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To the Editors of “The Cburch.”

of the 16th of March, upon the subject of the
Episcopal Fund, I stated that it was my inten-
tion to leave the suggestion I ventured to offer
to be discussed, received or rejected, as might
be deemed most prudent by those who take an
interest in such matters. I regrét thatIam
~ compelled to depart from that resolution in
“ ecnsequence of the communication of your cor-
respondent F. T., which appeared in your last
issue, and as' I think demands a prompt reply,
a8 well on your account as my own. Isay your
account, because you are taken to task for hav-
ing given insertion to my communication, and
your judgment questioned for so doing. Had
your ndent asserted that my suggestion,
if adopted, would, in his judgment, have the
effect sfeating the well-directed efforts of
the Lord Bishop and the Synod ; and then gone
on to substantiate his assertions by inferences
deduced from the principle enunciated by me,
all that would then be necessary for me to do
would have been to shew where his inferences
were false and unsound, and to sustain my own
tion by demonstrating that its principle
is striot accordance with the genius and
gﬂlﬁy of the Church of England. But now that
ho has so widely departed from that fair line of
argument, and not only drawn false inferences,
but superadded positive assertions that are un-
founded in fact, it becomes necessary for me.
“however reluctant, to give a_distinct and flat
contradiction to those unfpunded assertions and
insinuations—to disprove his false inferences,
and to sustain the principle upon which my
mﬁeeﬁon really rests.
fore doing so, I beg to premise that it is
not meant by anything I may now advance to
press my suggestion anew upon the considera-
tion of the Church, for however correct in prin-
ciple that suggestion may be, I am nevertheless
aware that it may be thought by some whose
opinions are entitled to the greatest respect
* ‘that it is inexpedient to ‘bring it forward at the
present moment. I then emphatically repeat
that I abstain from pressing my suggestion in
deference to those opinions, and for reasons to
which I may hereafter have occasion briefly to
advert, and which differ widely in character
and even complexion, from those that are urged
by %onr correspondent F. T.
our correspondent begins by making the
gratuitous assertion that my letter calls upon
the members of the Church in this Diocese to
reject the well-digested plan for raising an
Episcopal Fund proposed by the Bishop in his
late Pastoral, and to adopt a new one, which he
insinuates was devised and promulgated by me
with the express design and intention of defeat-
ing the best directed efforts of the churchmen
of this Diocese. g
To that insinuation I give, Messrs. Editor, the
most unqualified and emphatic denial; and I
am compelled to add that it bears the marks of
a malicious and deliberate misrepresentation,
inasmuch as I made the following clear and un-

equivoeal avowal in my former letter: ¢ The /

arrangement, however, that I contemplate and
- yenture to propose cannot, nor is it desired that
it should in the slightest degree operate to the
prejudice of the ather great object to which
allusion has been already made—viz., the divi-
sion of the Diocese, an object which is confessedly
of paramount importance. Both objects may, I
conceive, be accomplished simultaneously, and
with mutual advantage, by adopting ghe ar-
rangement I now suggest.” With this remark,
I leave it to your readers to judge of the can-
dour that dictated that insinuation.

Again ; Your correspondent’s assertion that
my letter calls upon the members of the Church
to reject the Bishop’s well digested plan and to
adopt a new one devised by me, is equally un-
founded, and I will prove it from his own mouth.
At the 6th paragraph of your correspondent’s
Jetter now lying before me, my eye rests upon
the following + % Will D. E. B, soy that
the clergy may levy it from the people ? Surely
if it ean be obtained from the people for the
Clergy, he need not resort to such a slow, un-
certain, roundabout method of attaining what,
according to the Bishop’s plan, will be readily

naranteed, permanently secured, and without
imposing upon the. working Clergy additional
and even unpleasant burthens.” My suggestion
is founded upon the equity of making an attempt
to better the condition of the working Clergy
simultaneounsly with the collection of an Epis-
copal Fund. Your correspondent avers that this
is a new plan that involves the rejection of the
Bishop’s, while in the passage just quoted he
states that the essential difference lies in my
plan being comparatively slow, uncertain, and
cumbersome ; or, as he more elegantly expresses
it, more ¢ roundabout,” in its details. It is
then in reality only in matters of detail that I
have the misfortune to differ from my Lord
Bishop’s plan ; and, sir, I humbly submit that

became founded and endowed, be sent out his
Clergy toreside and to officiate in those churches,
reserving to himself a certain number in his
Cathedral to counsel and assist :
now called deans and canons., But in honor of
the cathedral Church, and in token of subjection
to it as the Bishop’s See, every parochial minis-
ter within the diocese pays to the Bishop an annual
pension, ealled anciently cathedraicum. By the
Council of Baracara this pension is called honor
cathedrs Episcopalis, and restrained (if it was
not before limited) to two shillings, each Church
(placuit ut nullus Episcoporum per suas dice-
ceses ambulans, pramter honorem cathedra
sum, id est, duos solidos, aliud aliquid per
ecclesias tollat), which canon became afterwards
part of the Canon-law of the Church, with the
gloss upon the words * duos solidos ” (ad plus:
minus enim aliquando datur), and hath been
received in £ngland as in other churches, under
the name of Synodaticum, beonuse generally
paid at the Bishop’s Synod at Easter. Thus in
a Visitation held by Archbishop Warham in the
Diocese of Exeter during the vacancy of that
See, one head of profits aceruing to the Arch-
hishop was synodatica and cathedraica debit in
festo pascha.” So far then, we have the best
authority for asserting it as a settled principle,
and agreeable to the Ecclesiastical Law of
England, that the inferior clergy ghould pay out
of the revenues derived from the people (whether
by sanction of law or by voluntary contribu-
tion, does not affect the principle) an annual
pension to the Bishop, and this in return for
hawing beon made the reciplents ‘their own
persons of those revenues which anciently
were paid to the Bishop for his own support and
that of his clergy.

