
in error, to direct her; where superstitious, to rectify
her; where anything is amiss in her, to reform it;
where it is right, to strengthen and confirm it; where
she is in want of anything, to furnish it; where she
is divided and rent asunder, to make up the breaches
of it” And then, my Brethren, let the end be what
it may, we shall net be unprepared to meet it. We
shall perhaps even be more worthy to suffer for his
sake, who is the Church’s Head and Lord; and when
the strifes of this present world are ended, shall,
through his alone merits, be admitted to those man-
siens which have been prepared from the foundations
of the world for the peacemaker, the poor in_spirit,
the meek, the merciful, the pure in heart.”

THE CONGREGATIONAL, OR INDEPENDENT,
SYSTEM.

(From “An Apology for the Church of Scotland by the Rev.
J. Cumming, M. A., Minister of the Scottish Church.”)

The [Presbyterian] church of Scotland repudiates, in
the strongest terms, the principles of Independency, the
system of Church Government adopted by the Baptists,
Congregationalists, and other Dissenters. The essence
of Independency is the denial of any distinction between
clergy and laity, the recognition of every congregation as
a complete and competent. church, and the right of the
people to elect, ordain, rule, and depose their ministers,
when they chance to be so inclined. It is based on the
unnatural principle that the inferior rule the superior, and
that a minister is to be judged and tried by those over
whom he is set. This is in the church precisely what
republicanism is in the state. Where the minister is
popular, and able to fill his pews with plenty of seat-hold-
ers, he can, as he does generally, play the absolute despot.
His deacons are his servants, and his members are his
subjects. But where the minister is a man of moderate
talents, as most men are, neither attractive nor popular,
the case is wholly altered. Mr. Angell James's [a well-
known Independent preacher] lord deacons start into
power; church-meetings record their convictions of a
“dying interest;” and thé poor man is cashiered by the
same democracy that called him into preminence. Such
a man is not an independent minister ; he is rather the mi-
nister of an independent congregation, This system is
opposed alike to the word of God, the first principles of
all social existence, and the interests of ministers and of

le.

Isolated independent communities are a miserable mi-
micry of the Catholic Church. They are fragments of
it, indeed, but, like all fragments, severed from the great
body te which they naturally belong, and meved away
from the regulating and adjusting laws under which they
ought to move, they are placed in the utmost peril. Thgy
are, in their very constitutions, violations of the analogies
of nature, and anomalies in the spiritual world. If we
look into the system of the universe, we find all things,
from the planet to the pebble, under subordinating m.ﬂu-
ences, maintaining each its appropriate sphere, and acting,
nevertheless, not an independent, but a dependent part,
In the political world, we find the distinctions of families,
provinges, and nations, one subordinate to the ot.hel‘y and
prospered most when each thinks the least of an lndppen-
dent existence; and is it not natural to infer that, if th‘e
spiritual world bear the imprimatur of the same God, it
will be pervaded by the same analogies? The wisest and
aeutest men have so concluded. ’

That our separatist Christian ministers may be emi-
nently successful in winning souls te the Saviour,is a
prayer that none offer up more cordially than I do; but
that their system may prosper is what I have no reason
whatever te anticipate, or to seek, whether I look to its
dissonance in constitution from all the'analogies of the
creation and providence of God, or'to its contrariety to
that last and best eriterion of excellence, the word of God.

It is, in the first place; the theory of Independency that
the congregation elect and ordain their own minister, as
they believe every community of believers assembling in
one place to constitute a complete church, provided with
everything required for its existence and expansion. But
a8 if to proclaim by their own mouths the absurdity of
this theory, it is their practice to call in the aid of other
‘ministers at the setting apart of a member of their body,
and to this extent fo approximate to presbyterial or epis-
copal practice. Pure Independency, therefore, scarcely
exists in this country. It is at present in the state of
those nondescripts about which there is so much discus-
sion among naturalists, whether they belong to the vege-
table or to the animal kingdom. But allowing them all
the advantages of this departure from their own princi-
g}es, the nature of their ordination is equally questionable.

or instance, among the Independents, A was ordained
by B and his colleagues, B by C and his colleagues; but
when we inquire who ordained C, we find that he fancied
he had a call to the ministry, and, by constituting himself,
according to the Independent system, at once witness,
jury, and judge, he obtained a unanimous verdict of ap-
proval, and, “unanointed, unannealed,” he entered on the
ministerial functions. It is this that I cannot approve.
Far be it from me to place Independent or Baptist with-
out the pale of salvation, or to assert that there are not
among these. sections of Christendom holy and devoted,
and able preachers of the Gospel of Jesus. There are
many such, and if they would keep clear of popish con-
federates and political inovements, there would be many
more. God has over-ruled the irregularities of the system,
and wrung, according to a procedure that predominates
in all the interpositions of heaven, sweet from bitter, and

good fruits from a system not naturally adapted to bring |

them forth.