In further proof of the correctness of my
position I refer to the payment of the first fruits
and tenths. Aunates primitiee, or first fruits
was the value of every spiritual living by the
year ; which the Pope, claiming the disposition
of all ecclesiastical livings within Christendom,
reserved out of every living. What pope first
imposed this tax historians are not agreed ;
but reference is made to it in 34 E. 1st, the
50 E. 8rd,—at the Council of Vienna in the
iyear 1305 ; and we are told the pope so retained
the said first fruits to his exchequer, as that it
long remained one of the most considerable
parts of his revenue (God. Rep. 837). Here
then we haveanother strong precedentin support
of the principle of assessing the revenues of
Bishops and Clergy for the support of a Primate.
And let it not be said that this obtained ouly
while the pope was the recognized head of the
Church of England, for it is continued under a
modified form, as I shall presently shew, to this
day.

}I,)ecimaa orghe tenths, are the tenth part of
the yearly value of all Ecclesiastical livings.—
These the pope (after the example of the High
Priest, who had of the Levites a tenth part of
the tithes) claimed as due to himself by divine
right, and this portion or tribute was by ordi-
nance yielded to him in the 20 E. 1., and a
valuation then made of the Ecclesiastical livings
in England. Butin consequence of the intoler-
able oppressions of churches and monasteries by
the pope’s legate, and the excessive sums of
money that were thus paid to a foreign prince,
to thie great detriment of the realm, a variety of
statutes were passed containing provisions more
or less stringent to prey, nt and restrain these
payments to the pope; till at length, by the
English statute 26 Hen. VIIL ch. 3, the first
fruits and tenths were annexed to the crown;
and the reason why it was thought proper that
they should be so disposed of is distinetly
stated in the preamble of that Aet, ¢ Because
the king was recognized (as he always had here-
tofore been) the only supreme head on earth,
next and immediately under God, of the Church
of England.” And a new valor beneficiorum
was then made, by which the Clergy are at
present rated (1 Black. Com. 285).

It would lead me too far now to enter into
detailed accounts of the different dealings with
first fruits and tenths at the time of the Refor-

your correspondent has no right to charge me
With presumption for expressing an opinion
where the Lord Bishop himself has been gra-
ciously pleased not to restrict our liberty.
«Let it however be borne in mind (I guote from
his Lordship’s late Pastoral) that the few hints
1 venture to offer to the ifferent Committees
which may be employed in carrying it out, are
merely in the way of suggestion, which they can
alter or modify as may seem best calculated to
attain the object in view.” So far from being
censurable on this account, I humbly conceive,
gir, that I have a right to claim some credit for
forbearance in having given due weight to the
altered circumstances of the Diocese, and for
having abstained from quoting in support of my
suggestion the following emphq.tlc declara-
tions made by the Lord Bishop, with reference
to this subject, some years ago: There never
has existed the smallest desive or intention to
introduce new offices and dignities of emolu
ment. Rural Deans have indeed been spoken
of, and may, if without emolument, beappointed
at any time by the Bishop.” Again, his Lord-
ship says, “Iam as much convinced asany one
of the imprudence of burthening our small
means with such an additional charge as the
support of a second Bishop would at present
entail. They will be far more wisely appropri-
ated towards extending the ministrations of our
Holy religion to our many destitute settle-
ments.” The foregoing observations will, I
trust, be deemed by your readers quite suffi-
ient, sati il digprove the truth of.
“’%n’nr “corr en :q,, uif?g);na'éa fnhﬁftﬁﬁdﬂs
and assertions. I shall, therefore, now proceed
to point.out the falsity of his inferences, and to
sustain the correctness of my own suggestion,
by showing that its principle is in strict confor-
mity with the past and present polity of the
United Church of England and Treland.

Your correspondent proposes to examine my
suggestion, and having entered iuto a variety
of details, none of which are necessarily con-
nected with it, and baving moreover deduced

. the most erroneous aral exaggerated inferences,
he turns round with a sneer at his own chimeras
and complacently remarks: *This would jn-
deed be reducing the voluntary system to a
state of degradation that in Republican Ame_n‘ca
it has never assumed, and I trust never will.”
Now, sir, admitting for a moment, and for the

" sake of argument, that the case 18 8o as he re-
presents, with regard to the American Church
—a position which I positively deny and shall

tly prove to be incorrect—I shall simply
gtate the principle involved in my suggestion,
and prove that it is fully in accordance with the
Eoclesiastical law and usage of the Church of
England. The principle is simply this, that it
is right, reasonable and proper, that the re-
venues of Beclesiastics ehould be assessed for

- the maintenance and support of Ecclesiastical
persons, and this indiscriminately as respects
the superior or inferior orders of the ministry.
That is the principle involved in my suggestion,
and I undertake to prove that it is recognized
and acted on by the Church at home. For this
purpose a reference to the Books becomes
necessary, and there 1 find it laid down by
authority that for many centuries after the
Christian era the bishop was the universal in-
cumbent of his diocese, and received all the
profits which were then but offerings of devdtion,
out of which he paid the salaries of such as
officiated under him as deacons and curates in
places appointed. Afterwards, when churches

mation.  Suffies it then to vemark from Blaek-
stone, that by the 27 Hen. VIIL, ch. 8, and 1
Eliz. ch. 4, as by other statutes of Queen Aune,
in the 5th and 6th years of her reign, thesepay-
ments to the crown were modified and arranged,
till at length the piety of Queen Anve restored
to the Church what had been indirectly taken
from it.

This she did, not by remitting the first fruits
and tenths entirely ; but in a spirit of the truest
equity, by applying these superfluities of the
larger benefices to make up the deficiencies of
the smaller. And to this end she granted her
Royal Charter, which was confirmed by the
statute 23 Anne, ch 11, whereby all the revenues
of first fruits and tenths are vested in trus-
tees for ever, to form a perpetual fund for the
augmentation of poor livings. And to this fund
every archbishop and bishop in England, and
the richer clergy, are compelled by law to contri-
bute out of their revenues. These precedents
will suffice to convince every candid and im-
partial enquirer that the principle involved in
my suggestion is in complete accordance with
the law and practice of the Chnrch of England,
whatever may be said of the American Church.
I have, however, already stated that the law and
usage of that Church are not necessarily opposed
to this principle, and I proceed now to prove it.
In the diocese of New York at least”this is
the case : by its 13th canon it is enacted that the
fund for the support of the Episcopate now pro-
vided, together with that which may be here-
after contributed or acquired, shall be en-
trusted to the Corporation, entitled * The
Trustees of the Episcopal Fund for the Diocese
of New York :” that the said Trustees shall con-
tinue to keep the said fund asit is now keptgin
two parts or portions, one portion thereof to be
called the Disposable Fund, and the other the
Accumulating Fund. That it shall be the duty
of every rector or minister having charge of a
congregation in the diocese, to cause an annual
collection or contribution to be made by said
congregation in aid of the Fund for the support
of the Episcopate. That the Fund designated
“the Accumulating Fund#’ is to be keptina
regular course of accumulation until it amounts
to such a sum as being added to the ¢ Dis-
posable,” the whole will amount to at least
$100,000, or £25,000, or until the Convention
shall otherwise direct; andthat theinterest and
income of the Disposable Fund shall be subject
to the order and direction of the Convention.—
Now Sir, from the foregoing provisions this