The method adopted by the theory of Independents, of
conveying authority to the minister from the congregation
in which he is to minister is destitute of every shadow of
scriptural proof. We find the apostles received their
commisssion personally from the Lord Jesus, which is |
the first link in the chain, that they ordained presbyters |
wherever they had collected congregations of believers, |
these last their smccessors, and so on, downward to the
humblest presbytery of the Scottish Church.* All the
directions in the sacred volume, in reference to the ordina-
tion and appointment of ministers, are addressed, not to
the people, as should have been the case on the Indepen-
dent hypothesis, but to the clergy. When the great apos-
tle of the Gentiles gives directions on ordination, he writes
to Timothy, and says, “ Neglect not the gift which is in
thee, which was given thee by prophec’ly, with the laying
on of the hands of the presbytery.” (1 Tim. iv. 14.) And
again, in 1 Tim. v. 22, “ Lay hands suddenly on no man.”
In fact, no dispassionate reader of the apostolic epistles can
fail to observe that whatever difficulty there may be in the
determination of the question of distinetion of orders, there
can be no question, on scriptural ground, as to the transmis-
sion of clerical or pastoral power, not from congregations, but
through clergy or ministers. Dr. Hill, no mean authority
in the [Presbyterian]/Church of Scotland, in his admira-
ble lectures, observes,* Accordingly, the qualifications
of those who wete to be made bishops, and elders, and
deacons, are mentioned, not in epistles to the churches,
but in epistles to Timothy and Titus (pastors), who are
directed to the proper method of trying such as might be
admitted to take part with them in overseeing the Church
of God. The judgment of the qualifications is vested in
those who, having been themselves found qualified, may
be supposed capable of trying others; their act, following
upon their approbation, is the solemn investiture of those
whom they have found worthy; and they are the instru-
ments by which Jesus Christ conveys to that order of
mien, which he meant to continue in his church till the
end of the world, the authority implied in the exercise of
their office.”

This transmission of orders in the line of ministers from
the days of the apostles to the present hour, and the con-
sequent reprobation of the practice espoused by the scheme
of Independency, in making the people the ordainers of
their ministers, does not touch the question of church
patronage or popular election, The people are not the
Judges of ministerial qualifications, nor can they confer
ordination in any sense, while they may or may not have
the power of electing this or that previonsly ordained
minister to officiate in a particular congregation. The
ordination and the election of ministers are two distinet
things. Members of the clerical body, and they only, are
capable of conferring the former ; whereas the laity are,
where civil arrangements admit of it, capable of exer-
cising the latter.

But we have admitted the fact, that many Independent
communities forego their right to ordain their minister,
and entrust it to a body of the nearest or other known
ministers holding the same views, and, admitting this, we
have still a very powerful objection, not easily to be got
rid of,—viz., that this departure is but of recent dale, and

* [Of course we, as Eplscopﬂiar;;, do not admit Presbyterial suc-
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that the congregation originally ordained C, who ordained
B, who ordained A, and the deviation is, in fact, the buil-
ding of a superstructure apparently good upon a fou_mia-
tion radically bad, The chain of succession is in either
case broken. Independent ordination is not an investi-
ture transmitted from the hands' of the apostles, bpt an
act originating out of a body which had no authority in
the matter.

There is not a clergyman in the Church of Scotland
who would continue to hold his benefice with Indepen-
dent ordination, and sure I am there is not one who dares
avow his preference of it; for against no form of church
government has the Scottish Presbyterian] Church
made a firmer stand than that of Congregationalism or
Independency. The orders of an_episcopal minister are
distinetly admitted and sustained by the [Presbyterian]
Church of Scotland, but those of Independency are treated,
and justly, as no right scriptural ordination. Indeed,
apart from all considerations of ministerial succession, no-
thing can open so effectual a door to every extravagance
in doctrine, and every arrogant assumption of fanaticism,
as the plan of Independency. The man that conceives,
justly or unjustly, that he has a'call from God, to enter
on the ministry, has only to bring together a few as wild
and well meaning as himself, and, ina t_wmklmg, be regis-
tered as the Rev. Mr. Such-a-one, minister of the Church
assembling in such a chapel, and in proportion to the

| success of such empiricism will be the rarity of learning

and weight in the Christian ministry. It is all very well,
on the part of certain dissenters, to- talk about the insig-
nificance of forms of Church government, and it is all
natural enough to éxpect that a generation vastly super-
ficial will respond to the sentiment with immense appro-
bation ; but let it be borne in mind that this sentiment
alevates the theory of Independency, and proportionall

depresses the principles of those who advocate Churc

order and an Episcopacy over each individual minister.
In such a sentiment the former have all to gain, but the
latter all to lose. Cherishing a catholic spirit—more so,
perhaps, than many who have the word continually on
their lips—I do hold, nevertheless, that Independency is
not a_seriptural polity, nor its ministers scripturally ad-
mitted, nor as a system, is it likely to promote the peace,
the unity, and the prosperity of the Church of Christ, T

days of the apostles; I claim* it for my own beloved co-
presbyters; and I cannot see that, because this great
truth ‘has beéen abused, it is to be trampled on and despi-
sed, as it has been by many who have plunged into the
opposite extreme.