much at least will appear to be established, that
the working clergy are reduced to what your
correspondent is pleased to term ¢ the mere
position of collectors of the Episcopal Fund;”
that ¢ this additional and even unpleasant bur-
then ” is imposed upon them; and more than this,
that they are ‘wnaided by the Laity ;” for the
same canon expressly provides that ‘“in case of
a vacanl parish, the duty shall devolve upon the
wardens and vestry men.” Nor do I see any-
thing in the canon to restrain the convention
from applying the interest and income of the
Disposable Fund, subject to their order and
direction in the way I suggest the Episcopal
Fund here should be'applied : and if it-has not

actually been so applied heretofore, it is no
doubt because a Clergy Relief Fund was simul-
taneously established by the 16th canon. Again,
by the 14th canon a Diocesan Fund is pro-
vided for  defraying the necessary expenses
of the Convention, and particularly the expenses
of the clergy who have to travel from a distance
to the Convention. And how is it provided
that }hls Fund shall be 1aised? ¢ Itis hereby
required” (the canon enacts) * of every congre-
gation in this diocese to pay the treasurer of the
Convention on or before the day of its annual
meefing, & contribution of not less than one and
a half per cent on the amount of the salary of
its clergyman.”

Here again, the principle I advocate, and
which yourcorreqpondent denominates a ¢‘round-
about ”” method, is acted upon. Why, he would
ask, not appeal directly to the people to raise a
fund to besinvested in such a way that the pro-
ceeds may always be available for these precise
objects, and no further recourse need be had to
the liberality of the laity or congregation? 1
will not reply, Sir, to that question as I might,
by referring to the example of the Jewish
Church, nor to that of the Church at home orin
the United States, but will appeal toa higher
authority. Why has the Almighty Sovereign

of the universe, who pronounced ** Let there be

him, which ave |

light and there was light,” and to whom nothing
is impossible, why has not he thought fit by one
exertion of his power to raise mankind from the
spiritual degradation of the fall; but has in-
stead, provided for his restoration by a method
which probably your correspondent would term
(I say it with reverence) « roundabout,” slow
and uncertain and attended even with unpleasant
burthens ? Why hashe done this? Theanswer
is, because He who knoweth whereof we are
made knows that the wisest and most certain
method is to bestow ¢ grace for grace”—that is,
to confer gifts, to awaken grateful emotion in
our hearts ; and I yenture again to repeat what
I said in my former communication while allud-
ing to this topie, * Thus, under the favor of
Almighty God, would bishop, clergy and laity be
united in one common bond of interest and
affectionate sympathy ;” and here I would add
that the coherence, unity of action, and conse-
quent efficiency of the Church, would thus be
most effectually promoted throughout all time.

But again, your correspondent asserts that by
my suggestion we should have an average of
only £20 for each clergyman, and then proceeds
to make this sneering comment, ¢ which liberal
sum would be paid to him under the still more
liberal condition that he should liberally pay
annually an equal amount to the Bishop’s Income
Fund.” Now Sir, thissis an unfair inference,
and your correspondent must have known that
it was so when he penned it, for in the para-
graph immediately preceding he states, “D. E. B.
proposes that this £3000 should be applied
according to a graduated scale—that is, that
that some should receive more, some less, and L
would add here (because T did not pretend to
develope the details of my suggestion in any.
former letter), some would receive nothing at
all who would nevertheless be réquired to col-
lect contributions from their congregation for
the Episcopal Fund. This would enable the
Synod to augment the stipends of clergy having
‘charge of the less wealthy congregations, with-
out exacting auy equivalent from them in return,
or diminishing by a fraction the sum total of the
Episcopal Income Fund.

But, even supposing the case to be as your
correspondent represents, why sneer at an addi-
tion of £20 to a clergyman’s income ? I have
already shewn by quotations from the books
that archbishops and bishops did not despise the
synodaticam—that it was regarded and exacted
as one head of their profits, and that it was
restrained at one time to ¢ duos solidos,” or two
shillings per annum from each Church. Then,
as to Queen Aune’s bounty, its operation, as
observed by Mr. Christian in his note in Black-
stone, has been slow and inconsiderable. The
number of livings to be augmented was large, and
upon an average they cannot yet have been
augmented 9/. a year. DBut your correspondent
may deem these precedents inapplicable. T shall
therefore beg leave to quote an authority on the
point, to whick all must bow with the utmost
respect. Some five or six years ago, when the
pecuniary embarrassments of his clergy occupi-
ed the attention of our Diocesan, and he was
pleased to inform them what steps he was pre-
pared to recommend to be taken for their relief,
liemade the following statement:—¢Itis my in-
tention to recommend to the Society to pay all’
the clergy who receive their salaries in the
Colony in the same currency. This will make
a difference in their favor of rather more than
10 per cent.” This may appear to some no great
matter, but an inerease of one-tenth to any reason-
able income is found to be a comfortable addition,
and makes up more than half the loss to those
?;1303 suffered the reduction of 15/. per cent. in

Thus our Venerable Diocesan d-cides, but
F. T. sneers at an augmentation of 20/ orabout
20 per cent. And he presently adds, *Such is
the plan that.D. E. B. offers as superior to that
of the Bishop.” Here I would again ask, why
does F. T. accuse and censure me for proposing
& plan different from that of the Bishop’s, and
then in the next breath, after criticising it, comes
to the conclusion that it differs chiefly from the