* [We believe this claim to be totally untenable: but, if Mr. Cqm-
ming represents the Presbyterians correetly, they claim an apostolical
succession as str ly as Bpiscopalians : a peint which ought to be
borne in mind by Presbyterians, before they charge us with exclusive-
ness and illiberality. Ep. Cu.]
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cession, and deny the vakdity of Presbyterial ordination. Eb. Cu.j

TORONTO, SATURDAY, JULY 2, 1842.

We are under great obligations to our indefatigable
cotemporary the London Church Intelligencer for the
CuarGe or THe Bissop or Oxrorp, which occupies
our first page, and which, we apprehend, appeared, in
the first instance, in one of the Oxford papers.

The Bissor or Oxrorp, is the brother of His
Excernexcy Sk Cnarnes Bacor, and everything
proceeding from the estimable prelate will be received
with additional interest in this Province, in consequence
of such a relationship.

The Charge, however, requires no such adventitious
recommendation to notice. It is, without exception,
the most solid, grave, impartial, and discriminating
exposition of the effect and tendencies of the Oxford
Tracts that has yet been produced; and proceeding
as it does from the Bishop, under whose episcopal
control the reverend writers of the Tracts are placed,
is entitled to the most serious and respectful attention.
It is the most authoritative opinion that has yet been
pronounced on'these celebrated publications, and one
which we humbly think will conduce to the peace of
the Church, the arrest of arror, and the wider diffusion
of truth. :

We rejoice that a diocese, so important as that of
Oxford is at all times, and particularly at this present
crisis, should be presided over by a prelate so fearless
and yet so prudent as Bishop Bagot,—a prelate who
looks upon the Church of Rome as “schismatical and
anti-Christian”; and who pronounces “the ‘middle
way' of truth, the way of the English Church, to be
as far removed from Popery on the one side, as from
Puritanism,”” that is, Protestant Dissent, “on the
other.” -

Accurate observation of the past,—sagacity seeing
deep into the future,—language simply, but impres-
sively, eloquent,—manly piety,—devotion to the Gos-
pel as preached by the Church,—opinions, feelings,
tone, and language, worthy of a scholar and a Chris-
tian Bishop, stamp this noble and solemn Cuarc
with a value that can hardly be over-estimated.

We insert the following letter from the Rev. A.
Lillie, Secretary-to the Congregational Union of Ca-
nada West, because it suits our convenience, and not
because “simple justice’” requires it. When we were
engaged in a controversy with the Hon. Mr. Chief
Justice Robinson, we were most unfairly treated by
the Press: some journals inserting the Chief Justice’s
letter, without evén noticing the existence of ourreply,
and the Quebee”Mercury committing the blunder of
representing the Chief Justice as having addressed
himself to the Colonist. It would therefore be Quix-
otism in us to occupy our columns with the statements
of adversaries, when those adversaries exclude. our
statements: and on that ground it is that we say we
insert Mr. Lillie's letter, as a matter of convenience
and not of right : '

To the Editor of The Church.

Sir,—In an article which appeays in The Church of last Sa-
turday, animadverting on a speech delivered in London by the
Rey. John Roaf, Congregational Minister in this city, a charge
is brought against the Body with which I have the privilege of
being connected, of which, notwithstanding a strong aversion
to controversy, I feel it my duty to take notice, lest. silence
should be construed into an admission of its justice; a charge,
namely, of bostility to Episcopacy and disloyalty to the Sove-
reign, which is conveyed in these words: “The Congregation-
alists, or Independents, have ever been notorious for their en-
mity to the Church and the Crown.”—*“The sect retains in
Canada its anti-monarchical and anti-episcopal characteristics,”

If by “enmity to:the Church” and * anti-episcopal charac-
teristics” be meant that we deny the Seriptural aathority of
Diocesan Episcopacy, we admit it ; such a denial being involved
as a matter of course in the professed belief of the Scriptural
authority of our own: principles.  The incorporation of the
Church of Christ with the State we farther repudiate, be the
allied party who they may; because we regard it as anti-scrip-
tural in its character, essentially unjast in principle, and inju-
rious in its tendency and operation. We dislike too and con-
demn the assumption and intolerance so often exhibited by
Episcopalians, and of which we Yave had, and still have much
more than enough in this country. Firmly persuaded of the
correctness of our views, and impressed with a conviction of
their excellence, we desire their spread, which we hold ourselves
bound to promote by every means consistent with Christian
integrity and honour. This, however, is the sum of our “en-
mity” whether to Bpiseopacy, or any of the other forms of evan-
gelical belief which obtain among the followers of Christ. Nei-
ther to one denomination nor another do we entertain any feel-
ing of bitterness or malignity. The tendency of our sentiments
is to produce a state of mind directly the reverse of this; be-
cause we hold every individual who believes on Christ, and is
renewed by his Spirit and lives in obedience to him, as entitled
to thé fellowship of his disciples, and the privileges of his Church;
to ALL we grant (the whole that we ask for ouﬁselves) the liberty
of judging for themselves what is truth and duty ; and we allow
most sincerely that others may be as conscientious in their
opimions as we are in ours. Our entire conduct in this Pro-
vince proves us to be the friends, not of strife, but of peace.
This it is our purpose, in God’s strength, to continue to be, as
far as our allegiance to Christ onr Head will permit.

The charge of disloyalty which you strive to fasten upon us,
yOU OUGHT ON NO ACCOUNT TO HAVE BROUGHT. Leaving
truth and Christian"courtesy out of the question, a very mode-
rate desire for the quict of the Jand in which you dwell, or for
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the comfort of those to whomt its Sovereign has confided its
Government, or for their success in the means which they are
so anxiously employing for its pacification and for the general
promotion of its interests, would have held you back from an
act 0 WANTON. = Fire-brands are not things to be thrown for
every offence that may happen to be given, or Wlu_ch may be
taken whether intended ornot. Than the Congregational body,
whether at home or here, the British empix.‘e‘ does not contain a
class of men more imbued with the true spirit of loyalty; with
which, we presume, you will not hold even the sincerest love of
freedom and justice to be inconsistent. Of this the fact that
they have maintained to the “crown” an allegiance warm and
affectionate, not merely without fee or reward, but in the midst
of proseription and persecution, is a proof the conclusiveness of
which every candid mind will readily admit. Regarding and
practising submission to the righteous commands of “the powers
that be” as a part of our duty to God, we .fecl ‘aggrieved by the
imputation of disloyalty, because it is attributing to us what we
would view as & crvE. I hope, therefore, you will withdraw
it; if not, with every disposition to be respectful, in my own
name and that of my brethren and our people. 1 pronounce it a
SLANDER.

Of your remarks on Mr. Roaf’s speech I take no notice, be-
cause Mr. R. is very able to answer for himself should he deem
any reply necessary; and because the position which you oceupy
not merely entitles you to defend your principles and your bre-
thren when you jidge them unfairly dealt with, but imposes
their defence on you as a daty.

Begging, (what T conceive I might claim as an act of simple
justice,) the insertion of this in your paper at your earliest con-
venience, I subscribe myself,

Yours respectfully,
¥ A. Linie,
| Secretary to the Congregational Union
- hal el ot egof Canada West.

Toronto, 20th June, 1842

Mr. Lillie's letter ‘amounts to nothing. He does
not pretend to deny that the Independents murdered
King Charles I, but talks of their general loyalty
throughout the whale British Empire. The charge
which we advanced in our paper of the 18th June, he

hold the importance of ministerial succession from the

pronounces “a slander,” and calls upon us to with-
draw it. We regret we can do no such thing, bat
that truth compels us to repeat it.

Though on some points of opinion, there has been
a difference betwezn the Independents of two hundred
years ago and these of the present day, in the main
features of their szctarian character there has been a
continuous and mest striking resemblance. And this
always will be the case, for the principles of Indepen-
dency, or Congregitionalism, are republican in poli-
tics, and tending to Socinianism in religion. We have
already quoted Samasius’'s pithy saying, that the
Presbyterians bound King Charles, and the Indepen-
dents murdered him. With equal truth and equal
force Bishop Hacket, in his life of Archbishop Wil-
liams, expresses the same idea, though more at large:

pounded for less blood, less loss of honour, less con-
fusion with the Preibyters [i. e. the Presbyterians]
then, than with the Iudependent or Congregational
tyranny after. The first pinioned our arms, the latter
cut them off. The first were like the Philistines,
which made the children of Israel their slaves; the
other were .the Chaldeans that murdered our King,
pulled down every great man's house, and the House
of the Lord. The one gave us vinegar to drink, and
the other gall. The one made us a miserable nation,
the other have made us execrable parricides to God
and man.”’ - <Nor is this strong testimony against the
Independents confined to Churchmen. The noncon-
formist BaxTER, speaking of the sectaries in general,
thus includes Mr, Lillie’'s denomination in his black
catalogue 3 * If they pulled down the Parliament, im-

"prisoned the godly faithful members, killed the King;

if they cast out the Rump, if they chose a little Par-
liament of their own, if they set up Cromwell, if they
set up his son, and pulled him down again, if they
sought to ebtrude agreements on the people, if they
one week ‘set up a Council of state, and if another
week the Rump were restored, if they sought to take
down tithes,and parish-ministers, to the utter confu-
sion of theistate of religion in the land; in all these
the Anabaptists, and MANY OF THE INDEPENDENTS 1N
tuE THREE KINGDoms followed them, and even their
pastors were ready to lead them to consent.”’