Bishop’s in being less liberal,

Again: F. T. asks, ¢ What relief willit beto a
clergyman to pay him 20 and to bind him to
pay back four hundred shillings to the Bishop’s
Income Fund ?”” and then suggests what is a fair
refutation of his own objection. ¢ Will D. E.
B. say that the clergy may levy it from the
people ?"_ F. T. knows very well that the clergy
must derive their support from endowments or
stipends, paid them either from the national
resources or by voluntary contributions from
the laity. He knows very well that the pay-
ment from the national resources is insufficient,
or not available. Consequently the fun€is must
be obtained from the laity ; and then I maintain
that the  roundabout” is the proper method,
that the laity should pay it first to the clerg
and the clergy to the bishop, after the ex-
ample of the Jewish Church of old, where the
Levites paid out of the offerings of the people a
tenth to the high priest for his support; after
the example of the Church of England, where the
clergy paid the synodaticum to the Bishop out
of the revenues they now derive immediately
from the people, and not through the bishop, as
formerly; and after the example of the Church
in the United States, where the laity contribute
through their clergymen to the Episcopal Fund,
the Diocesan Fund and the Clergy Relief Fund.
And why does F. T. use the word ¢ Levy #”  Is
it to raise a prejudice in the mind of the laity
against contributing ? This is ungenerous. He
knows very well that the people are at perfect
liberty, as far as the law of the land is concern-
ed, either to give or withhold their bounty. He
is also unreasonable, for he at one moment
censures my plan s tending to reduce the
clergy to the mere position of collectors of the
Episcopal Fund unaided by the laity, and then
puts the derisive interrogatory, * Will you levy
it from the people?” It is F. T. who in
reality opposes the Bishop’s plan by thus at-
tempting to damp the ardour and liberality
of the laity. It is quite evident that my
suggestion contemplates, and indeed is based
upon, the realization of the 50,000% at once,
and only proposes so to manage the interest as
that, through the generosity, munificence, and
sense of duty of the laity, it may be rendered
double what it would otherwise be. He would
also deter us from making the attempt to enlist
the sympathies of the people. ¢ The clergy find
it very difficult, and in some cases impossible to
obtain from the people the small portion of
their incomes which the people have contracted
to pay,” and is this, after all, the real reason
why the suggestion I ventured to make cannot
be carried out? It would indeed appear so;
for F. T. goes on to ask, *“By what magic
influence is he prepared to enahle a poor con-
gregation to «contribute a large sum with more
ease and readiness than the same people could
pay the smaller amounts ?”

By that magic influence, Mr. Editor,
which F. T. well knows to be potent, for he
asserts that it has already given rise to extra-
ordinary acts of Christian liberality—by that
magic influence to which F. T. looks with hope
when he says, *Let the voluntary principle be
more effectually worked out under the direction
of a bishop who will be able to attend to the
wants of the clergy, and ready to assist them
by his advice and influence.” In fact, by the
influence of the bishop this magical effect is to
be produced. Why then delay? Does F. T.
doubt either the ability or readiness of the dis-
tinguished prelate that now fills the Episcopal
throne in this Diocese ? I presume not.
then delay? What would the Episcopate be
without the working clergy ? Shall it be said

wait & while, be diligent and laborious in your

profession, be clothed, be warmed and bye and
bye we will consider your case. Ah, cruel
doctrine—what else would this be; but ¢ First
to feed on their brains; then leave them fo
die.” Kaf &md mpwibey uéxpr éomépas obi Eri
elol mapa > wi dlvaclar avrois éavrois Bonbnoct
amrwiovro.

But then we are told that the Clergy Reserves
may not be taken away, and we must wait to
see ; yes, and we may have aid from England,
but is that a reason why we should delay ?
aid eventually does come from those sources, it
will all be needed ; and, added to ,the benefac-
tions of the laity here, will enable the Church
to extend her missions and increase the num-
ber of her clergy—an object which your corres-
pondent asserts I do not seem to contemplate.
This reminds me of another mis-statement on

Why 4
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the part of F. T. for I expressly alluded to the
aid we may expect to receive from England, and
which, were my suggestion adopted, it would
bo open for us to receive, I would set free the
interest of the 50,0007, for missionary objects.

1 have but one more false inference to point
out before 1 conclude this part of my subject.—

Your correspondent avers that my suggestion

is a scheme that ‘ when tried by the scale of
common sense, is found wanting in every
instance but one, and that is the great benefit
it offers to defaulters.” Now, Mr. Editor, your
Sorrespondent knows, or ought to know, that
this is a mis-statement; for in a previous part
of his letter I find him objecting to this very
suggestion on account of its stringency in this
very particular. “But D. E. B.. wishes to im-
pose on the clergy the unpleasant task of going
before the people with this humiliating tale.—
Twenty pounds i required from you for the
Bishop’s Income Fund. I am holden forit, and
should you not relieve me from the burden I
must at once pay it.” Inow ask, is that candid?
But perhaps 1 am mistaken, and that your cor-
respondent only means to find fault because itis
not proposed to exact the same amount of pen-
alty as in the case of defaulters in paying the
matter of the tenths in England, as provided
by the 8rd Geo. I. ch. 10, sec. 8, *In England
the tenths become due annually at Christmas,
and if not paid before the lagt day of the follow-
ing April, procgss may be issued against the
defaulter, whereby the same may be levied
against him or his executors, and the defauulter
is to forfeit double value.” DBut the object in
view being only to secure the Bishop’s Income
Fund, the penalty annexed to non-payment
is sufficient. Besides, there would be no need
to resort to the unpledisant and irritating course
of a process at law, forit might be arranged that
each clergyman should pay his quota or synoda-
ticum at Easter, and receive his equivalentfif
any, on the 16th July following.

The error of your correspondent is so palpable
and transparent, when he undertakes to shew the
fallacy of the mode in which it is proposed to
secure a certain fixed income to the bishop, that
I need not spend time in exposing it.