Such were the Independents in the infancy of their
sect, and we maintain that in England and this Colony
their character has retained its anti-monarchical and
anti-episcopal features.

As to their anti-monarchical bias, we have only to
state a few simple facts.
late Rebellion were constant attendants on Mr. Roaf’s
ministry in this city. Mr. Roaf, in his London speech,
denies that any members of his denomination were
drawn into the Rebellion, but there can be no doubt
that some of his accustomed hearers were, and that
some of his members also were intimate friends and
political associates of William Lyon Mackenzie. Mr,
Roaf admits that there was a * common lmpression’’
against his denomination, and that the rebellion
“drove numbers’’ belonging to it out of the colony.”
If they were innocentand loyal why did they run away ?
«The wicked flee when no man pursueth: but the
righteous are bold as a lion.”

The hatred borne by the Independents towards the
Churclis equally cagable of proof.  Mr. Roaf’sspeech
alone is sufficient evilence. He has been bold enough
to assert, that “the emmon notion is, that there is but
one non-Puseyite in Canada.” This sweeping and
ridiculous charge, implying that every Canadian Cler-
gyman but one, is Popishly affected, has been so sum-
marily handled by cur friendly cotemporary the Pa-
triot, that we prefer subjoining his observations, to in-
diting any of our own: ;

«A preacher of the 1ame of ¢ RoA¥,” has been making some
miost extraordinary mii-statements in a speech recently deli-
vered by Qim in Londm, and reported in the last Eraminer.—
Speaking of the Chuch of England, he says—As regards
Puseyism, the commor notion is, that there is but one non-
Puseyite'in Canada.’ Now, from an individual who has resided
some yéars in’Caiiids, Wé can only say, and we say it advisedly,
that such an assdrtior exhibits one of two things—either a
profound, unfathomable ignorance of even the meaning of the
word ¢ Puseyism,” ‘or ¢ wicked and wilful perversion of the
truth, startling in any one, but amazing from a person who
prefixes the term * Reverend’ to his name.”

Then again we find Messrs. Lessuie, who for a
long time were constant attendants at Mr. Roaf’s
Chapel, publishing an Almanac, filled with the most
scandalous falsehoods concerning the Church, which
in that same publication is stigm:.at'ized as “antichrist.’

Moreover, if we are not misinformed, an Inde-
pendent preacher, at the opening of a chapel in Wes-
tern Canada, described Churchmen as men “who
made their Bishop their God, and their Prayer-book
their Bible;"’ and added, “ Beware, Beware! the wolf
is at the door.”

Mr. Lillie himself may feel all that is charitable
towards the Church, but such a feeling is not common
to his denomination. Mr. Binney, the eminent Con-
gregational Minister of London, said that the Church
damned more souls than i@ saved; and the London
Nonconformist, a dissenting journal, edited, we believe,
by an Independent, calls it *“an evil which works like
a pestilence, spreading abroad over the whole land
abomination and desolation.”” There can be no doubt
that the Independents in Canada concur in the sub-
stance of these hostile remarks.

Our opinion of Independency or Congregationalism,
is the same as that set forth, in a preceding column,
by the Presbyterian Mr. Cumming. “It is in the
Church precisely what republicanism is in the State.’

It is dissonant * jn constitution from all the analogies

“Doubtless we [the Church and Monarchy] had com-

Sone of the leaders of the |

of the creation and providence of God,” and contrary
“to that last and best oriterion of excellence the word
of God.” Congregationalism is also the high-road
to Unitarianism. The religious communities planted
by the Independent *Pilgrim Fathers,”” have, in a
very great number of instances, become Unitarian.—
It is, in fine, a system with Republican and Socinian
tendencies.

We have only a word to add.  Mr. Lillie's opinion
with regard to the unlawfulness of an alliance between
Church and State, is diametrically opposite to that
entertained by the early Independents of New Eng-
land, and by Dr. Owen, the most eminent minister of
his denomination which England has ever produced.

The Secretaries of the Upper Canada Bible Society
have, we believe, addressed a Circular Letter to some
of the Clergy of our Church, and the Dissenting Mi-
nisters, in this Province, requesting them to preach a
Sermon, on the first Sunday in August, in aid of the
funds of the Society.