I have at some length endeavoured to prove
the soundness of my suggestion, and exhibit
and disprove F. T’s. contradictions and false
déductiond; but ® have passed over in silence
the cavils and vituperation which he has intro-
duced into the discussion of this question. I
trast, however, you will permit me to make one
remark personal to myself. Having been
chosen by the clergy of the archdeaconry of
York as one of their representatives, to receive
from the Lord Bishop h s statement respecting
the secular affairs of the Church, and the
measures he was prepared to recommend for
the amelioration of the condition of the clergy ;
having in subsequent consultations on this sub-

ject enjoyed the confidence as well of the Lord

Bishop as of the clergy generally throughout
the Diocese, and been made the medium of com-
munication between the parties—knowing that
no difference of opinion existed respecting the
equity of extending relief to the clergy as
speedily as might be, and that the only diffi-
culty had reference to details which were finally
arranged to the satisfaction of all concerned;
I thought it neither unbecoming nor presump-
tuous in me, when the necessity of increasing the
Episcopate became apparent and pressing, to
bring forward—in few words, neither calculated
nor intended to give offence to any one—a plan
which, if adopted, would facilitate rather than
impede the collection of an Episcopal Fund, and
at the same time realize the ju t expectations of
the clergy. WhatIhave advanced has been only
in the way of explanation. I here repeat what
I briefly stated before, that however perfect
the plan, there may be reasons why it should
not be brought forward at the present moment.
In deference to these, I decline to press it on
the attention of members of the Church, and I
do so the more willingly because I know the
Lord Bishop's soli¢itude for the welfare of his
clergy, and that nothing will be left undone on
his part (alt 11 I have no authority to say so
officially) = setter their condition with the
least possible delay —a consideration which
will, T trust, have the effect of inducing all to
unite heartily in carrying out the single object
of raising an Episcdpal Fund. Apologising for
the length of this communication which has
been forced on me, and asking the indulgence
of your readers for any inaccuracy of style,
which the pressure of other duties will not
permit me to revise or correct.
I am. Rev. Sirs,
- Your’s faithfully,
D. E. Braxke.
Thornhill, April 18, 1854.

To the Editor of “The Church.”
Brantford, April 10th, 1854.

Sir—In consequence of the notice the Rev.
Mr. Evans has taken of my communication to
you of the 20th ult,, T feel myself constrained
to make the following remarks. This note was
not designed for publication—it merely asked
for the suppression of one previously written,
and contained one or two reflections for your
private perusal. As it was inadvertently made
public, I must deal with it accordingly.

Upon all that I keard respecting the resolu-
tions passed at the meetings alluded to, I'placed
the most favorable construction and impression.
There were opinions abroad that we could not
go out of the Diocese of London to sélect our
bishop—that nothing would be given to the
episcopal fund unless this point were first con-
ceded—hesides sending significant intimations
that the church Would be heard as an echo,
instead of being listened to as an institution of
divine appointment. Whence these all come [
am not aware—it is sufficient to say they were
substantially stated to me, and enquiries made
concerning them by as many as twenty intelli
gent laymen south and west of this. And that
there was room for vague -ideas respecting the
former we are assured by the conflicting wording
of reports, of resolutions, &c. passed Wwest of
this, as given in the Zondon Tumes, the Proto-
type, your correspondent’s letter, and the *‘cor-
rected report ;” and moreover from the circum-
stance that the suggestion that the selection of
a bishop should not be ¢onfined to the clergy of
¢ach new diocese but ought to extend to the
church generally, came from a layman. It was
my wish, and I dare say of all concerned, to
have the episcopal fund stand free and without
restrictions, - The cause is sufficiently noble to
recommend itself, and where its claims have to
be u%g&%&%éﬁx(y of the case surely affords
sufficient ground to work upon. ‘Where genero-
sity is exercised from a sense of duty the cha-
racter is dignified, and its results are not easily
cstimated. ¢ Freely ye have received, freely
give,” is a good text.

As matters now stand, I shall certainly lend
my undivided good willand assistance in aug-
menting the proposed fund, and when the time
arrives for the nomination of a bishop, I shall
also lend the same disposition in ascertaining
what the candidate for the vacant see has done
by which a guarantee will be affo ded that his
efforts to promote the interests of the church,
humanly speaking, will be successful.

To aid your correspondent In arriving at the
same temper, I beg that he Wwill allow me to
recommend for his perusnl “An Apology for
Apostolic Order and its Advocates, in a series
of letters addressed to the Rev. John M. Mason,
D.D., by the Rev. John Henry Hobart, an
assistant minister of Trinity Church, New York,
together with his life.”

In conclusion, I must say that he should
know me well enough to refrain from casting an
imputation that I contravene the spirit in which
my bishop has, up to the present day, so nobly
gmd successfully conducted in his diocese the
interests of the church, inasmuch as I know
Lis deficiencies in this respect tobe not wanting.

I am, Sir, your obed. servant,
E. R. Stimson.

[ We have to apologize to the writer of the
above letter for delaying its insertion.—Fd.
Church ]

To the Editor of * The Church.”

Rev. Sir—May I ask you are there any Rural
Deans in the Victoria, Midland, or Prince Ed-
ward Districts, or any other functionaries whose

gh\ty it is more particularly to look after the
interests of the churcli? 1am led to ask this

ih these districts with regard to important
church matters, such as the bishop’s endowment
fund—while the Rural Deans in all the other
parts of the diocese are endeavoring, With the
clergy and laity of the several distriots, foraise
this endowment, there is nothing doing in these
districts, and while I am sure there are hearts
ready and minds willing—many, which if only
appealed to on this head, will not be appealed
toin vain. We appear here to be an uniortu-
nate body without a head—our bishop far away
and no one to act for him. God soon send us
a bishop.
I remain, Rev. Sir, yours,
A CHURCHMAN,
ONE OF THE UNFORTUNATE.
[ We think our correspondent would do well
to refer to the Ven. the Archdeacon of King-
ston.—Ep. Ca,]

. CmTErTIR

T0 CORRESPONDENTS :
« William Osborn :” too late for this week.

LEITERS RECEIVED TO APRIL 26.