Had the Society confined itself to addressing the
Dissenting Ministers, we should not have said a word ;
but we feel bound to remark that its ordering a Cir-
cular Letter to be sent to our Clergy is an unwar-
ranted intrusion, and an invasion of the Episcopal
office.

The Cuuvrcm ‘Sociery, with its various District
Branches, is the true Churchman’s Bible Society. It
has already, amongst other things, ordered out a large
supply of, Bibles and Testaments, of all sizes and
prices, and no Churchman, who values unity and the
cause of the Church, will contribute one farthing to the
Bible Society, when the circulation of the Scriptures
can be effected through the agency of the Church.—
The Bible Society is supported by Dissenters of all
denominations, including, amongst other enemies to
the Church, Mr. Roaf, the Congregational Minister,
who has had the hardihood to assert that, with one
exception, all our Clergymen are what he calls
Puseyites.

Let not any Churchman, then, have aught to do
with either the Bible Society, or the Tract Society, or
any other Dissenting Society, but devote all that he
can spare to Tne Caurca Sociery, which embraces
every object that can employ the energies of a Chris-
tian,

In another column we have inserted the discussion
in the House of Lords, and an article from the Z%mes,
relative to the Bishop of Montreal's conduct in not
permitting a certain Monument to be erected in the
Cathedral at Quebec. We have alsoread the remarks
of the Montreal Herald on this subject, with great re-
gret: and we much lament that our cotemporary
should have assailed a conscientious and kind-hearted
prelate in language so very intemperate and irreverent.
We shall revert to the subject at an early opportunity,
and re-print a copy of the Regulations, under which
the Bishop acted. In the mean while nothing that a
press, hostile to the Church and her divine institu-
tions, may choose to circulate through the country,
can injure the character of a personage so far above
the reach of calumny, so remarkable for mild virtues,
and so particularly anxious to avoid giving offence, as
the Lord Bishop of Montreal.

We have been presented during the past week with

debt which we have incurred in printing Tracts, viz:
A Country CLERGYMAN, 1/—A PENITENT FOR LAX
Cravrcmstansure, 15s.—A poor Diviniry StupenT,
10s.—We still stand in need of Fifteen Pounds.

It is with some satisfaction that we are able to
state, while closing this present volume, that during
the past twelve-month we have been enabled to print
more than 20,000 copies of Tracts, and to distribute

vince.

Do not the inhabitants of Toronto, and of the prin-
cipal placesin Canada, intend to address Her Majesty
on the late attempt, whether real or pretended, upon
her valuable life ?

R

We take the following from the Niagara Chronicle :

“We are reqiiested to intimate that the addition recently
made to St. Mark’s Church in this Town, will be consecrated
by the Lord Bishop of Toronto, on Thursday the 7th day of
July next; and that a meeting for the formation of a District
Branch of the Diocesan Church Society will be held in the
Church on the same day, at which his Lordship will preside.
The Consecration Service will be solemnized in the forenoon,
and the meeting will commence at half past one o’clock P. M.
The Clergy of the District will be in attendance, and it is to be
hoped that a large assemblage of lay members will manifest the
interest they take in the present and future welfare of their
Church.”

The sum 6f 10,0007, has been collected in Prussia,
for the benefit of the Mission at Jerusalem under the
care of Bishop Alexander.

The Venerable and Munificent Society for the Pro-
pagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts has given an
additional 2007 a'year, now 400. in all, for the main-
tenance of five additional theological students at
Cobourg, under the superintendence of the Rev. A.
N. Bethune,

The Kirk of Scotland by a majority of 241 against
110, has voted for the abolitiori of patronage and pro-
tested against the decisions of the civil Court. It has
thus arrayed itself against the rights of property and
the law of the land.

&5 In order to meet the wishes of Subseribers who
live North of "Toronto, it has been resolved that the
day of publication shall be altered from Saturday to
Friday. By this arrangement, the publishers will be
able to despatch the Northern mail on Friday instead
of Monday. The change, we believe, will also be ac-
ceptable to our friends in other parts of the Province.

It is particularly requested that all Communications
intended for insertion be addressed to the Editor,—
and all relating to business to Messrs. Rowsell, the
Publishers. 'The Editor has nothing whatsoever to
do with the pecuniary or business department of the
paper.

For the sake of convenience, we are obliged to de-
cline the continuance of an exchange with several jour-
pals. Those of our contemporaries, therefore, who do
not receive the first number of the next volume, will
understand that all further exchange with them is re-
luctantly declined.

~ Canadian Erelesiastical Intelligence.