G. R., Lakefield; J. W., Shannonville, rem.;
Rev. W. M., Picton, rem. as per acct (manu-
seript received); C. and W., Toronto; s
Woodburn, rem.; Rev. C. R., Paris, rem. for self
and Mrs. F.; G. D., Kingston, rem. for Lady W.,
Chambly (answer sent as requested) ; W. R. A,
Wolfe Island, rem for J. I.; W. H. B., Smith’s
Falls; Rev. A. E., Tuscatora, add. sub. and
rem.; Rev. W. N. B., Petiteodiac, N.B., add. sub.
(back Nos. sent, commencing No. 26) ; Rev. G.
T., Amherst, N. 8.

dhe Church.

TORONTO, THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1854,

. NOTICE.

The Rural Dean of the Home District begs to
give notice that, on hursday, the 4th of May
next, at 2 p.1., in Church Society’s House,
Toronto, there will be a meeting of the Clergy,
Lay Delegates, and such others of the Laity as
the Clergy may desire to invite, resident within
his Rural Deanery, for the purpose of making
arrangements to carry inte effect the recom-
mendations of the Lord Bishop of Toronto re-
specting the Episcopal Endowment Fund.

On Thursday, the 4th of May next, at 12
noon, in the Church Society’s House, Toronto,
there will be a meeting of the Managing Com-
mittee of the Home District Branch of the
Church Society, for the purpose of deciding on
arrangements for the Anuual Meeting, and other
matters connected with that Branch.

By authorigy of the Chaiyman,
J. G. D. McKexz1z,
Secretary.

The gentlemen composing the managing Com-
mittee of the Synod are requested to attend a
meeting in the Board Room of the Church So-
ciety, on Thursday, the eighthday of June next,
at 10 A.M., to take into consideration the ob-
jects for which they were appointed.

By command of the Lord Bishop of the
Diocese,
Turomas Symitn KENNEDY.

DIOCESE OF TORONTO.

The Bishop of Toronto begs to inform his
brethren, the clergy of the district of Niagara
that he intends (D. V.) to confirm at their seve-
ral migsions and stations during the month =of
May next, in accordance with the following list.
Should there be any error oromission, the Bishop
requests the clergyman interested to notify him
of the same in time to be corrected.

Toronto, 12th April, 1854.

May. Sunday, ' 14 Grimsby....... vesas 1L
« Monday 15 Jordan............e. 10 A.M.
¢ ¢k 15 Port Dalbousie... 3 P.M.
¢ Tuesday 16 St Catharines.... 11 A.M.
« “ 16 Eight Mile Creek 3 P.M.
“ Wednes'y 17 Niagara............ 11 A.M.
N « 17 Queenston .. .. 8 PM.
¢ Thursday 18 Thorold ............ 11 A M.
% 4 18 Port Robinson.... 8 P.M.
“ Friday 19 Drumwondyille... 11 A.M.
“ Saturday 20 Stamford........... AM.
¢ Sunday 21 Chippawa ......... AM.
“ Monday 22 Fort Erie......... AM.
“ fPuesday 23 Bertie.............. AM.
o & 23 Port Colborpe .... 2 P.M.
“ Wednes'y 24 Port Maitland .... 11 A.M.
i o 24 Dunnville......... i (B PN
“ Thursday 25 CAYUZS w.vcoeeeeee 11 AM,
o i 2B Y OrE.iorisseeressas 8 P.M.
“ Friday 26 Caledonia sy 11 AL M.
“ Baturday 27 Jarvis... . 11 AM.
“ Sunday 28 Walpole........... <41 AM

- THE NATIONAL FAST.

As there was not time to circulate gen-
erally throughout the diocese a recommen-
dation that we should observe here the day
appointed in Great Britain for a national
humiliation before Almighty G.d, in con-
sequence of the war into which we have
been forced, his Lordship the Bishop of
the diocese will be inclined to wait, we
suppose, until the civil authority in this
province shall have issued the proclama-
tion which is usual in such cases.

We deem it seasonable, at the present
crisis, to make a few comments on the
position—the serious, though, we trust, not
peril us position—in which, as a nation,
we are at this moment placed.

There is cause for deep regret that there
should be so much of hasty and heedless
talk about a thing so sad and solemn as
war, Allowanee, no.doubt, may justly be
made far an excited state of the public
mind ; still we should study, as a religious
duty, to bring that excitement under con-
trol, considering that none can be sure of
victory but they who are sure of God’s
favor ; and that even victory, in the con-
test befure us, is likely to be purchased
only with great loss of life, many broken
hearts and ruined fortunes. A brave
though not a rash confidence we are glad
to see especially where it is founded on
trust in God ; but with that confidence we
‘desire to associate the grave and humble
and supylicating temper of those who re-
member, and lay it to heart,—not as merc
politicians, but in a religious spirit, as sin-
cere believers in Divine Providence,—that

God’s“four sore judgments”—THE SWORD.

We have not to look back very far to
recall the time when the belief was
general that the nations of Europe, severely
scourged as they had been by the last gen-
eral war, had become, if nat too religious,
too wise, at least, to meditate war agamn.—
The children seemed to have profiied fully
and well by the awful lesson of their fathers’
sufferings, and to have tacitly vowed an
endless amity over their fathers’ blood-
stained graves. The idea of repeating the
sunguinary tragedy was viewed with hor-
ror, and humaunity was ready to repel it
with indignant scorn, as a foul calumny on
the age. Not only did amTable enthusiasts

—dreamers of a visionary peace—feel se-

question from seeing the apathy which prevails

we are entering into the shadow of one of

cure of a millennium before the appointed
time, but even reasonable and well-judging
men were beginning to feel that there was
reason to hope that many a bright and
prosperous year might roll round ere any

one of the nations of Europe should again’

walke to slaughter the sword which had
slumbered for nearly half a century so
happily for the world.

That this reign of peace, by which it is
probable no nation has been so greatly
benefited as ourselves, should now be ter-
minated, and it may be for many a sad day
of strife and death, may well excite our
grief; and that grief we can feel without
at all participating in the spurious philan-
thropy ‘which makes war a matter of
commercial calculation ; and without dis-
senting from the conviction expressed by
Lord” Palmerston, apparently without his
too frequent levity, during the debate on the
war address, ¢ that there are things for
which peace may be advantageously sacri-
ficed, and calamities which nations may
endure still worse than war.”