BaprisT I-‘EELIN(? AGAINST THE CHURCH.—The Baptists
have a paper, published at Montreal, called The Register,
which we like for one qualification, and that is the honesty
with which it always eXpresses its hate and dread of the
Church. From the las} number (of the 22nd June), we
take this specimen of ridiculous fury and bombast :

«¢Tup EsTABLISHED CHURCH IN WESTERN CANADA!
This astounding phrase we take from The Church of the
11th instant, in which Dr. Stracman addresses a very
weighty epistle ‘To the faithful members of the Esta-
blished Church in Western Canada,” We cannot tell how
others may read this language, but we avow we regard it
with indignation and alarm. Has it then come to this,
that the gx?elate of Toronto is at liberty to call his own

the following donations, towards the liquidation of the .

them, in almost every direction, throughout the Pro- |

s

< the established church, and thus to imply, that d i
bodies are only tolerated? Are we thus to be i
with the domination of Prelacy? Never may Thié
cursed with such an ecclesiastical establishmeg&g
curse cannot however be averted, unless the " gheit
religious liberty will be vigilant and determined ‘b“*ﬁl
opposition. Dr. STRACHAN is a wily man an ﬁﬂ
ear of our rulers, and he ought therefore to be Meth
watched. Let then the myriads of Presbyterians e
dists, and Baptists, with all that hate oppressiot
to the cause of liberty.”

The dissenting “myriads” must indeed be hl’:lﬁ
for an ecclesiastical grievance, when they can ¥
nonsense as the above. The insolent and d "
manner in which our diocesan is spoken 0f fﬂt'
deadly hatred manifested towards the Churehy W
should hope, have the salutary effect of teachmlm;:

men that Dissenters, to be consistent, must 18
Church. - How foolish, how unscriptural, then, for 2,
men to unite with persons, breathing such & ‘Fﬂ'ﬂ
what are called religious societies! Yet Churchw
into this error, when they join the Bible or Tract 9% 5.}
associations, in this provinee, almost exclusively m
by the Dissenters. The Church of England,—the i
of the Sovereign and-of the Houses of Parliamenty—F g
Established Church of the Empire : and the Registe! o (e
not have waxed so indignant at the title, since eve®
late Earl of Durham, in a formal document, T¢ | ﬂ"
our ministers as “ the Clergy of the Established Ui iy
HamiuroN Sunpay ScHooL.—On Sunday ! st
19th inst., the new and spacious apartment i the
ment of Christ’s Chureh, which has lately been °"ﬁ
at an expense of upwards of 50/, was opened for
ception of the pupils of the Church of Englami %
School in this Town. Although the weather‘;:f‘*
vourable, rain having fallen at intervals, the @ W
of the children was numerous, abont 100 W
witlra corresponding number of Teachersi THrC oh
nary excereises of the School having been o8¢ i
in their former place of meeting, the children Wer® oy
shalled into a precession and walking two and Lﬁ
conducted into the new School Room, where a Hy® who
sung composed expressly for the occasion by a]_‘lﬁx {he
has always taken a great interest in the prospen?d.*
school; suitable prayers were then offered up and ...
propriate address delivered by the Rev. J. G- Gedis
who congratulated the children and their Teacher G
the completion of a work which had been atte: i ossi%6
good deal of anxiety and labour, but which by the blefiet.
of God they then saw happily accomplished. Her {his
ked that when he first commenced his ministry ’:J,
Town, the place in which Divine Service was Per® gg
was by no means so large.or commodious as the roo® 0
which they were assembled, and that his whole %
gation upon that occasion scarcely exceeded 1B e
one half of the children he then saw before him; B€ B
adverted to the institution of Sunday Schools, l‘;&
just tribute to their originator Mr. Raikes, of Glonethe,
a gentleman who it appears was not less distingﬂl‘u"
his piety and christian benevolence than for his i
unswerving attachment to the Church of Englandy # {
which went to prove how groundless the claim ¥
has been frequently advanced by Dissenters 88
having been the original founders of those e ‘

=%

stitutions. The Rev. gentleman then alluded t0 5"
mitive practice of catechising children publiﬂ"“
Church, a practice which Sunday-Schools wer = d
means intended to supplant, but simply to su W
earnestly recommend to the parents and the ©

of his flock a diligent observance of the Rubrick 2
thereto which is to be found at the end of the Ca%"

in the Prayer Book. After dwelling at some leng
the necessity of Sunday School instruction (Whif
general neglect of parental training rendered more "Gy
than it would otherwise have been,) and expatiatife y
its beneficial tendency (which he illustrated by a 104y
narrative of a fishermans's boy, published in the €/
England Magazine) he concluded by expressing ﬂlﬁ

2E

e

est hope that the proceedings of that day would 3%y
both Teachers and children with new zeal, the 08 "oy
part and the other to imbibe the knowledge of that oﬁ"
is alone really worth knowing, the precious W%y

God and the way of salva‘tion which it reveals: o
Sunday School Room of Christ’s Church is, we con’’¢
believe, one of the most spacious and convenient i
Provinee, being 66 feet in length and about 30 fee"ﬁ
and reflects the greatest credit upon those whose F-Cit,
worthy exertions have been instrumental in compi€*™
The. cost .as we before observed exceeds 50/; @8%,

sum having been collected in a great measure byt
dollar subscriptions among the members of the COB‘;% |

tion, the funds lately raised by the Bazaar for BMom4
the Church remain untouched.— Hamilton Gazettes ;
June. i

DIOCESE OF QUEBEC. fﬁ
From the Estimates, Miscelluneous Services ; for the 7
ending 31st March, 1842,

Estimate of the charge of defraying the expences 0{; !
Ecelesiastical establishment of the British North ‘
rican Provinces, from the 1st day of April, 1842
31st day of March, 1843.

Thirteen thousand two hundred and fifteen Pounﬂ"
CANADA, 0

Bishop of Montreal,...... 1,000 0 0

Archdeacon of Quebec,........ovvvvnereinnienns 500 ¢ 0

Rector of Quebec,........ 400 g 0
Do. house rent,.....c...eeeivennnn. 90 0 0

Minister of Trinity Chapel, Quebee,....... 200 0 0

Rector of Montreal,..........vcveeeeeneens L1800 0 0
Do. e REVOES, ;. isivs iadsiibosionse 200 o0
Do.  Durham,.......... 100,50 %
Do. Caldwell Manor,.. 100 0 0
Do. St. Armand,.......... 100 0 0

Evening Lecturer at Quebec,.. 150 0 0

Verger of Quebec, 30 g b

Rent of Protestant Burial Ground, 20 18

Presbyterian Minister, Montreal,.. 50 0 0

Do. do. Argenteuil,.. 100 0 0

Roman Catholic Bishop, Quebee,............ 1,000

Colonial Office, G. W. Hor®
November, 1841. / ‘
il

Dissent FALuiNe.—In an article in Zhe [L": =
Patriot, commenting on an article in the last num fdﬂ'
The Quarterly Review, we find two or three acknoW g G,
ments worth notice. The Review says, what We B0
is true, that Dissent is losing ground, and The
says it “finds it very difficult to collect evidence SWHHT g
to warrant any general conclusion;” but some eight o
ten years ago The Patriot, with other dissenting W0
found no difficulty at all in boldly denouncing the Ch%e,
as a minority, and declaring the Dissenters as very 'l
surpassing the Church in numbers, spirituality, J*
gence, and political importance, but now the toné “’t A
tered, and. in opposition to the assertion that Dissel ™
losing ground; it-is quietly said that it is difficult O Sk
lect evidence sufficient to warrant such a statement i of )
while saying so, The Patriot acknowledges the trath %
to some extent, It says:—* We see indeed new chiF s
rising in all directions; we are aware that rich dl%
are continually going over to the Establishment; We ®ud
that Puseyism has made inroads among the families T
congregations of Protestant dissenters; and we
pared to find that nothing but a high standard
tuality, consistency, and consecrated talent am \
non-established denominations, can retain withw
communion the educated intelligence of the middle M

by counteracting the seductions of worldly and fas! %

example, and the attractions of a more refined P /
By “refined Popery” and “ Puseyism,” The 5
means sound Church principles, and that these aré cof
ing “inroads among the families and congregﬁ““"‘i
Protestant dissenters” we have no doubt, and ther¢ M
have always advocated the zealous promulgation'of tvﬂ
principles from the pulpit and the press, and in “yr
legitimate way, confident that as The Patriot, and O
dissenting works admit, they will be sure to und® M
and destroy dissent of every kind—dissent cannot &=
before truth.— Church Intelligencer. pas
DissenTING STATISTICS IN CHESHIRE.—The cO'unty o
a population of 395,300 ; has 487 parishes, townshiP% s
covers 1,052 square miles; has 73,390 inhabited DO g7,
and has 37 Congregational meeting-houses. Of t ese
there are two in Macclesficld and three at StockP® G,
Some of the meeting-houses in this county are very cetl
but we will still adhere to the average of 400 per M ze
house, and we find that only 14,800 can be accom::d,of
ted out of a population of 395,300. Deficiency, up™ 7. for
380,000. In fact, the real deficiency is much great®g-
instead of 14,800 persons attending these 37 mee
houses, not more than 10,000 at the utmost 8T of
present In them. “The Cheshire Union,” in s“szL pet
itinerant preaching, raises about 200, per annum, °F P‘e“h
meeting-house. Itemploys four agentsto teach and jssen”
over 1,052 square miles, and to 395,300 souls! p].ce
terism dates as far back as 1670, in Cheshire, 8t #
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