That the British Government is about as
far removed as it well could be from the

guilty responsibility of having disturbed the |

peace of the world, is indeed a great en-
coaragement to us, and such as no Russian
Te Deums profanely chaunted over massa-
cred enemies, will in the slightest degree
impair. It is encouraging also to reflect
that the war thus forced upon us is one of
those wars which, ever since the indepen-
dent sovereignties of Europe were lormed
and clearly defined, (as Dr. Croly has
shewn in his admirable sermon on the
« French Revolution of 1848”) Divine
Providence has visited sooner or later with
marked retribution. It is a war originating
in an attempt to disturb the balance of
power. With what deliberate dishonesty
that attempt has been conceived and made,
the « Secret and Confidential Correspon.
dence » proves with a conclusive clearness
likely to mark the reign of the Emperor
Nicholas with a reputation which an honest
man would be glad to escape. The author
of the war, stimulated simply by ambition
and cupidity, has entered upon it in defi-
ance of the well-understood European sys-
tem. This system of equipoise,—this bal-
ance of power,—is no fiction, no dream of
statesmen, as even persons as sceptical on
this-head as Mr. Bright, in the House of
Commons, would be compelled to confess
were Russia to win the day and gain her
ends. Lord Clarendon spoke a truth which
the common sense of men will aceept as a
truth, that, with Russia crowned with vie-
tory and completely in the ascendant, « it
would not be too much to say that more
than one Western Power would have to
undergo the tate of Poland.” This balance
of power, though there are many who pro -
fess to consider it an unreality, an idea, an
abstraction, is far from being so ; and what
is more, it is in a certain sense the offspring
of Christianity ; for none but the very wisest
heathen statesmen of antiquity had any
notion of it, and all the conceptions which
even they had of it were extremely un-
practical and imperfect. This much, at
all events, must be admitted, that to main-
tain this balance of power is to protect the
weak against the strong, and to stand in the
way of the cruel and calamitous triumph
of might over right in the earth,—an office
this every way worthy of the gospel of
Christ. :

With such a cause as this to fight for,
we can invoke with a clear conscience the
aid of Heaven. Without the blush of
conscious guilt, and the sting of self-
reproach ; without the blind delusion of
that fanaticism which fancies good in the
evil which it madly deals round it far and
wide ; without the presumption of those
who imagine themselvés to be special
favorite of Heaven, whilst they break
Heaven’s highest commandments ; we can
devoutly pray the God of battles that vic-
tory may wait on our standards; and,
should He give us victory, can sing the
Te Deum to His praise. ;

Meanwhile let us humble ourselves
under His mighty hand ; let us be espe-
cially anxious, at such a time as this, to
lead a quiet and self-denying life—curtail-
ing expense ; relinquishing something o
our customary enjoyments ; spending moref
of our time than usual in acts of devotion *
thinking ever with a loving sympathy of
our brave brethren, who must suffer and
bleed 5 and earnestly beseeching Him who
keepeth both body and soul in his care,
that, where the body is given over for a
prey, ¢ the spirit may be saved in the day
of the Lord Jesus.”

THE CURSE ATTENDING SACRILEGE.

In that portion of the report of the Ni-
agara District Branch of the Church
Society concerning the Clergy Reserves,
which we lately published in our edi-
torial columns, allusion is made to the
wrath of God having fallen upon those in
England who were guilty of the sin of
sacrilege, and upon their descendants.—
The Editor of a secularizing paper in St.
Catharines endeavoured to make a little
palitical capital out of ~this statement,
throwing all the ridicule he could upon
it, as well as on other matters connected
with the meeting. This attack elicited a
letter from *An Observer” to the Consti-
tutional, vefuting the mis-statements of the
advocate for the commiiting of church
robbery in Carada ; but the latter, in the
plenitude of his ignorance, dared « Ob-
server” to point out “a single page of
his ory ”” in confirmation of the views set
forthin the report. This challenge brought
a very suficient answer, from which. we
take some extracts of a most fearful char.
acter, illustrative of the curse which has
invariably fallen upon those guilty of secu-
larizing church property. We have no
reason to hope that God will be more
lenient to crime now than He hos ever
been—that His fiery wrath will be averted
from this land, now hlessed with so many
mercies, should it unhappily incur the aw-
ful responsibility of plundering Christianity
of its means of extending its blessings.—
“ Observer ” says— ; e ;

T said in my former letter ¢the judgments
which befel those who seized church property in
England are as much historical facts
as the battle of Waterloo” * * % % Ttig
gratifying to know that he believes in the battle
of Waterloo, yet he denies all the rest of my
¢ facts,’ and dares me to point out a single page

of history which proves lis ignorance.
* * * * *

«The limited space usually afforded to a

newspaper correspondent forces me to be brief, :

and to give but very few from the countless

numbers of proofs I might bring forward in de= i -
In order, in the first |

fence of my assertion.
place, however, to show him that the plundeﬂ‘7
the church has brought a curse with it, ‘even
from the times of our Saviour, as it did beforé

under the old dispensation, as in the case ofl§

Nebuchadnezzar, 1 shall go back to the sacret
record, in the hope that he may pay at least &

The
Ponder
relates
of the
many [
of serv

much deference to my illustrations from it as he sy

does_to the testimony which he finds satisfactory

as to the fact of a battle having taken place at

Waterloo.

It is a very remarkable fact that the only s
our Saviour punished while on earth was that

of sacrilege—the secularizing of what had beed
dedicated to his Father’s service. He scourged
the secularizers out of the temple, and this not

once only but twice, in his holy indignation, |

becoming at the same time the accuser,

judge and the executioner. Ananias and Sap:
phira conspired together to secularize what had
been dedicated to the church, and as to their
fate we refer the editor of the Journal to Acts ¥«
Judas likewise appropriated some of the funds
of the infant church, and an awful judgment
fell upon him ; he betrayed his Lord and Master
and became accursed. But, leaving those an*
cient proofs of the punishments which have
always followed sacrilege, I shall proceed t0

more modern instances regorded in English his= |

tory.
“1 begin with William the Conqueror.

dered the monasteries, and a little after bhe
destroyed 36 churches in order to make way for
his NEW FOREST, secularizing all their pro-‘
perty, even to thesacramentalvessels. How did
he prosper ? In the 13th year of his reign, his
own son Robert of Normandy rebelled against
him, and in battle struck him from his horse.
Richard, his second son, while hunting in the
New Forgest, was gored by a stag and killed.—
In the 20th year of his reign, while burning the
town of Nantes and Church of St. Mary’s, the
heat of the fire caused him to contract a dread-
ful disease, which, together with a bruise he
received from his horse, caused him to die in
great agony. His body lay for days without
Christian burial, and finally was dug up and his
bones scattered. His eldest son Robert, was

taken prisoner by his own brother, his eyes put ¢

out, and after an imprisonment of 26 years, he
was starved to death. Henry, the son of
Robert, while hunting in the same New Forzsh
was struck through the jaws with the branch
an oak, and perished miserably. His brother
died from the effects of a slight wound in the
hand. William Rufus succeeded his father iB
his erown and in his curse. In the same NEW
ForesT he was shot by an arrow—making the
third of the Conqueror’s descendants slain OB
the secularized property. And in after years
his bones, like his father’s, were contemptuously
scattered. Henry I., the Conqueror’s fou
son, died of a lamprey surfeit, while his thre®
children were drowned on a calm day near the
English shore. The Editor of the Journal may
ascribe all this to CcHANCE, but there is, to any
thoughtful person, more than chance in the
sacrilegious Gonqueror, his sons, and all their
sons perishing by untimely deaths.

“ The sacrilege and punishment of King John
are as remarkable. He plundered all the
churches in Peterborough and Croyland, and in
attempting to carry off his plunder, the tide
sweptaway all his carts, carriages and horses
—all his treasures—his church spoil, together
with the secularizers, of whom not one who was
with the plunder escaped. The woeful news
brought on an illness of which John died mis-
erably.

«Henry the VIIL succeeded to the threne
with most favourable prospects, and with &
treasury containing the enormous sum of five
and a half millions of pounds sterling. For the
first half of his reign he was honoured and be-
loved by all, but after he commenced his work
of secularization, he fell into disfavour with God
wnd man. He, in the 27th year of his reign,
plundered the lesser monasteries, and four years
after, the greater ; and in the 87th year of his.
reign, nearly all the colleges, hospitals and free
chapels. Miseries poured in upon him and upon
the land; and notwithstanding his countless
millions of church property, and the immense
sums left him by his father, he was driven, to-
wards the close of his reign, through want, to
coin base money, not only of tin and copper, but
also of leather. After his hands .were stained
with sacrilege, he bathed them in the blood of
his wives; and though, as an old historian says,
<he had wives sufiicient to have peopled another
Canaan, if instead of the curse of sacrilege he
had Jacob’s blessing,” his children all died child-
less, and his family became extinct. It is true
that much of the property he secularized was
devoted to superstitious purposes, but that was
no reason for its confiscation, but for its peing
rf—)stored to its legitimate objects—the propaga-
tion of the christian faith, the promotion of
sound learning, and the relief of the sick and
needy. Sir Henry Spelman, a very learned
man, took the trouble of searching into the
records of yarious great families who at this
period and at other times were enriched with
church plunder. The results of his labors are
most fearful, showing clearly that God’s rule
—¢ the sins of the fathers shall be visited upon
the children’—is in as active operation now as
ever it was. My limited space will not permit
me to dwell upon those most extraordinary and
most awful instances of divine judgment; none
but a sceptic can look upon them unmoved ; and
knowing that our Fatherin Heaven is unchange-
able, the same yesterday, to-day and forever, I
dread that the divine wrath will fall on this
country as it has done on every other which in-
curred the enormous guilt of secularizing church
property. Theft is the mere robbery of our
tellow creatures, but sacrilege is the robbery of
God, and will, it is to be feared, bring down the
curse pronounced by the prophet Malachi, ¢ Ye

are cursed with a curse, for ye have robbed me,

even this whole nation.” Well did the noble
Lord Clarendon warn his son in his last adman-
ition—*¢ above all touch not church property,
for a curse cleaves toit.

* B % * *

¢ He has not the honesty to give my statement
on the subject of Chureh property in the States.
He argues very comically to the effect that
because this country was not revolutionized,
therefore it is at liberty to commit Church rob-
bery, which wickedness the revolutionized cour-
try scorned and despised. He speaks of the
“trifling value’ of the Church property preserved
in the States, though even then it was of far
greater value than the fifteen or sixteen thousand
pounds per annum, which is what the Church
is driven to contend for now, and its value in
the present day is enormous. Fortunately for
the interests of religion, it is not situated in Ca-
nada. He asksme * why not express sympathy
for the Romish Church (property) as well as for
the Presbyterian?” and exults at my supposed
dilemma. I beg to assure him that, Protestant
as I am, and objectionable as I counsider the
errors which in the dark ages overlaid that once
lovely branch of the Apostolic vine, I have not
the least sympathy with him or any of his fellow
plunderers in their endeavors to strip it of its
property.

* - * # *

¢ One word more, There are about one hun-
dred and fifty Episcopal missions, at each of
which there are from two to sixteen stations
where religious ministrations are dispensed. I
said about fifty of these would be closed by sec-
ularizing of the Clergy Reserves. The Editor
calls me, for this saying, ¢a foul-mouthed tra-
ducer.” T repeat it, however, there are at least
fifty missions where the people are either so
poor or so indifferent to the value of religious
instruction, that they could not or would not
support a minister. Those who most require
religious instruction are the least disposed to
pay forit. To Voluntaryism may be attributed
the awful number of sgven millionsin the States
who have no religious belief, and probably as
many more who might as well have none as the
corrupt libels upon Christianity which they re-
ceive as religion, If the Editor wants any more
files to gnaw at, I beg to refer him to the admi-
rable speech of the Rev. Mr. Bettridge on this
subject.”

i

In !
the first year of his reign he burned down the |
_cathedral of York. In'the fourth year he plun= |
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